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Jtist  Published, 
MANSARD'S  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES,  Vol.  VIII.  of 

the  third  series,  and  5th  and  concluding  vol.  of  Sess.  1831. — Price  «£  1*  4««  boards. 

"  I  take  this  trom  the  document  we  moaJly  consait,  namely,  Hansard**  Parliamentary  Debatea.*— 

Sir  C.  WethereU,in  Debate  June  10,  iSSg. 
"  If  I  bad  Hansard  irith  me,  I  think  T  shoald  shew  that  even  the  tame  roetapbort  have  been  made  me  of." — 

Mr,  Robert  Grant,  in  Debate  March  7, 1830. 
"  I  tee  a  Yolnme  of  Hansard  oppodte **—  Sir  Robert  Peeh  in  Debate  July  6, 1831 . 

"  I  refier  to  your  Reports  of  the  Debates  with  great  satisbction ;  because,  by  permittin](  some  time  to  elapse 
"  between  the  delivery  of  the  Speeches  in  Parliament,  and  tlieir  publication,  there  are  the  means  of  profltiBK  by 
*'  tlie  most  accurate  Reports,  and  bv  occasional  revision.  • . .  •  1  regularly  take  in  two  copies  of  your  work,  ooe 
'*fbr  reference  in  London,  and  the  other  for  the  Country."— /#e//er,  *  Private,' from  a  distinguished 

Member,  Dec,  9, 1831. 

A  Work  thus  repeatedly  referred  to  by  the  first  Speakers  in  Parliament,  must  form  (as  has  been  sakl  in  • 
the  Edinburgh  Review,  in  an  article  nuderstood  to  have  been  written  by  the  present  Lord  Chancellor)  an 
indispensable  part  of  all  collections  of  English  History.  In  no  other  work  arc  to  be  found  all  the 
important  Debates  which  in  modern  times  have  talccn  place  on  Parliamentary  Reform.  In  the  volumes  for 
the  years  1785, 179?,  1793, 1797,  will  be  found  the  elaborate  Speeches  of  Mr.  Pitt,  Earl  Grey,  the  Earl  of 
Liverpool,  Mr.  Wyndham,  Mr.  Fox,  Lord  Chancellor  Erskine,  Mr.  Sheridan.  Sir  Francis  Burdett.  &c.  &c. 
The  present  volume,  and  pi^ceding  volumes  of  the  Sessions  of  IB.*)],  contain  all  the  Debates  in  the 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill,  as  well  as  on  the  general  Question;  and  informaiion  having  been  Mippiied 
by  the  very  highest  authority,  this  Work  has  a  stamp  of  completeness,  authenticity,  and  paramount  value, 
which  cannot  be  claimed  by  any  other  publication. 

This  Work  also  contains  all  the  important  Debates  which  have  taken  place  at  different  periods  on  Commer* 
cUI  Treaties  with  France  and  I*ortugal,  on  tliu  Treaties  j;rowiug  out  of  the  Congress  of  Vienna;  on  the 
affldrs  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  oi'  the  Ii^»t- India  Company,  all  of  which  have  been  again  brought  into 
discussion  during  the  preeeni  .^^ession,  and  will  be  the  subject  of  silll  more  importam  Debates  in  the  first 
Seaskm  of  the  Reftonned  Parliament.  Moreover,  in  this  Work  only  are  presarved  with  the  Speeches 
Registers  of  the  Voto  given  by  Members  on  various  important  Qoeations,  by  whkh  their  former  and  present 
Olsons  nay  be  ascertained ;  serving  as  a  sure  guide  to  public  confidence  in  the  present  political  crisis. 

*«*  This  Volume  contains  the  Annual  Finance  Accounts  of  1831,  also  peculiar  to 
this  publication,  or,  at  least,  not  to  be  met  with  in  any  other  but  as  extracted  from 
this.  Also  the  important  addition  of  the  Balance  Sheff  of  Finance  for  Eight  Years 
(viz.  1824  to  1831)  :  Ordered  by  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  re-printed  Feb.  9, 
1832;  but  re-arranged  and  compressed,  in  order  to  present,  at  one  view,  every 
Year's  Total  under  each  respective  head  of  Account  and  General  Total,  without  the 
omission  of  a  single  article  or  sum ;— By  T.  C.  HANSARD. 

Hansard's  Parllamentart  History  &  Debates. — History^  6  Wm.  I, 
1072,  to  43  Geo.  III.  1803, 36  vols.— Debates,  first  series,  44  to  60  Geo.  HI.  1803 
to  1820,  41  vols.— Second  Series,  1  to  10  Geo.  IV,  1820  to  1828,  25  vols,  com- 
pleting 66  vols.  1st  and  2nd  Series,  to  close  of  the  Reign  of  Geo.  IV. — Third 
Series,  1  &  2  Wm.  IV.  vol.  1  to  8. — Those  of  the  present  Scss.  are  fast  proceeding. 
The  above  Work,  complete  Sets  of  which  are  becoming  scarce,  on  sale  by  Mr.  Han- 
sard, 32,  Paternoster  Row.    Printed  particulars  given  on  application. 
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The  paper  is  very  brittle. 
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PrMed  by  T.  C.  HANSARD,  PtUr-motUr-IUnt, 

#0R  BALDWIN   AND  CRADOCK;  J.  BOOKBR;    LONGMAN,   RBES,   OUtUt,   AND  CO.$ 
J.  M.  RICHARDSON  ;    PARBURY,  ALLEN,  AND  CO. ;    J.  HATCHARD  AND  SON  ; 
J.  RIDGWAY;    S.   JEPPBRY  AND    SON;    J.    RODWELL;    CALKIN   AND    BUDD{ 
^  R.  H.  BVANS  ;  J.  BOOTH }  AND  T.  C.  HANSARD. 
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During  Me  Second  Session  q/*Mc Tenth  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 

appointed  to  meet  at  Westminster^ 

6th  December  J  1831, 

in  the  Second  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM  THE  FOURTH. 

ifixA  Oolame  ot  tit  fteiMbn* 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Dec.  6,  1831. 

MmoTB.3      TIm  uiual  fifMionri  Orden  wore  inoTed  by 
Earl  GasT,  and  i^iMd  to. 

The  kings  speech  on  open. 

ING  the  session.]  His  Majesty 
went  in  state  to  the  House  of  Lords  this  day, 
and  the  Commons  having  heen  summoned 
to  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Peers,  His 
Majesty,  heing  seated  on  the  Throne,  de- 
livered the  following  Speech  : 

'*  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

"  I  have  called  you  together,  that  you 
may  resume,  without  further  delay,  the  im- 
portant duties  to  which  the  circumstances 
of  the  times  require  your  immediate  atten- 
tion ;  and  I  sincerely  regret  the  inconve- 
nience which  I  am  well  aware  vou  must 
experience,  from  so  early  a  renewal  of  your 
labours,  after  the  short  interval  aUowed 
you  for  repose  from  the  fatigues  of  the  last 
dession* 

"  I  feel  It  to  be  my  duty,  in  the  first 
place,  to  recommend  to  your  most  careful 
consideration  the  measures  which  will  be 
proposed  to  you  for  a  Reform  in  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament ;  a  speedy  and 
satisfactory  settlement  of  this  question  be- 
comes daily  of  more  pressing  importance  to 
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the  security  of  the  State,  and  to  the  con- 
tentment and  welfare  of  my  people. 

"  I  deeply  lament  the  distress  which  still 
prevails  in  many  parts  of  my  dominions ; 
and  for  which  the  preservation  of  peace, 
both  at  home  and  abroad,  will,  under  the 
blessing  of  Divine  Providence,  afford  the 
best  and  most  effectual  remedy.  I  feel 
assured  of  your  disposition  to  adopt  any 
practicable  measures,  which  you  will  always 
find  me  ready  and  anxious  to  assist,  both 
for  removing  the  causes  and  mitigating  the 
effects  of  the  want  of  employment,  which 
the  embarrassments  of  commerce,  and  the 
consequent  interruption  of  the  pursuits  of 
industry,  have  occasioned. 

'*  It  is  with  great  regret  that  I  have  ob- 
served the  existence  of  a  disease  at  Sunder- 
land,  similar  in  its  appearance  and  character 
to  that  which  has  existed  in  many  parts  of 
Europe.  Whether  it  is  indigenous,  or  has 
been  imported  from  abroad,  is  a  question 
involved  in  much  uncertainty ;  but  its  pro- 
gress has  neither  been  so  extensive  nor  so 
fatal  as  on  the  Continent.  It  is  not,  how- 
ever, the  less  necessary  to  use  every  pre- 
caution against  the  further  extension  of 
this  malady ;  and  the  measures  recomended 
by  those  who  have  had  the  best  opportuni- 
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it,  as  roost  effectual  for 
this  purpose,  have  been  adopted. 

''  In  parts  of  Ireland  a  systematic  oppo- 
ution  has  been  made  to  the  payment  of 
tithes,  attended  in  some  instances  with 
afflicting  results ;  and  it  will  be  one  of 
your  first  duties  to  inquire  whether  it  may 
not  be  possible  to  effect  improvements  in 
the  laws  respecting  this  subject,  which  may 
afford  the  necessary  protection  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  at  the  same  time 
remove  the  present  causes  of  complaint. 

''  But  in  this  and  in  every  other  question 
affecting  Ireland,  it  is,  above  all  things,, 
necessary  to  look  to  the  best  means  of  se- 
curing internal  peace  and  order,  which 
alone  seem  wanting  to  raise  a  country, 
blessed  by  Providence  with  so  many  natural 
advantages,  to  a  state  of  the  greatest  pros- 
perity. 

"The  conduct  of  the  Portuguese  Go- 
vernment, and  the  repeated  injuries  to 
which  my  subjects  have  been  exposed,  have 
prevented  a  renewal  of  my  diplomatic  re- 
lations with  that  kingdom.  The  state  of  a 
country,  so  long  united  with  this  by  the 
ties  of  the  most  intimate  alliance,  must 
necessarily  be  to  me  an  object  of  the  deep- 
est interest.  The  return  to  Europe  of  the 
elder  branch  of  the  illustrious  house  of 
Braganza,  and  the  dangers  of  a  disputed 
succession,  will  require  my  most  vigilant 
attention  to  events,  by  which  not  only  the 
safety  of  Portugal,  but  the  general  interests 
of  Europe  may  be  affected. 

"  The  arrangement  which  I  announced 
to  you  at  the  close  of  the  last  Session,  for 
the  separation  of  the  States  of  Holland  and 
Belgium,  has  been  followed  by  a  treaty 
between  the  five  Powers  and  the  king  of 
the  Belgians,  which  I  have  directed  to  be 
laid  before  you  as  soon  as  the  ratifications 
shall  have  been  exchanged. 

"A  similar  Treaty  has  not  yet  been 
agreed  to  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands ; 
but  I  trust  the  period  is  not  distant  when 
that  Sovereign  will  see  the  necessity  of 
acceding  to  an  arrangement  in  which  the 
Plenipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powen  have 
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unanimously  concurred,  and  which  has  been 
framed  with  the  most  careful  and  impartial 
attention  to  aU  the  interests  concerned* 

''  I  have  the  satisfaction  to  inform  you, 
that  I  have  concluded  with  the  king  of  the 
French  a  Convention,  which  I  have  di- 
rected to  be  laid  before  you,  the  object  of 
which  i9,  the  efiectuai  suppression  of  the 
African  Slave  Trade.  This  Convention, 
having  for  its  basis  the  concession  of  reci- 
procal rights  to  be  mutually  exercised  in 
specified  latitudes  and  places,  will,  I  trust, 
enable  the  naval  forces  of  the  two  countries, 
by  their  combined  efforts,  to  accomplish  an 
object  which  is  felt  by  both  to  be  so  im- 
portant to  ttie  interests  of  humanity. 

"  Regarding  the  state  of  Europe  gene- 
rally, the  friendly  assurances  which  I  re- 
ceive from  foreign  Powers,  and  the  union 
which  subsists  between  me  and  my  Allies, 
inspire  me  with  a  confident  hope  that 
peace  will  not  be  interrupted. 

''  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
'*  I  have  directed  the  Estitnates  tot  the 
ensuing  year  to  be  prepared,  and  they  will 
in  due  time  be  laid  before  you.  I  will  take 
care  that  they  shall  be  formed  with  the 
strictest  regard  to  economy ;  and  I  trust  to 
your  wisdom  and  patriotism  to  make  such 
provision  as  may  be  required  for  the  public 
service. 


"  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
"  The  scenes  of  violence  and  outrage 
which  have  occurred  in  the  city  of  Bristol, 
and  in  some  other  places,  have  caused  me 
the  deepest  affliction. 

*'  The  authority  of  the  laws  must  be 
vindicated  by  the  punishment  of  offences 
which  have  produced  so  extensive  a  de- 
struction of  property,  and  so  melancholy  a 
loss  of  life ;  but  I  think  it  right  to  direct 
your  attention  to  the  best  means  of  im- 
proving the  Municipal  Police  of  the  king- 
dom, for  the  more  effectual  protection  of 
the  public  peace  against  the  occurrence  of 
similar  commotions. 

"  Sincerely  attached  to  our  free  Constitu- 
tion, 1  never  can  sanction  any  interference 
with  the  legitithate  exereiie  of  those  rifhti 
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which  secure  to  my  people  the  privileges  of 
discuMing  and  making  known  their  griev- 
ances ;  buty  in  respecting  these  rights^  it  is 
also  mj  duty  to  prevent  combinations, 
under  whatever  pretext,  which  in  their 
form  and  character  are  incompatible  with 
all  regular  government,  and  are  equally 
opposed  to  the  spirit  and  to  the  provisions 
of  the  law ;  and  I  know  that  I  shall  not 
appeal  in  vain  to  my  faithful  subjects  to 
second  my  determined  resolution  to  repress 
all  illegal  proceedings  by  which  the  peace 
and  security  of  my  dominions  may  be 
endangered." 

His  Majesty  retired,  the  House  separ- 
ated, and  met  again  at  five  o'clock. 

Earl  Grey  moved,  pro  formd,  the  first 
reading  of  an  Act  for  the  better  regulation 
of  Select  Vestries. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  read  his  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  which  was  afterwards  again 
read  by  the  Clerk. 

AD0RS88  IN  Answer  to  the  Kino's 
SiPSBCH.n  The  Earl  of  Camperdofvn  pre- 
sented himself  to  the  House,  and  said,  he 
rose  to  move  an  humble  Address  in  answer 
to  his  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech.  He 
bemed  to  observe,  that  no  roan  ever  present- 
ed mmself  to  address  their  Lordships,  who 
was  under  greater  necessity  tointreata  laree 
share  of  that  indulgence  which  their  Lord- 
ships Were  so  kindly  wont  to  bestow  upon 
those  who  stood  in  a  similar  situation  to 
that  in  which  he  now  appeared  before  their 
Lordships.  He  deeply  lelt  the  importance 
and  arduousness  of  tne  task  which  he  had 
had  the  temerity  to  undertake,  when  he 
rose  to  propose  to  their  Lordships  an  humble 
Address,  in  reply  to  the  gracious  Speech 
which  they  had  just  heard.  No  man  could 
be  more  sensible  than  himself  how  unequal 
he  should  be  to  such  a  task,  even  under 
ordinary  circumstances ;  but  he  felt,  that 
upon  the  present  occasion  he  had  to 
encounter  peculiar  difficulties,  for  never,  in 
his  belief,  was  Parliament  assembled  at  a 
more  momentous  crisis,  nor  was  it  ever 
called  upon  to  discuss  topics  of  higher  im- 
portance than  those  adverted  to  in  the  Ad- 
dress from  the  Throne.  It  was  accordingly 
his  roost  anxious  wish,  that  their  Lordships 
should  approach  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  he  had  to  propose  to  them,  with 
calmness  and  moderation ;  and,  for  himself, 
he  should  certainly  deem  it  necessary  to 
it>st^  froili  all  in&lgen'ce  in  party  feeling, 


and  to  divest  himself,  as  far  as  possible,  of 
all  party  prejudices.  Such  conduct,  on  their 
Lordships'  part,  was  peculiarly  called  for 
now,  when  the  public  eye  was  so  intensely 
fixed  upon  their  proceedings,  and  when 
the  nation  was  waiting  for  their  decision 
with  such  breathless  anxiety.  Therefore, 
in  calling  their  Lordships*  attention  to  his 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech,  as  it  would 
be  his  duty  to  do,  and  in  making  the  observ- 
ations which  he  should  be  cafied  upon  to 
make,  he  would  openly,  honourably,  and 
fairly,  state  his  own  opinions;  but  he 
would,  at  the  same  time,  abstain  from  any 
expressions  which  would  seem  to  convey 
disrespect  to  the  opinions  of  those  noble 
Lords  with  whom  he  differed.  He  was 
well  convinced,  however  their  Lordships 
might  differ  among  themselves,  that  they 
had  but  one  common  object,  and  that  was,  to 
come  to  that  conclusion  which  should  be, 
in  their  opinions,  most  conducive  to  the 
honour  and  interest  of  the  country.  With- 
out further  preliminary  observations,  then, 
he  would  come  to  his  Majesty's  Speech,  the 
first  topic  in  which  was  one  of  the  very 
highest  importance — the  all-engrossinff 
topic  of  Reform.  His  Majesty  said,  "I 
feel  it  my  duty,  in  the  first  place,  to  recom- 
mend to  your  most  careful  consideration 
the  measures  which  will  be  proposed  to 
you  for  a  Reform  in  the  Commons  House 
of  Parliament.  A  speedy  and  satisfactory 
settlement  of  this  question  becomes  daily 
of  more  pressing  importance  to  the  security 
of  the  State,  and  to  the  contentment  and 
welfare  of  my  people."  He  thought'  they 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  his  Majesty. 
He  thought  that  both  they  and  the  country 
owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  for 
having  advised  his  Majesty  to  call  Parlia- 
ment together,  and  bring  forward  that 
question,  upon  the  speedy  and  proper  de- 
cision of  which  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
depended.  He  would  not  trespass  upon 
their  Lordships'  time  by  going  into  anv 
lengthened  history  of  the  proceedings  with 
res])ect  to  the  measure  of  Reform  brought 
before  the  House  during  the  last  Session. 
Suffice  it  briefly  to  say,  that  Ministers  had 
entered  upon  office  pledged  to  introduce  an 
efficient  measure  oi  Reform ;  and  in  re- 
demption of  that  pledge,  they  brought  in  a 
Bill,  which,  whatever  might  have  been  its 
merits  or  demerits,  had  these  advantages— 
that  it  reconciled  the  conflicting  opinions  of 
all  Reformers — it  fully  satisfied  the  great 
mass  of  the  people — and  it  was  passed  by 
overwhelming  majorities  in  the  House  of 
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Commons.  It  was  next  brought  before 
their  Lordships,  and  they,  in  their  wisdom, 
thought  proper  to  reject  it.  He  regretted 
that  they  had  done  so.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  had,  upon  that  occasion^  voted  in 
the  minority,  but  still  he  would  be  the  last 
man  in  the  world  to  question  the  motives 
which  dictated  that  decision.  He  thought 
then,  as  he  continued  to  think  now,  that  it 
was  an  unfortunate  one  for  their  Lordships 
and  the  country.  It  was  a  decision  which 
was  received  throughout  the  land  with 
dismay  and  dissati^ction,  and  to  what 
extent  this  might  have  proceeded  it  would 
be  impossible  to  say,  if  the  people  had 
not  entertained  entire  confidence  in  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Councils.  They  had  known  him  as  a  long- 
tried  and  able  advocate  of  their  rights,  and 
felt,  that  so  long  as  he  retained  office  these 
rights  would  not  be  overlooked  or  evaded ; 
and  the  noble  Earl  had  fully  and  amply 
justified  that  confidence,  by  re-assembling 
Parliament  thus  early,  and  giving  their 
Lordships  an  opportunity  for  reconsidering 
the  great  question  of  Reform.  As  to  the 
measure  which  Government  intended  to 
propose,  it  would  be  premature  in  him  to 
speak  of  it ;  suffice  it  to  say,  that  they  had 
the  assurance  of  his  noble  friend,  that  how- 
ever much  he  might  be  inclined  to  meet 
any  suggestion  for  altering  and  amending 
any  minor  details,  the  whole  measure  to  be 
brought  forward  should  be  the  same  in 
principle,  and  equally  as  efficient,  as  the 
last.  He  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  was 
happy  to  hear  this,  for  he  was  convinced 
that  a  Bill  not  the  same  in  principle, 
and  not  as  efficient  in  detail,  would  give 
no  satisfaction  to  the  country.  Most 
earnestly  did  he  trust,  that  it  would  prove 
to  be  such  a  measure  as  their  Lordships 
would  think  proper  to  adopt,  regarding  it 
as  calculated  to  uphold  the  just  prerogatives 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  constitutional  pri- 
vileges of  their  Lordships.  He  trusted, 
that  it  would  be  a  measure  like  the  last, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  strengthened  those 
rights,  confirmed  those  privileges,  and  re- 
novated, renewed,  and  strengthened,  aU  the 
institutions  of  the  country,  by  giving  to 
the  people  the  free  choice  and  control  over 
their  Representatives,  and  thereby  putting 
an  end  to  that  corrupt  nomination-borough 
system,  which  no  man  was  hardy  enough  to 
defend.  He  wished  to  speak  to  their  Lord- 
ships in  the  language  of  prudence,  not  of  in- 
timidation ;  but  let  them  not  deceive  them- 
selves. He  implored  them  to  pause  before 
they  again  rejected  a  measure  of  Reform. 


They  would  take  upon  themselves  an  awful 
responsibility  in  a  second  time  disappointing 
the  hopes  of  the  people,  who  only  desirea 
to  have  the  choice  of  their  own  Represent- 
atives. Under  these  circumstances  alone  he 
should  have  felt  himself  justified  in  calling 
on  their  Lordships  to  concur  in  an  humble 
Address  to  his  Majesty  in  reply  to  his 
gracious  Speech  ;  but  there  were  likewise 
other  topics  of  the  highest  importance  for 
their  consideration,  to  which  his  Majesty 
had  drawn  their  attention,  and  they  were 
bound  to  express  their  gratitude.  First, 
there  was  the  distress  which  had  led 
to  the  perpetration  of  such  enormities  last 
year.  His  Majesty  declared  his  deep 
affliction  at  the  occurrence  of  these,  in  the 
following  words:  "I  deeply  lament  the 
distress  which  still  prevails  in  many  parts  of 
my  dominions,  and  for  which  the  pre- 
servation of  the  peace,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  will,  under  the  blessing  of  Divine 
Providence,  affiird  the  best  and  most  effect- 
ual remedy.  I  feel  assured  of  your  dispo- 
sition to  adopt  any  practicable  measures, 
which  you  will  always  find  me  ready  and 
anxious  to  assist^  both  for  removing  the 
causes,  and  mitigating  the  effects  of  the 
want  of  employment,  which  the  embarrass- 
ments of  commerce,  and  the  consequent 
interruption  of  the  pursuits  of  industry, 
have  occasioned."  He  felt  confident,  that 
their  Lordships  would  take  into  their  con- 
sideration some  means  for  the  alleviation 
of  this  distress.  He  was  sure  it  would  be 
both  their  interest  and  duty  to  do  this ;  but 
he  doubted  whether  the  evil  could  be  met 
by  any  specific  legislative  measure.  The 
maintenance  of  peace  and  order — the  re- 
storation of  tranquillity — would,  however, 
in  all  probability,  have  the  effect  so  much 
to  be  desired,  of  opening  new  channels  for 
the  emplo3rment  of  capital  and  industry. 
His  Majesty  went  on  to  say,  "  It  is  with 
great  concern  that  I  have  observed  the  ex- 
istence of  a  disease  at  Sunderland,  similar 
in  its  appearance  and  character  to  that  which 
has  existed  in  many  parts  of  Europe. 
Whether  it  is  indigenous,  or  has  been  im- 
ported from  abroad,  is  a  question  involved 
in  much  uncertainty,  but  its  progress  has 
neither  been  so  extensive  nor  so  fatal  as  on 
the  Continent.  It  is  not,  however,  the 
less  necessary  to  use  every  precaution 
against  the  further  extension  of  this  malady ; 
and  the  measures  recommended  by  those 
who  have  had  the  best  opportunities  of  ob- 
serving it,  as  most  effective  for  the  purpose, 
have  been  adopted.*'  Upon  this  he  would 
merely  observe,  that  the  only  course  to 
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pursue  was,  to  meet  this  terrible  dispensa- 
tion with  calmness  and  firmness ;  and  he 
could  not  but  hope,  that  from  the  numbers 
and  skill  of  the  medical  profession  in  this 
country,  and  from  the  great  precautions 
adopted,  that  something  might  be  brought 
into  operation  which  would  arrest  the 
progress  of  that  dreadful  pestilence.  His 
Maiesty  further  said,  that  "  In  parts  of 
Ireland  a  systematic  opposition  has  been 
made  to  the  payment  of  tithes,  attended,  in 
some  instances,  with  afflicting  results :  and 
it  will  be  one  of  your  first  duties  to  inquire 
whether  it  may  not  be  possible  to  effect 
improvements  in  the  laws  respecting  this 
subject,  which  may  afford  the  necessary 
protection  to  the  Established  Church,  and 
at  the  same  time  remove  the  present  causes 
of  complaint.  But  on  this,  and  every  other 
question  affecting  Ireland,  it  is,  above  all 
things,  necessary  to  look  to  the  best  means 
of  securing  internal  peace  and  order,  which 
alone  seem  wanting  to  raise  a  country, 
blessed  by  Providence  with  so  many  natural 
advantages,  to  a  state  of  the  greatest  pros- 
perity." Their  Lordships  would,  doubtless, 
pay  due  attention  to  this  gracious  recom- 
mendation, and  look  well  to  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland ;  for  they  should  consider  that 
the  tranquillity  of  that  country  was  not 
alone  of  importance  as  it  regarded  itself, 
but  also  as  it  affected  the  whole  empire. 
Another  topic  to  which  his  Majesty's 
gracious  Address  to  their  Lordships  refer- 
red was,the  foreign  relations  of  the  country. 
On  the  prospects  arising  from  these,  he 
begged  to  congratulate  their  Lordships,  as 
it  appeared  from  the  feeling  of  foreign 
Powers  that  there  was  every  hope  that  the 
tranquiUity  of  the  world  would  be  preserv- 
ed. His  Majesty  observed,  "  The  conduct 
of  the  Portuguese  government,  and  the  re- 
peated injunes  to  which  my  subjects  have 
been  exposed,  have  prevented  a  renewal  of 
the  diplomatic  relations  with  that  kingdom. 
The  state  of  a  country  so  long  united  with 
this,  by  the  ties  of  a  most  intimate  alliance, 
must  necessarily  be  to  me  an  object  of  the 
deepest  interest ;  and  the  return  to  Europe 
of  the  elder  branch  of  the  illustrious 
House  of  Braganjsa,  and  the  dangers  of  a 
disputed  succession,  will  require  my  most 
▼implant  attention  to  events,  by  which  not 
omy  the  safety  of  Portugal,  but  the  general 
interests  of  Europe,  may  be  affected.  The 
arrangements  which  I  announced  to  you 
at  the  close  of  last  Session  for  the  separa- 
tion of  the  States  of  Holland  and  Belgium, 
has  been  followed  by  a  treaty  between  the 
five  Powers  and  the  king  of  the  Belgians^ 


which  I  have  directed|to  be  laid  before  you  as' 
soon  as  the  ratifications  shall  have  been  ex- 
changed. A  similar  treaty  has  not  yet  beei< 
agreed  to  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands ; 
but  I  trust  the  'period  is  not  distant  when 
that  sovereign  will  see  the  necessity  of  ac- 
ceding to  an  arrangement  in  which  the 
Plenipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powers  have 
unanimously  concurred,  and  which  has 
been  framed  with  the  most  careful  and 
impartial  attention  to  all  the  interests  con- 
cerned." There  was  every  reason,  how- 
ever, to  suppose,  that  Holland  would  accede 
to  the  wishes  of  the  other  Powers :  and  he 
must  say,  that  he  thought  the  greatest^ 
credit  was  due  to  his  Majesty's  Government 
for  the  prudence  and  ability  with  which  it 
had  conducted  these  very  difficult  nego- 
tiations, and  thereby  bringing  about  the 
desired  end  of  a  final  arrangement.  His 
Majesty  went  on  to  say,  "  I  have  the  satis- 
faction to  inform  vou,  that  I  have  concluded 
with  the  king  of  the  French  a  Convention, 
which  I  have  directed  to  be  laid  before 
you ;  the  object  of  which  is  the  effectual 
suppression  of  the  African  Slave  Trade. 
This  Convention,  having  for  its  basis  the 
concession  of  reciprocal  rights,  to  be  mutu- 
ally exercised  in  specified  latitudes  and 
places,  will,  I  trust,  enable  the  naval  forces 
of  the  two  countries  to  accomplish,  by  their 
combined  efforts,  an  object  which  is  felt  by 
both  to  be  so  important  to  the  interests  of 
humanity.  Regarding  the  state  of  Europe 
generally,  the  mendly  assurances  which  I 
receive  from  foreign  Powers,  and  the  union 
which  subsists  between  me  and  my  Allies, 
inspire  me  with  a  confident  hope  that  peace 
will  not  be  interrupted."  'This  last  part, 
which  related  to  the  Convention  recently 
concluded  between  this  country  and  France, 
for  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade,  was,  in 
his  mind,  for  many  reasons,  highly  grati- 
fying. It  showed  that  the  time  was,  pro- 
bably, not  far  distant,  when  the  abominable 
traffic  in  human  fiesh  would  be  completely 
abolished.  It  was  gratifying,  too,  for 
another  cause:  and  thai  was — the  good 
intelligence  and  friendly  feeling  which  it 
evinced  between  France  and  England — a 
feeling  which  he  hoped  to  see  cherished 
and  promoted :  so  that  the  natives  of  those 
countries,  instead  of,  as  formerly,  consider- 
ing themselves  natural  enemies,  would 
henceforth  regard  each  other  as  natural 
friends.  The  assurance  of  a  strict  regard 
being  paid  to  the  economical  expenditure 
of  the  public  money,  which  they  now  had 
the  gratification  of  hearing  from  the  Sovq« 
reign  personally^  must  be  also  a  source  of 
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considerable  satisfaction.  He  must  also 
acknowledge,  that  he  had  received  satisfac- 
tioQ  from  that  part  of  his  Miyesty's  Speech 
which  related  to  the  late  deplorable  riots  at 
Bristol.  It  was  as  follows — "  The  scenes 
of  violence  and  outrage  which  have  oc- 
curred in  the  city  of  Bristol,  and  in  some 
Other  places,  have  caused  me  the  deepest 
affliction.  The  authority  of  the  laws  must 
be  vindicated,  by  the  punishment  of  of- 
fences which  have  produced  so  extensive  a 
destruction  of  property,  and  so  melancholy 
a  loss  of  life ;  but  I  think  it  right  to  direct 
your  attention  to  the  best  means  of  im- 

S roving  the  municipal  police  of  the  king- 
om,  for  the  more  effectual  protection  of 
the  public  peace  against  the  recurrence  of 
similar  commotions."  Every  honest  man 
and  good  citizen  must  assent  to  the  pro- 
priety of  this  declaration,  for  there  could 
be  no  doubt  of  the  necessity  of  vindicating 
the  offended  laws  by  their  own  strong  arm ; 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  late  outrages,  would  be 
punished  with  the  utmost  rigour  which  the 
frame  of  our  judicial  system  would  admit  of. 
Such  tumults  must  be  wholly  suppressed, 
and  he  also  felt  confident,  that  the  recom- 
mendation touching  a  municipal  police 
was  well  worthy  their  Lordships'  con- 
sideration. His  Majesty  concluded  his 
gracious  Speech  by  a  passage  well  deserv- 
ing their  Lordships'  most  serious  attention. 
"  iiincerely  attached  to  our  free  Constitu- 
tion, I  never  can  sanction  any  interference 
with  the  legitimate  exercise  of  those  rights 
which  secure  to  my  people  the  privilege  of 
discussing  and  making  known  their  griev- 
ances; but  in»  respecting  these  rights,  it 
is  also  my  duty  to  prevent  combinations, 
under  whatever  pretence,  which  in  their 
form  and  character  are  incompatible  with 
all  re^lar  government,  and  are  equally 
opposea  to  the  spirit  and  to  the  provisions 
01  the  law :  and  I  know,  that  I  shall  not 
appeal  in  vain  to  my  faithful  subjects,  to 
aecond  my  determined  resolution  to  repress 
all  illegal  proceedings,  by  which  the  peace 
and  security  of  my  dominions  may  be 
endangered."  In  these  gracious  and  most 
constitutional  sentiments,  as  expressed  by 
his  Majesty,  he  was  certain  all  their  Lord- 
ships entirely  concurred;  for  while  the 
people's  privileges  and  rights  were  to  be 
protected,  the  executive  should  be  at  the 
same  time  supported.  He  was  confident, 
therefore,  that  whenever  or  wherever  such 
political  combinations  as  had  been  alluded 
to,  showed  themselves,  his  Majesty  would 
not  appeal  in  yain  to  their  Lordships^  and 


his  loyal  subjects,  but  would  find  thep 
ready,  in  their  several  places,  to  assist  ux 
suppressing  such  political  unions.  At  the 
same  time,  how  much  better  would  it  be^ 
to  inquire  into  and  remove  the  alleged 
grievances,  which  g^ve  a  pretence  to  the 
liistitution  of  such  societies,  which,  although 
within  the  letter,  if  not  within  the  spirit,  of 
the  law,  were  to  be  regarded  with  sorrow 
and  alarm,  for  their  existence  proved  some 
disease  in  the  body  politic.  He  feared,  that 
they  were  the  effect  and  not  the  cause,  and 
until  the  cause  was  removed,  their  Lordshipf 
could  not  hope  that  they  would  disappear. 
But  of  whatever  character  these  combina- 
tions might  be,  they  had  not  originated  in 
any  act  of  the  present  Government.  Long 
before   the  noole    Earl    took    office,  the 

freatest  of  them  all — the  Birmingham 
Jnion — flourished  in  all  its  gimitic 
strength.  It  arose  from  the  refusaTof  the 
Legislature  to  grant  Members  to  100,000 
men,  who  prayed  for  Parliamentary  B^ 
presentation.  The  same  cause  led  to  uu^ 
same  effect  throughout  the  country.  The 
refusal  of  Reform  created  these  Associa- 
tions. They  existed  when  the  present 
Ministry  came  into  power;  and  so  long 
as  they  entertained  hopes  that  the  late  Re- 
form Bill  would  pass  into  a  law,  they  were 
innoxious — they  were  comparatively  little 
heard  of ;  but  when  the  Bill  was  rejected, 
they  burst  forth  with  increased  vigour. 
They  were  like  eruptions  on  the  human 
body,  which  could  only  be  removed  by 
constitutional  remedies.  Such  a  remedy 
he  hoped  they  would  soon  have,  in  a  Re« 
form  Bill  sent  up  from  the  other  House. 
If  their  Lordships  should  pass  that  Bill, 
all  Associations  would  cease  to  exist.  In 
passing  that  Bill,  too,  they  would  give  to 
the  people  that  which  they  had  so  long 
and  so  eagerly  sought,  and  on  which  they 
had  fixed  their  undivided  affection — i^ 
meant  a  full,  fair,  and  free  Representation 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which 
should  represent  their  wants,  and  be  an 
echo  to  their  opinions.  The  noble  Earl  then 
moved  an  Address,  embodying,  as  usual, 
the  substance  of  the  Speech. 
The  Address  having  been  read. 
Lord  Lytlleton  said,  that  his  noble  jEriend, 
who,  with  such  excellent  taste  and  discrep 
tion,  had  introduced  the  subject  then  under 
consideration,  and  who  had  moved  an  Ad- 
dress to  his  Majesty,  in  answer  to  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  had 
apologised  for  the  temerity  with  which  he 
might  be  charged,  in  taking  upon  himself 
sudi  a  duty  upon  aa  occasion  like  the 
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pi^^wnla  apd  a(  ^  Ume  so  pregni^nt  and  so  full 
gf  danger*  If  bis  noble  frit;nd  was  justified 
in  quaking  inch  an  apology  in  a  speech 
wUcb  disproved  the  necessity  of  any  apology 
upon  bis  parti  bow  far  greater  must  be  the 
i^m^mty  for  him  (Lord  Lyttleton)  to  ask 
for  tb^  mdulgenoe  of  their  Lordships^  while 
b^  ^econd^  ti\at  Address  ?  Having,  how- 
ever, b^n  called  upon  by  his  noble  friend 
8^t  the  bead  of  the  Government,  to  take 
upOQ  J^imself  that  duty,  he  should  attempt 
to  apquit  himself,  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
of  the  difficult  and  arduous  task  he  had 
undertaken.  When  he  said,  that  his  noble 
friend  had  called  upon  him  to  undertake 
this  duty,  be  did  not  mean  thereby  to  in- 
timate that  the  duty  was  imposed  upon 
him,  he  being  at  the  same  time  reluctant 
to  undertake  it*  in  any  other  sense  than 
that  he  was  afraid  of  his  own  incapacity 
properly  to  perform  such  an  important 
task.  That  alone  was  the  feeling  which 
caused  in  hin\  a  reluctance  to  second  the 
Address,  for  otherwise  he  could  have  no 
pOQ^ible  objection,  entertaining,  as  he  did, 
the  most  perfect  confidence  in  the  wisdom 
of  the  principles  adopted  by  his  noble  friend 
(Earl  Grey),  and  having  the  most  perfect 
reliance  upon  his  prudence,  with  the  most 
confident  assurance,  that  his  noble  friend 
was  advocating  and  supporting  measures 
strictly  consonant  with  tne  Constitution  of 
the  country.  In  that  sense,  therefore,  he 
W94  not,  he  could  not  be,  reluctant  to  un- 
dertskke  the  duty.  Lest  there  should  be 
any  misunderstanding  of  what  he  had  said, 
he  thought  it  right  to  enter  into  this  expla- 
nation, and  he  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  adding,  that  he  was  perfectly  disin- 
terested in  what  he  advanced  in  support  of 
the  present  Government,  for  he  owed 
nothing  to  the  noble  Lords  behind  him  (the 
Ministers)  except  respect  to  their  high 
station,  and  he  expected  nothing  from  them 
but  good  government,  tending  to  the  wel- 
fare of  his  country.  He  appeared  before 
^eir  Lordships,  it  was  true,  m  support  of 
tbe  Address,  in  reply  to  that  which  was 
usually  called  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty, 
but  which  constitutionally  must  be  con- 
ndered  as  the  speech  of  his  Ministers ;  but, 
fike  his  noble  niend  who  had  moved  the 
Address,  and  who  had  said,  that  he  divested 
himself,  on  the  present  occasion,  of  all  party 
feeling,  so  he  (Lord  Lyttleton)  would,  he 
hoped,  also  be  able  to  divest  himself  of  all 
such  feeling  and  he  trusted,  that  in  what 
be  had  to  omr  to  their  Lordships'  consider- 
ation^ he  should  be  influenced  by  no  poli- 
tiict^  animosity  towards  those  who  bad 


opposed  the  great  measure  of  the  present 
Administration — that  measure  to  which  it 
was  his  intention  principally  to  advert  in 
the  present  discussion.  In  supporting  the 
Address  which  was  before  the  House,  and 
in  speaking  of  the  difficulty  of  the  times  in 
which  that  Address  was  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  Parliament,  he  thought  he 
might  safely  say,  that  in  the  memory  of 
no  man  had  so  much  anxiety  prevailed 
and  so  universally  obtained — as  at  the 
present  moment.  He  was  scarcely  old 
enough  to  remember  the  breaking  out  of 
the  French  Revolution,  but  he  did  net 
believe,  that  even  at  that  time  there  existed 
in  this  country  the  same  lively  degree  of 
interest  and  anxiety  as  was  exhibited  at  the 
present  moment.  At  that  time  the  people 
were  happy,  flourishing,  and  united ;  they 
were  confident  in  the  vigorous  government 
under  which  they  Uvea,  and  they  were 
prepared  to  repel  all  and  every  danger  by 
which  they  might  be  threatened  from 
without.  At  present,  however,  the  general 
state  of  Europe  wore  no  aspect,  calculated  to 
excite  apprehension  in  this  country.  It  was 
by  internal  dangers  alone  that  the  people 
were  excited ;  and  he  believed  he  might 
fearlessly  assert,  that  a  period  more  fearful, 
more  pregnant  with  danger  than  the  pre- 
sent, had  not  existed  in  England  since  the 
time  of  Charles  1st.  Indeed,  that  House  of 
Commons  which  was  termed  the  Long  Par- 
liament, had  met  under  one  point  of  re- 
semblance to  that  which  was  now  as* 
senibled.  The  people  and  the  House  of 
Commons  were  indignant  at  the  rejection 
of  their  just  lights  by  the  Crown  and  by 
the  Lords ;  and  he  believed,  if  timely  and 
proper  concessions  had  at  that  time  been 
made,  and  the  grievances  of  the  people 
redressed,  the  Crown  and  the  Peers  would 
have  continued  in  the  enjoyment  of  their 
authority.  At  that  time  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  people  had  to  contend 
against  the  Crown,  the  Peers,  and  the 
Prelates,  armed,  be  it  remembered,  with 
much  more  powerful  prerogatives  than  were 
known  in  modem  times ;  and  he  entreated 
their  Lordships  to  recollect,  and  be  warned 
in  time,  by  the  result  of  that  contest. 
Their  Lordbhips  should  consider,  that  they 
were  at  present  contending  against  the 
Crown,  against  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  against  the  people^ — fearful,  desperate 
odds — making  the  situation  in  which  their 
Lordships  stood*,  a  subject  demanding  the 
most  anxious  consideration  from  those  who 
wished  that  it  should  disclaim  its  power  and 
prerogative  ["No,  wo."]    He  was  stating 
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peciiliar  circumstances  about  the  state  of  the 
present  Parliament,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
rendered  it  in  some  respects  similar  to  the 
Long  Parliament.  Perhaps  he  had  gone 
beyond  the  point  he  was  aiming  at,  and 
should,  therefore,  at  once  put  himself  into 
the  facts  referred  to  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech.  The  first  and  most  important 
question  was  the  proposed  Reform  in  the 
Representation  of  the  people.  Considering 
that  the  subject  had  already  been  debated 
in  that  House  by  persons  of  high  talent 
and  ability,  it  would  ill  became  him  to 
go  into  the  details  of  that  measure ;  but 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  call 
their  attention  to  one  or  two  points  con- 
nected with  the  conduct  of  that  House 
with  respect  to  that  Bill.  That  Bill  was 
rejected  by  a  majority  of  their  Lordships, 
on  the  ground  that  a  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  sentiments  of  the  people  upon 
the  question  of  the  Reform  Bui.  It  was 
upon  that  supposed  change  of  sentiment, 
that  their  Lordships  grounded  their  contu- 
melious rejection  of  the  Bill  ["  No  !  "from 
the  Opposition  side.^  If  he  was  mistaken 
he  would  gladly  withdraw  the  expression, 
for  he  was  anxious  to  avoid  any  word  that 
might  be  in  the  least  offensive.  He  would, 
therefore,  p&ss  over  the  matter,  merely 
assuming,  that  the  Bill  was  rejected  on  the 
ground  that  the  people  had  altered  their 
opinions  upon  the  subject  Q"  No,  no,  no,** 
from  the  Opposition  benches'^  Then  noble 
Lords  must  have  it  their  own  way.  His  me- 
mory was  perhaps  bad,  but  he  had  thought 
it  had  been  rejected  on  the  pretence  that  a 
xe-action  with  regard  to  it  had  taken  place 
in  public  opinion.  He  had  understood  it 
had  been  argued  that,  when  the  people 
should  have  had  further  time  to  consider  of 
the  errors  into  which  they  had  been  led  by 
agitators  and  demagogues,  they  would  no 
longer  adhere  to  the  opinions  which  they 
had  at  first  professed  in  favour  of  the 
Reform  BilL  If  his  memory  was  correct, 
that  argument  was  put  forward  as  the 
ffround  upon  which  the  Bill  was  rejected. 
He  would  not  take  up  their  Lordships' 
time  by  going  further  into  the  reasons 
which  had  influenced  their  Lordships  in 
rejecting  that  Bill,  but  he  would  just  ask 
the  question,  whether  any  of  them  could 
now  say,  that  any  great  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  sentiments  of  the  people  upon 
the  subject.  He  would  e.ven  ask  whether 
the  people  were  not  now  more  anxious  than 
ever  for  that  measure  which  had  been  so 
unfortunately  rejected  last  Session,  and 
whether  their  sentiments  upon  the  subject 


had  not  been  more  generally  and  more 
loudly  expressed  than  heretofore  upon  that 
important  subject  ?  He  would  go  further, 
and  ask  their  Lordships  if  there  was  any 
chance  of  satisfying  them  with  any  thing 
less  than  a  measure  similar  in  its  principles 
to  that  of  last  Session  ?  He  could  bear  his 
own  testimony  to  the  fact,  that  the  P^lc 
would  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less.  The 
Speech  from  the  Throne  referred  to  Po- 
litical Unions.  He  lived  in  a  pq^ulous 
part  of  the  country,  and  he  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  ascertain  the  sentiments  of  the 
people,  and  rather  to  learn  the  opinions  of 
those  of  Birmingham  than  those  of  East 
Retford.  He  had  attended  several  public 
meetings,  and  he  could,  from  all  he  wit- 
nessed, pledge  his  honour  to  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  attachment  of  the  people  to 
the  measure  of  Reform  had  incr^sed  in  a 
very  great  degree.  He  was  sorry,  that  in 
the  course  of  his  observations  he  had 
touched  upon  what  appeared  to  be  a  sore 
subject,  and  he  wished  that  he  had  touched 
it  with  a  gentler  hand.  He  begged  now 
to  be  permitted  to  offer  a  few  general  ob- 
servations, and,  without  going  at  all  into 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  he  would  just  ask 
whether  that  measure,  which  was  called  by 
some  a  revolutionary  measure,  was  not,  in 
fact,  a  moderate  one  ?  Whether  it  was  a 
measure  which  went  to  the  extent  which 
theorists  in  Reform  would  lead  the  public, 
if  that  public  were  lef^  to  their  guidance  ? 
The  measure  did  not  extend  the  franchise 
so  greatly  as  to  cause  alarm  for  the  safety 
of  the  institutions  of  the  country,  nor  was 
there  such  an  enormous  disfranchisement 
as  could  at  all  justify  its  rejection.  With- 
out, however,  bringing  this  question  to  an 
issue,  he  would  venture  to  observe,  that 
that  which  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  re- 
sisted, was  an  increase  of  popular  influence 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  That  was 
what  they  most  dreaded.  Now  he  would 
ask  what  sort  of  popular  influence  existed 
at  present,  and  to  what  degree  ?  He  would 
ask  their  Lordships  whether  popular  influ- 
ence and  popular  indignation  did  not  at 
present  exist  in  the  very  place  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  would  impugn  them?  Did 
not  popular  influence  exut  to  a  greater 
degree  now  than  at  any  time  heretofore  ? 
Could  it  by  possibility  be  diminished  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  On  the  contrary, 
would  it  not  increase?  If  those  noble 
Lords  who  had  opposed  the  measure  of 
Reform  would  not  show  some  alternative^ 
which,  while  it  would  satisfy  the  popular 
attachment  to  Reform^  would  not  add  to 
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the  supposed  undue  influence  of  the  people 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  they  would,  in 
his  opinion,  do  well  to  take  the  Reform 
Bill  once  more  into  consideration,  with  a 
view  to  its  adoption,  rather  than  leave  the 
country  in  the  dangerous  predicament  it 
had  heen  for  some  time  placed  in.  He 
would  now  proceed  to  speak  of  the  popular 
influence  which  would  exist  in  the  event  of 
the  Bill  heing  passed  into  a  law.  Their 
Lordships  would  rememher,  that  there  was 
in  existence  another  and  a  powerful  engine, 
which  might  he  either  a  useful  ally,  or  a 
formidable  enemy.  He  meant  the  public 
Press.  Could  their  Lordships  argue,  that 
the  influence  of  the  Press  would  diminish, 
while  agitation  was  kept  up  by  the  main- 
tenance of  that  which  was  considered  as  a 
gross  public  grievance  ?  The  very  dangers 
which  their  Lordships  appeared  to  [fear, 
they  had  actually  increased  by  the  conduct 
which  they  had  pursued  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  now  be  convinced,  that  their  best 
chance  of  carrying  their  own  point  was  by 
confbrring  upon  his  noble  friend  (Earl 
Grey)  the  power  of  acceding  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people,  by  granting  them  a  Reform 
in  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament.  He 
would  just  suppose,  which  he  could  by  no 
means  anticipate,  and  which  he  felt  assured 
was  by  no  means  probable — he  would  just 
suppose,  that  their  Lordships  should  again 
reject  the  Bill,  and  he  would  ask,  what 
would  be  the  consequences  ?  There  could 
be  no  other  alternative  but  that  of  adding 
to  the  numbers  of  that  House— a  measure 
which  every  one  must  deprecate  if  adopted 
from  any  other  motive  than  that  of  giving 
strength  to  the  Constitution  £a  laugh  from 
some  noble  Ijordson  the  Opposition  benches']. 
What  he  had  said,  he  perceived,  with  regret, 
had  excited  the  mirth  of  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site. He  would"  now  however  proceed  to 
allude  to  other  parts  of  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  His  Majesty  spoke  of  the 
distress  which  existed ;  and  it  was  unfor- 
tunately too  true,  that  wherever  they  turned 
their  eyes,  it  presented  itself  to  them  to  a 
most  alarming  extent.  In  the  ligricuhural 
districts  the  peasantry  were  in  deep  dis- 
tress, and  in  the  manufacturing  towns  the 
citLeens  and  operatives  were  similarly  cir- 
cumstanced. There  was,  in  fact,  no  part 
of  the  realm  in  which  there  was  not  a  great 
deal  of  poverty  and  distress ;  and  in  Ireland 
particularly,  that  coimtry  which  was  con- 
fessedly a  monument  of  miseovemment,  a 
most  fearful  agitation  prevailed,  to  which 
there  was  no  prospect  of  a  termination^ 


until  this  grievance  relative  to  the  Repre- 
sentation ahould  be  removed,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  popular  topic  of  Tithes,  and  the 
abuses  of  that  system  which  gave  such 
room  for  agitators  and  demasogues  to  in- 
flame the  public  mind.  In  Scotland  also 
it  must  be  admitted  that  there  existed  a 
deep-seated  discontent.  He  would  ask,  if 
he  was  not  right  in  saying,  that  it  was  cmly 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  that  discontent 
existed  in  a  greater  degree  than  it  other- 
wise would  do  in  consequence  of  the  illusory 
Representation  of  the  people  ?  Surely  the 
discontent  in  that  country  was  closely  con- 
nected with  one  of  the  subjects  adverted  to 
in  his  Majesty's  Speech.  He  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  their  Lordships  further 
on  that  topic,  but  would  proceed  to  say, 
with  respect  to  another  subject  alluded  to 
in  that  Speech,  that,  if  any  one  was  dis- 
posed to  find  fault  with  the  Government 
for  the  course  which  it  had  adopted  with 
regard  to  our  foreign  relations,  he  would 
contend  that  in  all  that  had  been  done  there 
had  been  no  sacrifice  of  national  honour, 
but  quite  the  contrary.  By  the  exertions 
and  great  talents  of  his  noble  friends,  the 
peace  of  Europe  had  been  maintained  under 
very  difficult  circumstances.  With  respect 
to  what  had  been  done  towards  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Slave-trade,  by  the  recent  con- 
vention with  France  on  that  subject,  he 
would  say,  that  he  believed  it  would  be 
hailed  by  all  parties  in  the  country  with 
one  common  feeling  of  satisfaction ;  and  he 
would  venture  at  once  to  congratulate  their 
Lordships  upon  an  arrangement  which  must 
lead  to  the  extirpation  of  that  odious  and 
inhuman  traffic.  He  .should  be  wanting  in 
gratitude  to  his  noble  friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  if  he  did  not  state,  that  in 
1806  and  1807,  when  his  noble  friend  was 
in  office  with  Mr.  Fox,  the  first  decisive 
measure  had  been  adopted  towards  abolish- 
ing the  Slave-trade,  and  it  was .  now  his 
singular  good  fortune  to  give  real  eflect  to 
the  benevolent intentionsof  theCrovemment 
of  that  day  upon  this  important  question. 
There  was  only  one  other  subject  to  which 
he  would  advert — namely,  the  Political 
Unions  which  had  recently  been  formed;  and 
upon  that  he  would  just  say,  that  his  noble 
friend  who  had  preceded  him  had  so  fully 
expressed  his  (Lord  Lyttleton's)  sentiments, 
that  he  had  left  little  for  him  to  say.  There 
could  be  no  manner  of  doubt,  in  his  opinion, 
but  these  Unions  would  cease  if  the  Reform 
Bill  once  passed  the  Legislature,  but  he 
could  not  help  looking,  notwithstanding, 
with  fear  and  jealousy  to  their  continuance^ 
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tp  tl^^r  ^teiisiona  apd  to  their  organuia- 
tilH^i  wt4^  w^  «ucb  thaty  unless  they 
V^re  dissolve^,  Gbvernment  could  not  act 
with  e£f^(.  3(U1  he  would  ask,  were  they 
t^  orerloot:  the  cause  which  brought  these 
UAiom  ii^to  existence?  Certainly  not. 
His  T^oUe  and  leam^  friend  on  the  Wool- 
nck  hfl4  pelted  out  the  cause,  in  his  very 
i^^e  speech  of  last  Session^  when  he  said, 
**  Tbi9  Vionstrous  growth  is  the  produce  of 
a  soil  which>  when  purified  will  no  longer 
yi^  such  no:i(ious  herbs."  In  the  same 
manner  he  would  say,  that  if  the  Reform 
Bill  were  passed,  the  people  would  confide 
in  their  itepresentatives^  and  those  Unions 
wgtu^diofifer  no  resistance  to  a  just  Govem- 
m/Bui*  I^e  believed^  that  there  was,  upon 
the  p^t  c^  the  leaders  of  these  Unions,  a 
disposition  to  dissolve  them  as  soon  as  the 
grievance  which  they  complained  of  could 
pe  re^r^ssed.  He  would  say,  with  respect 
to  these  Unions,  what  was  said  by  the 
celebrated  and  great  Lord  Chatham,  when 
ovMT  colpi^^s  in  America,  now  the  United 
States^  first  rebelled — "  Let  justice  be  done, 
or  let  discord  flourish  for  ever;"  and  he 
would  add,  that  if  justice  is  not  done,  dis- 
cord will  flpurish.  He  gave  his  most  un- 
feigned supoort  to  the  Address  proposed  by 
hU  noble  triend.  With  respect  to  that 
House,  he  would  say,  that  it  would  be  in 
v^n  for  their  Lordships  to  hope  to  main- 
t^n  themselves  without  the  aid  of  the 
ppople.  If  he  were  to  quote  from  Mr. 
Biurke,  he  was  aware  that  he  might  be  told, 
that  he  was  quoting  from  an  author  who 
would  furnish  quotations  applicable  to  any 
kind  of  arguments ;  but  there  was,  at  leasts 
one  portion  of  his  works  which  was  approved 
of  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  from  that 
he  would  take  a  short  passage.  The  por- 
tion he  would  quote  from,  was  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  the  Duke  of  Portland,  on  the 
conduct  of  the  minority.  In  that  letter 
Mr.  Burke  said — "  The  House  of  Lords  is 
by  itself  the  feeblest  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion— ^they  know  that  the  House  of  Lords 
is  supported  only  by  its  connexions  with  the 
Crown  and  with  the  House  of  Commons.*' 
He  (Lord  Lyttleton)  would  ask  how  their 
Lordships  were  now  situated  ?  Were  they 
not  isolated^  not  only  from  the  people,  but 
fimn  the  Crown  and  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  and  could  they  hope  to  have  any 
chance  of  preserving  their  existence  under 
mob  circumstances  ?  Were  they  not  pre- 
cisely in  that  situation  in  which  Mr.  Burke 
hj/A  given  it  as  his  opinion  that  they  could 
ngt  exist  even  for  a  year.  As  to  the  fear 
of  innovatbn^  the  great  Lord  Bacon  had; 


in  a  high  and  phibsophical  way>  iu  4  P&9- 
9f^gQ  which  he  had  no  doubt  was  famiUar 
to  many  of  their  Lordships  declared,  that 
''time  was  the  great  innovator,"  and  it  was 
impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  resist  its 
efforts.  It  was  ne^^essary,  therefore,  to 
alter  even  the  best  institutions  occasionally, 
to  accommodate  them  to  altered  circum-* 
stances;  and  certainly  the  course  of  time  had 
now  brought  s^bout  such  changes  in  societyj 
that  it  was  necessary  for  their  Lordships  to 
consent  to  improve  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  There  was  yet  time  for  their 
Lordships  to  recover  their  lost  ground  in 
the  affections  of  the  people,  and  enter  onoe 
more  into  a  friendly  alliance  with  them.  A 
great  portion  of  their  Lordships  lived  in 
the  affections  of  the  people.  Even  many 
of  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  Reform 
Bill,  stood  well  in  public  estimation.  Let 
th^m,  then,  now  only  agree  to  the  great 
measure  of  Reform,  on  which  the  people 
had  set  their  hearts,  and  they  would  secure 
themselves  in  their  affections;  whUe,  if 
they  rejected  it,  they  must  feel  convinced 
that  no  Government  could  act  effectively 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  These  con- 
siderations, he  trusted,  would  have  their 
due  weight  in  influencing  the  decision  of 
their  Lordships.  He  would  also  entreat 
the  right  rev.  Prelates  to  consider  what 
might  be  the  consequences  if  this  Bill  were 
to  be  again  rejected.  He  disliked  any 
thing  like  cant,  and  thought  he  might  say, 
that  he  was  sincerely  attached  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  he  was  anxious  to  see  that 
Church  reformed.  He  would  most  respect- 
fully solicit  the  attention  of  the  rev.  Pre- 
lates to  a  little  book  on  Church  Reform, 
written  by  a  Churchman.  He  would,  with 
great  humility,  ask  them  if  they  would 
take  his  testimony  to  the  fact,  that  the  ex- 
tent was  incalculable  to  which  not  only 
their  own  interests,  but  the  interests  of 
religion  also  had  suffered  by  their  conduct  on 
one  particular  occasion  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  If  they  would  ac- 
cept of  advice  from  him,  he  would  intimate 
an  opinion  that  they  should  review  the 
vote  they  had  then  given  upon  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  consider  whether  it  was  good  for 
the  interests  of  the  million  and  of  the  State 
also,  that  they  should  persevere  in  oppos- 
ing Reform ;  or  whether  the  welfare  and 
peace  of  the  country  did  not  call  upon 
them  for  a  different  line  of  conduct  under 
present  circumstances.  Unless  the  measure 
of  Reform  about  to  be  introduced  were 
conceded,  that  House  could  not  recover  the 
ground  it  had  lost  by  its  unfortuoate  deci* 
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lioD  of  laft  Session.  Every  one  at  this 
moment  was  in  a  state  of  anxiety^  dreading 
th^  dissolution  of  the  Constitution  itself  as 
the  result  of  the  inflexihility,  if  he  miflht 
use  the  term,  of  the  nohle  Lords  opposite^ 
should  they  indeed  adhere  to  their  former 
opinions.  He  had  hut  a  few  words  more 
to  add.  It  must  he  admitted,  that  the  set- 
tlement of  the  Reform  question  was  in 
effect  the  settlement  of  the  country ;  for 
as  lone  as  that  important  question  remained 
unsettled^  the  Government  could  not  act 
with  advantiu;e.  There  wasj  and  would 
t)e>  ^  sort  oT  interregnum ;  all  me&sures 
would  remain,  as  for  some  time  past,  im- 
peded. No  measure  could  he  adopted  for  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  sufiering  part  of 
the  community,  or  of  giving  an  impulse  to 
trade  or  commerce,  until  the  Government 
became  settled ;  and  Government  could  not 
become  settled  until  the  question  of  Reform 
was  disposed  of;  and  that  again  could  not 
be  done,  unless  a  measure  the  same  in 
principle  and  extent  as  the  former  one  were 
agreed  to.  He  entreated  of  the  noble 
Lords  opposite,  that  they  would  consider 
that  the  business  of  the  State  was  at  a 
stand-still,  and  would  continue  so  until  a 
Reform  should  take  place.  When  that  was 
accomplished,  the  sround-work  would  be 
laid  for  the  removed  of  many  present  evils, 
and  then  he  trusted  the  people  would  con- 
tinue long  attached  to  the  Constitution, 
and  would  again  resume  their  natural  feel- 
ings of  respect  towards  the  aristocracy  of 
the  country. 

The  Earl  of  Harrotvhy  said,  that  he 
was  extremely  desirous  to  avoid  every  thing 
which  might  tend  to  create  a  difference  of 
opinion,  or  to  disturb  that  unanimity  with 
which,  excepting  so  far  as  regarded  one 
topic  to  which  he  would  presently  allude, 
he  was  anxious  their  Lordships  should 
adopt  the  Address  now  under  their  con- 
sideration ;  and  such  being  his  sentiments, 
he  should  not  have  risen  to  address  their 
Lordships,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  speech 
of  the  noUe  Lord  who  had  seconded  the 
Address.  When,  however,  he  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  had  induced 
him  to  rise,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  expect  that  he  was  called  upon  at  pre- 
aent  to  answer  any  one  of  the  topics  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  introduced.  No;  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  deprecating  the 
introduction  of  such  topics  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  answer- 
ing them,  that  he  had  risen.  With  one 
exception  only,  he  perfectly  concurred  in 
the  Address.    He  liked  the  Speech  from 


the  Throne,  he  approved  of  the  tppics  whi^ 
were  alluded  to  m  it,  ai^d  he  thpught  tha^ 
th^se  topics  had  \)e^n  (rented  in  the  ^n« 
guage  of  ten^r  and  propriety.  Tfaupiv 
was  nothing  which  he  could  wish  to  add 
to  the  Speedi — ^notbing  he  could  wish  to 
take  from  it.  It  was,  of  coui^,  naturally 
to  be  expected,  that  the  consideration  oif  a 
measure  of  Reform  should  be  recommended 
in  the  Speech  from  ^he  Throne ;  h\\\  then, 
of  the  nature  of  that  measure  their  Li9rd- 
ships  at  present  knew  nothing.  When  their 
Lordships  were  made  acquainted  with  the 
nature  of  the  new  Reform  Bill,  it  would 
be  their  duty  to  take  it  into  their  most 
serious  consideration,  and  this  was  all  which 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  recommended, 
or  the  Address  pledged  their  Lordships  to 
do.  Upon  that  subject,  therefore,  he  would 
only  express  his  ardent  and  anxious  hope» 
that  the  new  Reform  Bill  would  be  found 
to  be  such  a  measure  as  their  Lordships 
might  deem  it  their  duty  to  entertain  in 
detail,  and  ultimately  to  adopt — such  a 
measure  as  might  be  attended  with  a  result 
that  would  accord  with  the  expectatbna  of 
those  who  proposed  it,  and  not  with  the 
gloomy  prognostics  of  those  who  had  felt 
it  their  conscientious  duty  to  oppose  the 
last  Reform  Bill.  He  did  hope — if  their 
Lordships  wished  the  country  to  have  con* 
fidence  in  their  deliberations — that  their 
Lordships  would  not  aUow  themselves  tp 
be  drawn  into  discussions  upon  what  had 
passed,  but  that  they  would  brin|;  all  the 
powers  of  their  minds  to  the  consideration 
of  the  new  measure  which  was  to  be 
brought  before  them,  and,  approachimj 
that  measure  without  party  views  or  feel- 
ings, earnestly  endeavour  to  bring  the 
subject  to  a  satisfactory  settlen^ent,  if  it 
were  possible  for  them  to  do  so,  consistently 
with  their  conscientious  sense  of  duty.  No 
temptation  ought  to  induce  them  to  go  into 
a  general  discussion  of  the  principles  of 
Reform,  or  to  revert  to  post  discussions 
upon  the  subject.  He  must  say,  that  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Address  was  marked  by  that  temper  which 
he  should  wish  to  see  pervade  aU  the  dis-> 
cussions  of  their  Lordships  on  this  subject; 
though,  of  course,  he  could  not  concur  in 
the  political  sentiments  which  that  noble 
Lord  had  expressed.  He  had  said,  that 
there  was  one  topic  in  the  Address  whicl^ 
he  did  not  concur  in,  and  he  would  now 
call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  it.  He 
alluded  to  that  part  of  the  Address  whick 
related  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlandji,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  manner  in  which  it  wai 
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of  acceding  to  an  arrangement  in  which 
the  Plenipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powers 
have  unanimously  concurred,  and  which, 
we  are  assured  hy  your  Majesty,  has  been 
framed  with  the  most  care^l  and  impartial 
attention  to  all  the  interests  concerned." 

Earl  Grey  had  not  the  least  objection  to 
the  alteration.  Of  course  there  had  been 
no  intention  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
pledge  themselves  to  an  opinion  upon  a 
treaty  which  they  had  not  yet  seen. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  said,  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  permit  him  to  remark, 
that  he  had  felt  extremely  distressed  at  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Seconder.  They  had 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  Reform  Bill 
of  the  last  Session.  He  believed,  that  all 
noble  Lords  had,  as  he  was  sure  he  himself 
had,  voted  upon  that  Bill  conscientiously. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  which  could  lead  them  to  suppose 
that  the  same  Bill  would  be  proposed  again ; 
but,  if  the  same  Bill  should  be  once  more 
brought  in,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  that 
House  to  reconsider  it,  and  if,  on  such 
reconsideration,  any  noble  Lord  thought 
that  he  had  mistaken  his  duty  when  the 
BiU  was  last  before  the  House,  that  noble 
Lord  would  be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he 
did  not  retrace  his  steps.  Such  was  the 
course  which  even  the  humble  individual 
who  was  now  addressing  them,  though  he 
had  so  strenuously  opposed  the  Bill,  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  pursue,  if,  upon  recon- 
sideration, he  should  feel  that  he  had  taken 
a  false  step  when  the  Bill  was  brought  in 
last  Session.  He  must  contend,  however, 
that,  under  the  present  circumstances,  it 
was  most  irregular  to  allude  to  that  BiU. 
When,  by  his  vote,  he  concurred  in  reject- 
ing that  measure,  he  was  satisfied,  perhaps 
improperly,  that  he  did  his  duty  towards 
that  House,  and  towards  the  Crown ;  but 
he  begged  noble  Lords  to  recollect,  that 
when  he  had  stated  that  his  sense  of  duty 
would  not  allow  him  to  consent  to  that 
Bill,  he  had  expressly  declared,  that  he 
would  not  pledge  himself  to  any  other,  or 
concerning  any  other,  measure  of  Reform, 
that  might  hereafter  be  introduced.  He 
repeated,  that  if  the  self-same  measure 
were  again  introduced,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  their  Lordships  to  consider  whether 
it  was  to  the  advantage  of  the  nation  that 
it  should  be  passed,  or  that  it  should  be 
again  rejected.  Again,  however,  he  would 
say,  that  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  con- 
tained nothing  about  that  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, such  a  speech  as  that  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Seconder  of  the  Address 


worded  was  the  result  of  inadvertence  only. 
Indeed,  he  was  persuaded  it  was,  for  he 
was  sure  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  could 
have  no  intention  to  commit  that  House 
to  an  opinion  upon  a  transaction  of  which 
the  House  at  present  knew  nothing.  The 
Address,  as  it  stood,  was  thus  worded  : — 
"  We  beg  to  express  to  your  Majesty  our 
satisfaction,  that  the  arrangement  which 
your  Majesty  announced  to  us  at  the  close 
of  the  last  Session,  for  the  separation  of 
the  States  of  Holland  and  Belgium,  has 
been  followed  by  a  treaty  between  the 
five  Powers."  Now  these  words  seemed 
to  imply  an  approbation  of  the  treaty, 
which,  however,  the  House  had  not  yet 
seen.  Then  the  Address  made  the  House 
say,  in  the  words  of  the  Speech,  "  We  trust 
that  the  period  is  not  distant,  when  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  will  see  the  neces- 
sity of  acceding  to  an  arrangement  in  which 
the  Plenipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powers," 
&c.  This  was  liable  to  the  same  objection, 
as  the  House  did  not  yet  know  what  the 
arrangement  was.  Further  on,  the  House 
was  made  to  say,  following  the  Speech, 
that  the  ''arrangement  had  been  framed 
with  the  most  careful  and  impartial  atten- 
tion to  all  the  interests  concerned."  This, 
again,  was  a  matter  not  yet  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  House ;  and  for  this  rea- 
son— and  not  because  he  desired  to  express 
any  opinion,  or  even  the  shadow  of  an 
opinion — ^he  trusted,  that  the  amendment 
he  had  sketched,  or  one  similar  to  it,  would 
be  agreed  to.  He  called  it  an  amendment, 
but  he  would  rather  use  the  word  altera- 
tion ;  and  he  should  be  glad  that  it  were 
adopted  by  the  noble  Mover  himself,  in  the 
place  of  the  passage  which  now  stood  in 
the  Address,  because,  as  he  had  before 
observed,  he  was  anxious  to  see  the  Address 
voted  unanimously.  The  passage,  as  he 
had  altered  it,  would  stand  thus : — ''  We 
beg  to  express  our  thanks  to  your  Majesty 
for  the  information,  that  the  arrangement 
which  your  Majesty  announced  to  us  at 
the  dose  of  the  last  Session,  for  the  separa- 
tion of  the  States  of  Holland  and  Belgium, 
has  been  followed  by  a  treaty  between  the 
five  Powers  and  the  king  of  the  Belgians ; 
and  for  the  direction  your  Majesty  has 
given,  that  that  treaty  be  laid  before  us  as 
soon  as  the  ratifications  shall  have  been 
exchanged.  We  thank  your  Majesty  for 
having  communicated  to  us,  that  a  similar 
treaty  has  not  yet  been  agreed  to  by  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands;  but  that  your 
Majesty  trusts  the  period  is  not  distant 
when  that  soyereign  will  see  the  necessity 


25 


Address  in  Answer 


{Dec.  6} 


to  the  King's  Speech.  26 


was  totally  out  of  order.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  fiill  which  would  be  proposed 
would  be  such  a  one  as  the  framers  of  it 
conscientiously  believed  ought  to  be  pro- 
posed; and  he  had  no  doubts  also,  that 
Parliament  would  dispose  of  that  measure 
according  to  what  it  felt  to  be  its  consci- 
entious duty.  He  had  no  disposition  to 
say  other  than  "  Content"  to  the  Address. 
He  must,  however,  take  that  opportunity 
of  stating,  that  transactions  had  taken  place 
which,  if  he  had  not  seen  them,  he  could 
not  have  believed  would  be  endured.  There 
never  had  been  so  great  an  insult  passed 
upon  that  House,  as  in  a  publication  to 
wnich  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  aUude.  He 
did  not  speak  of  the  newspapers,  for  in 
them>  it  must  be  confessed,  they  did  meet 
with  reasonine ;  but  the  publication  he 
meant  was  cdled  The  Black  List.  He 
was  put  forward  in  that  list  as  receiving 
54,000/.  a-year  out  of  the  taxes.  He 
wished  the  publisher  of  The  Black  List 
would  be  obliging  enough  to  make  good 
this  charge.  Then,  again,  a  noble  person, 
who  was  eighty-seven  years  of  age,  and 
his  elder  brother,  was  called  his  nephew, 
and  was  put  in  The  Black  List  as  receiving 
a  pension  of  4,000/.  a-year.  -The  noble 
Lords  who  had  voted  against  the  Reform 
Bill  in  the  last  Session  were  represented, 
in  the  same  paper,  as  receiving  millions  of 
money  among  them  out  of  the  taxes,  al- 
though they  themselves  must  be  tolerably 
certain  one  doit  did  not  go  into  their  pockets 
from  this  source.  At  the  same  time,  he 
felt  bound  to  notice,  that  some  of  the 
friends  of  Reform  were  also  included  in 
the  same  paper.  He  thought  it  was  a  just 
ground  of  complaint,  as  he  understood 
many  thousand  copies  of  this  Black  List 
had  been  sold,  that  some  means  should  not 
have  been  taken  to  prevent  its  circulation. 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown  said,  he  should 
have  great  pleasure  in  moving  the  Address 
in  the  terms  of  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  EarL 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  although  he 
concurred  in  the  Address  which  had  been 
amended  according  to  the  suggestion  of 
his  noble  friend,  yet  he  could  not  forbear 
troubling  their  Lordships  upon  one  or  two 
points  mentioned  in  the  King's  Speech. 
He  was  really  at  a  loss  to  conceive  upon 
what  grounds  his  Majesty  wa.s  made  to 
express  an  opinion  and  belief  that  the  king 
of  Holland  would  agree  to  the  treaty  which 
the  five  Powers  had  concurred  in.  Al- 
though the  terms  of  the  treaty  were  not 
yet  known,  the  articles  upon  which  that 


treaty  was  founded  were  matters  of  perfect 
notoriety ;  and,  upon  that  topic,  he  should 
address  a  few  observations  to  the  House* 
He  was  greatly  surprised  to  hear  it  said, 
that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  would 
consent  to  that  article  which  granted  a  free 
navi^tion  of  the  canals  of  ms  kingdom  to 
the  Belgians.  That  article  appeared  to 
him  so  unjust,  so  unreasonable,  that  he 
thought  it  impossible  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  could  ever  give  his  consent 
to  it.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  entirely 
foreign  to  the  subjects  properly  brought 
under  the  consideration  or  the  Conference ; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  it  was  unjust.  By 
that  article,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
was  told,  that  his  former  subjects,  who  had 
acted  in  violation  of  their  allegiance  to  him, 
and  who  were  now  his  enemies,  should 
have  free  navigation  through  his  canals. 
It  might  as  well  be  insisted,  that  they 
should  have  a  right  to  enter  the  palace  of 
the  monarch.  The  canals  were  private 
property,  and  ought  to  be  respected  as 
such.  By  that  article,  the  Conference 
placed  the  king  in  a  worse  situation  than 
he  was  in  before  the  union  of  those  pro- 
vinces with  Holland  which  the  Conference 
had  now  declared  to  be  independent  of  him. 
He  was  not  only  confined  within  the  most 
narrow  limits,  but  even  these  were  not 
sacred  from  intrusion.  He  could  not  but 
view  this  proceeding  as  both  impolitic  and 
unjust.  With  regard  to  the  rest  of  the 
treaty,  so  far  as  the  partition  of  territory 
and  the  settlement  of  the  debt  were  con- 
cerned, it  might  be  reasonable  to  expect 
that  it  would  meet  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  king  of  Holland ;  but  the  insertion 
of  that  most  unjust  and  obnoxious  article 
made  it  impossible  for  the  King  to  assent 
to  the  treaty  as  a  whole,  and  the  people 
were  united  with  him  in  resisting  the 
adoption  of  conditions  so  truly  unjust.  By 
this  course  the  minds  of  the  people  had 
been  inflamed,  and  they  concurred  with 
their  King,  fiilly  and  entirely,  in  deprecating 
the  measure.  As  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
had  already  intimated,  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  most  unwise  proposition — it  placed 
arras  in  the  hands  of  the  king  of  Holland, 
and  save  him  the  unanimous  support  of  his 
people.  Never,  indeed,  were  people  more 
united  with  a  Sovereign  than  the  subjects 
of  that  King  were  united  with  him  in  re- 
sisting the  article  which  appeared  so  highly 
objectionable.  For  his  own  part,  he  must 
again  be  permitted  to  repeat, that  he  thought 
it  impossible  the  king  of  Holland  could 
give  his  assent  to  that  article  of  the  treaty. 
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He  concurred  in  the  amendment  proposed 
to  that  part  of  the  Address  which  had  re- 
ference to  the  States  of  Holland  and 
Bekium>  as  it  did  not  call  upon  their 
Lordships  to  express  any  decided  opinion. 
There  was  another  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech  to  which  he  hegged  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  although  he  did  not 
dissent  from  the  Address  now  moved — it 
was  that  portion  relating  to  Portugal.  He 
could  not  tell  what  was  meant  in  the 
Speech  respecting  the  "  repeated  injuries" 
to  which  thesuhjects  of  thiscountry  had  been 
exposed.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  enter 
upon  the  question  affecting  the  relations  of 
Portugal  with  this  country — there  would 
be  other  and  more  fit  opportunities  of 
doing  so,  as  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
bring  that  subject  forward — but  he  wished 
to  hear  some  explanation  given  of  that  part 
of  his  Majesty's  Speech,  in  which  it  was 
said,  that  "  the  conduct  of  the  Portuguese 
government,  and  the  repeated  injuries  to 
which  my  subjects  have  been  exposed,  have 
prevented  a  renewal  of  the  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  that  kingdom."  Now,  in  the 
last  Session  the  House  had  been  informed, 
that  redress  would  be  afforded  to  British 
subjects  for  the  injuries  they  had  sustained. 
Were  the  injuries  alluded  to  in  the  King's 
Speech  new  ones,  or  were  they  those  which 
ezbted  at  the  period  that  the  House  was 
told  redress  would  be  afforded  ?  He  believ- 
ed, and  he  had  some  reason  for  entertaining 
such  an  opinion,  that  the  injuries  which 
were  said  to  exist,  and  for  which  the 
government  of  Portugal  had  been  blamed, 
were  injuries  respecting  which  that  govern- 
ment bad  nothing  whatever  to  do.  It  had 
existed  four  years  with  the  approbation  of 
the  people,  and  yet  it  had  not  been  recog- 
nised by  the  renewal  of  diplomatic  relations 
with  this  country.  He  thought  that  such 
a  government  had  a  right  to  have  a  re- 
newal of  diplomatic  relations.  Then, 
again,  his  Majesty  was  made  to  say — 
"  The  return  to  Europe  of  the  elder  branch 
of  the  illustrious  House  of  Braganza,  and 
the  dangers  of  a  disputed  succession,  will 
require  my  most  vigilant  attention  to 
events,  by  which  not  only  the  safety  of 
Portugal,  but  the  general  interests  of 
Europe,  may  be  affected."  What  was  the 
meaning  of  this  ?  Their  Lordships  would 
recollect,  that  this  return  to  Europe  of  the 
elder  branch  of  the  House  of  Braganza, 
nad  happened  during  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  There  was  nothing  new  in 
this:  yet  the  Ministers  had  made  his 
Majesty  express  his  regret  that  he  could 


tiot  renew  his  diplomatic  relations  with 
Portugal  in  conjunction  with  that  return. 
Had  other  prospects  been  presented  since 
Don   Pedro's  return  to  Europe?      That 
Prince  had  now,  it  appeared,  found  means 
of  placing  himself  in  a  different  position, 
and  had  undertaken  an  enterprise,  for  the 
execution  of  which  he  had  believed   no 
reasonable  chance  of  success  could  be  con- 
templated.    But  with  English  money,  and 
English  and  French  men,  he  would  not  un- 
dertake to  say  what  might  now  be  the  result. 
By  the  purchase  of  ships  of  war,  and  mili- 
tary stores,  with  other  means  to  which  re- 
course was  had,  no  doubt  could  exist  but 
something  might  be  effected.     He  would 
say,  that  if  the  measure  should  be  executed 
in  the  manner  contemplated,  it  was  a  course 
most  undesirable ;  and  if  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  head    of  his   Majesty's   Government 
thought  it  was  merely  a  question  between 
two  Princes,  he  would  find  himself  in  error; 
for  it  would  prove  to  be  a  question  of  far 
greater  extent — it  would  become  a  question 
between  the    two  countries,  and  would 
weaken  the  probabilities  expressed  by  his 
Mdesty,  of  a  confident  hope  that  the  peace 
of  Europe  would  not  be  interrupted.     For 
his  part,  he  believed  it  would  lead  to  a 
general  war.    It  was  quite  impossible,  that 
the   Spanish    government   would   quietly 
look  on,  and  a&ow  a  revolutionary  faction 
to  be  established  in  Portugal.     What  was 
the  object  of  that  revolutionary  faction  ? 
Their  plan  was,  to  establish  a  revolutionary 
Monarchy  over  the  whole  of  the  Peninsula ; 
but  the  whole  of  the  Spanish  people  would 
rise  up  in  arms  against  such  an  attempt. 
Therefore,  it  became  a  subject  of  consider- 
able moment,  involving  no  less  than  the 
probability  of  disturbing  the  peace  of  the 
world.     He  felt  it  right  to  make  these  ob- 
servations with  reference  to  the  topics  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  although  he  did  not 
entertain,  as  he  had  alreadv  stated,  any 
objection  whatever  to  the  Address  which 
had  been  moved ;  and  in  the  amendment 
suggested  by  his  noble  friend  near  him, 
regarding    the    States    of    Holland    and 
Belgium,  he  most  cordially  concurred. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham  said,  that  the 
noble  Seconder  had  begun  his  address  to 
their  Lordships  by  complimenting  the  noble 
Mover  on  his  good  taste,  but  had  shown  the 
value  he  placed  upon  the  article,  bv  taking 
care  not  to  put  any  of  it  into  his  own 
speech.  A  more  extraordinary  speech,  and 
one  more  calculated  to  provoke  inconvenient 
discussion,  he  had  never  heard.  If  any  one 
ever  had  occasion  to  say  "  Defend  me  from 
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my  friends,"  it  was  the  noUe  Earl  (Grey) 
upon  hearing  the  speech  of  the  nohle 
Seconder.  That  speech  consisted  of  attacks 
upon  nohle  Lords  for  their  past  conduct, 
and  of  advice  to  them  for  the  future.  The 
nohle  Lord  had  gone  at  some  length  into 
the  history  of  the  proceedings  which  had 
taken  place  on  the  late  Reform  Bill,  and 
had  also  taken  occasion  to  speak  of  the 
measure  which  was  to  he  introduced.  This 
was  a  most  irresular  mode  of  proceeding. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  had  justified 
the  vote  he  gave  on  a  former  occasion,  and 
would  ahide  hy  that  vote,  hut  he  would  not 
''  hark  hack'*  to  a  matter  which  was  now 
settled.  He  did  not  recollect  to  have  heard 
either  the  nohle  Mover,  or  the  nohle 
Seconder,  open  their  mouths  during  the  de- 
bate on  the  Reform  Bill ;  but  if  they  had 
favoured  the  House  with  their  eloquence 
on  that  occasion,  it  would  doubtless  have 
produced  a  great  impression — -perhaps  a 
triumphant  one — causing  the  Bill  to  be 
carried,  instead  of  being  rejected.  Their 
Lordships  met  now  under  a  perfectly  dis- 
tinct state  of  things.  It  was  almost  a 
secondary  consideration  what  measure  of 
Reform  should  be  introduced.  Their  first 
business  was  to  unite  in  supporting  Ministers 
in  those  measures  which  were  necessary  in 
order  to  make  them  a  free  deliberative  As- 
sembly, which  they  were  not  while  the 
Political  Unions  existed.  Until  those 
Unions  were  put  down,  they  would  be  con- 
stantly assailed  by  threats  and  intimidation. 
When  noble  Lords  on  his  side  the  House 
were  taunted  with  re-action,  was  it  meant 
to  refer  them  to  the  proceedings  at  Bristol 
and  Birmingham  as  proofs  that  the  people 
were  prepared  to  consider  the  subject  of 
Reform  calmly  ?  Those  proceedings  must 
be  inquired  into ;  it  must  be  ascertained 
whether  there  was  any  connexion  between 
them.  He  heartily  approved  of  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Ministers  would  follow  up  what  they  had 

gut  into  the  King's  mouth.  As  to  Reform, 
e  would  only  say  that  when  the  newmeasure 
of  Reform  came  before  them,  he  would 
pronounce  upon  it,  but  not  till  then. 
Every  bodv  must  wish  to  see  that  question 
satisfactorily  settled  ;  and  he  fully  concur- 
red in  the  sentiment,  that  upon  the  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  it,  the  quiet 
of  the  country,  and  the  security  of  the  State, 
depended.  He,  therefore,  would  consider 
it  with  a  view  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people — with  a  view  to  that  spread  of  edu- 
cation and  knowledffe,  which  had  rendered 
them  both  more  altve  to  political  matters, 


and  more  competent  to  understand  them  { 
but  he  would  so  consider  it  always  subject 
to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution. 

Earl  Grey  would  trouble  their  Lordshist 
but  with  a  very  few  words.  He  perfectly 
concurred  with  the  noble  Earl  (Harrowby) 
in  the  recommendation  which  that  noUe 
Earl  had  made,  respecting  the  tone  ana 
temper  which  ought  to  mane  their  proceed- 
ings ;  and  if  he  had  required,  which  he  did 
not,  any  proof  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
not  allow  himself  to  be  swayed  by  party 
feelings,  the  speech  and  conduct  of  the 
noble  Earl  that  night  would  have  fiirhish* 
ed  that  proof.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated 
that  there  was  nothing  he  desired  to  add  to 
the  Speech — nothine  he  desired  to  take 
away  from  it ;  and  the  noble  Earl  cordially 
agreed  to  the  Address,  afler  it  had  reoeiVea 
an  alteration,  which  was  merely  of  a  verbal 
nature.  He  confessed,  that  he  felt  niUch 
gratification — ^gratification  the  greater,  fetm 
haps,  because  unexpectea — M  Vhh  utia-^ 
nimity  with  Which  their  JLord9hit»S  Wettil 
disposed  to  vote  the  Address,  'the  alt^« 
ation  suggested  by  the  noble  Eatl  in  thl 
Address  was  doubtless  an  imprOvleikienti 
and  the  Address  should  have  been  fed 
worded  at  first,  for  it  was  certainly  nevet 
intended  to  pledge  their  Lordships  to  an 
opinion  upon  a  treaty  which  had  not  yet 
come  regularly  before  them.  He  should 
wish,  therefore,  that  the  alteration  should 
be  adopted  in  the  construction  of  the  Ad^ 
dress,  and  not  be  moved  as  an  amendment, 
in  order  that  the  Address  mieht  pass  their 
Lordships  unanimously,  ne  concurred, 
also,  with  the  noble  Earl,  that  this  was  not 
the  time  for  discussing  the  merits  of  a 
measure  which  was  not  yet  before  their 
Lordships,  and  still  less  the  time  for  dis- 
cussing the  fate  or  the  character  of  the 
measure  which  had  gone  by.  That  course 
had  been  called  disorderly  and  irreguhUr. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  not  convenient, 
but  he  must  beg  to  deny  that  it  was  either 
irregular  or  disorderly.  He  freely  admitted, 
however,  that  they  were  not  now  in  a 
condition  to  examine  into  what  ought  to  be 
the  particular  character  of  the  measure 
about  to  be  introduced,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  say  no  more  about  it,  except  that 
it  was  essential  that  it  should  be  founded 
upon  the  same  principles,  and  be  equally  as 
efficient  as  the  last.  He  trusted,  that  every 
bodv  would  come  to  the  consideration  of  it 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  form  a  just  opinion, 
not  only  of  the  character  of  the  measure^ 
but  of  what  expediency  called  for ;  and  that| 
unfettered  by  what  had  passed,  ever^  nobU 


31 


Address  in  Answer 


{LORDS}  to  the  King's  Speech  82 


Lord  would  approach  the  discussion  of  it 
firmly  determined  to  deal  with  it  in  the 
way  in  which^  all  circumstances  considered, 
he  conscientiously  believed  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  the  interests  of  the  State, 
and  most  likely  to  lead  to  the  permanent 
contentment  and  welfare  of  the  nation. 
Having  said  thus  much,  he  would  not  go 
further  into  that  topic  at  present.  He  had 
no  desire  to  detain  their  Lordships,  but  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  protest  against  the  hasty 
conclusions  to  which  a  noble  Earl  (Aber- 
deen) opposite  had  given  utterance.  The 
noble  Earl  having  expressed  himself  satis- 
fied with  the  Address,  and  said,  that  he  con- 
curred in  it,  he  must  say  he  wished  the 
noble  Earl  had  abstained — ^not  from  argu- 
ing, for  he  could  not  call  it  arguing,  but — 
from  making  assertions  which  it  was  difficult 
for  him  then  not  to  repel  as  they  deserved 
to  be  repelled.  He  would  not,  however,  be 
betrayed  into  a  premature  discussion  of  the 
important  topics  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
alluded, but  he  must  protest  aeainst  the  noble 
Earl's  unwarrantable  conclusions.  The  noble 
Earl  could  not  see  how  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  could  i^ee  to  the  treaty ;  but 
he  (Earl  Grey)  could  see,  in  the  situation 
of  his  Majesty,  and  in  the  general  interests 
of  Europe,  many  reasons  which  might  in- 
duce the  king  of  the  Netherlands  to  come 
to  such  an  agreement.  Whatever  sus- 
picions the  noble  Earl  might  entertain  of 
the  Ministers,  he  begged  to  tell  that  noble 
Earl,  that  there  were  in  the  Conference 
none  more  desirous  than  the  Ministers  of 
England  were  to  give  Holland,  our  old 
ally,  a  safe  frontier,  and  to  put  her  in  pos- 
session of  all  the  advantages  that  would 
tend  to  make  her  a  prosperous  and  flourish- 
ing country.  With  respect  to  that  article 
of  the  treaty  relating  to  the  navigation  of 
the  canals,  the  noble  Earl  had  told  them, 
that  proposition  had  inflamed  all  the  people 
of  Holland,  who  made  common  cause  with 
their  Kins  in  opposition  to  this  particular 
part  of  the  treaty.  The  noble  Earl,  in 
what  he  had  said  upon  this  subject,  had,  of 
course,  demonstrated  great  anxiety  not  to 
add  to  that  inflammation,  as  the  noble 
Earl,  in  what  he  had  said  upon  other  topics, 
had  evinced  a  strong  desire  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Europe.  Important,  however, 
as  the  influence  of  the  noble  Earl  and  his 
opinions  might  be,  he  did  not  think  the 
noble  Earl  any  more  likely  to  persuade  the 
king  of  Holland,  that  he  had  a  very  large 
party  in  this  country  who  would  support 
tiim  in  resistins  the  treaty,  than  he  thought 
the  noble  Earl  likely  to  disturb  the  peace 


of  Europe.  He  did  at  the  same  time  hope, 
that  the  noble  Earl,  however  ill-formed  his 
opinions  might  be,  would  abstain  from  the 
expression  of  them,  until  the  whole  extent 
of  the  transactions  was  before  their  Lord- 
ships, for,  until  these  were  perfectly  ex- 
amined and  understood,  the  noble  Earl 
could  not  be  answered.  The  noble  Earl 
would  find,  that  if  this  stipulation  respecting 
the  navigation'of  the  canals  were  an  ad- 
vantage to  Belgium,  it  was  an  advantage 
which  Belgium  had  purchased  by  yielding 
many  advantages  to  Holland.  The  noble  Ean 
had  said,  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
was  reduced  to  narrow  limits,  and  had  been 
deprived  of  his  provinces;  but  had  the 
present  Ministers  done  this  ?  Was  it  not 
done  before  they  came  into  office  }  and  had 
not  the  noble  Duke,  who  was  at  the  head 
of  the  late  Administration,  openly  declared 
that  the  two  countries  were  so  separated, 
that  he  looked  upon  the  re-union  of  them 
as  impossible  ?  Under  these  circumstances, 
then,  what  better  course  could  have  been 
pursued  than  for  the  five  Powers  to  take  the 
settlement  of  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands,  and  make  Belgium  an  independent 
country  ?  This  was  all  he  then  had  to  say 
with  reference  to  the  assertions,  for  they 
were  nothing  more  than  mere  assertions  of 
the  noble  Earl.  He  would  await  the  oppor- 
tunity promised  them  by  the  noble  Earl  of 
entering  fully  into  the  subject.  The  noble 
Earl  would  find  him  neither  unwilling  nor 
unprepared  to  discuss  the  policy  pursued 
by  Ministers,  not  only  with  respect  to  the 
aflairs  of  Belgium,  but  with  respect  to 
other  foreign  countries,  and  [he  persuaded 
himself,  he  should  not  experience  a  very 
difficult  task,  in  showing,  that  the  noble 
Earl's  insinuations  were  wholly  unwar- 
ranted, and  that  the  policy  pursued  was 
that  most  conducive  to  the  peace  of  Europe, 
and,  through  it,  to  the  permanent  welfare 
of  England.  But  the  noble  Earl  did  not  con  - 
fine  his  innuendoes  and  qiuzsi  declarations 
solely  to  the  conduct  of  the  Administration 
which  had  succeeded  that  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  been  a  member,  as  it  bore 
upon  the  aflairs  of  Belgium ;  he  extended 
his  fostering  and  enlightened,  and,  no 
doubt,  disinterested  care  to  Portugal ;  and, 
though  the  noble  Earl  admitted  the  present 
was  not  the  proper  time  to  enter  into  an 
investigation  of  our  policy,  in  reference  to 
the  existing  government  of  that  country, 
yet  the  noble  Earl  had  taken  the  opportu- 
nity to  make  strong  assertions,  without 
supporting  them  by  a  shadow  of  argument* 
He  had  arraigned  the  present  Government 
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for  not  having  acknowledged  the  sovefeignty 
of  Don  Miguel.  Now  this  was  really  a 
singular  charge  from  the  nohle  Earl.  Did 
the  noble  Earl  forget,  or  could  their  Lord- 
ships forget,  that  the  Administration,  of 
which  the  noble  Earl  was  a  member  (no 
doubt  a  very  important  one),  long  since 
proposed  to  themselves  to  recognize  Don 
^  Miguel  on  one  condition  (in  his.  Earl 
Grey's,  mind  a  most  unsatisfactory  one), 
and  that  they  did  not  carry  their  intentions 
into  effect,  because  Don  Miguel  had  not 
fulfilled  the  proposed  condition  ?  The  Go- 
vernment, of  which  the  noble  Earl  was  a 
member,  could  not  then,  anxious  as  they 
were,  recognize  Don  Miguel,  because  he 
had  not  fulfilled  the  condition  of  his  recog- 
nition, as  proposed  by  themselves ;  and  yet 
he  blamed  the  present  Administration  for 
not  having  reooenized  that  individual's 
sovereignty,  thou^  that  very  condition  was, 
as  the  noUe  Earl  knew,  as  yet  unfulfilled. 
But,  asks  the  noble  Earl  in  a  tone  of 
triumph,  "  Were  not  their  Lordships  told 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  injuries  had  been 
«  inflicted  upon  the  property  and  persons  of 
British  subjects  in  Portugal,  and  Ministers 
took  credit  to  themselves  for  having  obtained 
speedj  redress  for  those  injuries."  Certainly 
that  redress  had  been  obtained,  and  the 
fleet  had  been  consequently  withdrawn. 
But  the  noble  Earl  went  on  to  assert,  more 
stio,  that  had  Don  Miguel's  sovereignty 
been  previously  acknowledged,  these  in- 
juries would  not  have  been  repeated.  What 
were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  Simply  that 
the  British  residents  in  Portugal  felt  them- 
selves so  harassed  by  Don  Miguel's  offiArs, 
both  in  their  persons  and  property,  that 
they  addressed  the  Government  here,  in 
the  most  urgent  tone,  for  protection,  and 
that,  in  compliance  with  their  emphatic 
declaration,  redress  was  peremptorily  de- 
manded from  the  Portuguese  authorities, 
it  being  besides  found  necessary  to  send 
out  several  ships  of  war  to  the  Tagus,  in 
order  to  ensure  the  redress,  and  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  the  injuries.  From  that  time 
to  the  present — such  was  the  disposition  of 
the  government,  of  which  the  noble  Earl 
was  just  now  so  much  enamoured,  towards 
the  British  residents  in  Portugal,  that  it  was 
found  necessary  to  continue  a  naval  force 
in  the  Tagus  for  the  protection  of  our 
fdlow-subjects.  But  on  this  point  he 
would  not  then  say  more.  When  the  sub- 
ject properly  came  under  their  Lordships' 
consideration,  a  detailed  statement  of  griev- 
ances endured  by  British  residents  in 
Portugal — and  that,  too,  let  it  be  under- 
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stood,  not  at  the  hands  of  unofficial  persons, 
in  a  moment  of  temporary  excitement,  for 
which  the  Portuguese  government  could 
not  in  fairness  be  accountable,  but  perpe- 
trated under  the  very  eye  of  Don  Miguel's 
authorities,  and  by  persons  for  whose  con- 
duct his  government  was  in  fairness  re- 
sponsible ;  grievances  for  which  it  would  be 
found,  that  not  even  the  strong  language  of 
the  noble  Earl  himself  against  Don  Miguel, 
on  a  former  occasion,  would  be  sufficiently 
expressive  on  the  score  of  just  denunci- 
ation :  yes,  he  repeated,  these  grievances 
and  injuries,  he  would  undertake  to  show, 
on  a  future  occasion,  were  committed  on 
British  subjects  in  Portugal,  under  the  very 
eye  of  Don  Miguel's  government,  and  by 
persons  for  whom  that  government  were 
justly  responsible.  This  was  all  he  would 
then  say  on  this  subject ;  on  the  occasion 
promised  them  by  the  noble  Earl,  he  would 
enter  fully  into  the  discussion  of  it,  in  all 
its  bearings,  and  hoped  to  convince  their 
Lordships,  that  the  passage  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech  which  referred  to  our  relations  with 
Portugal,  and  which  had  fi:iven  rise  to 
the  noble  Earl's  animadversions,  was  not 
framed  without  a  due  regard  to  the  honour 
and  interests  of  the  country.  He  begged 
now  to  make  a  few  remarks  to  their  Lord- 
ships, with  respect  to  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham) opposite.  That  noble  Duke  told 
their  Lordships,  in  the  same  breath,  that 
the  riots  of  Bristol,  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  Birmingham  Union,  must  be  forthwith 
inquired  into  :  and  he  added,  the  Birming- 
ham Union,  and  all  other  such  Political 
Unions,  must  be  put  down.  Now,  he 
(Earl  Grey)  hoped  to  be  able  to  show,  that 
Ministers  had  not  neglected  their  duty 
with  respect  to  the  riots  at  Bristol,  and 
such  political  combinations  as  were  incom- 
patible with  a  regular  government,  and 
were  contrary  to  the  law  of  the  land,  and, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  King's  Speech, 
"  the  authority  of  the  laws  must  be  vindi- 
cated, by  the  punishment  of  oflences,  which 
have  produced  so  extensive  a  destruction  of 
life  and  property"  as  those  which  have 
recently  occurred  at  Bristol.  But  while  he 
stated  this,  their  Lordships  need  not  be 
told,  that  this  was  not  the  first  time  they 
had  heard  of  political  unions,  nor  need  they 
be  told,  that  such  combinations  were  not  so 
easily  "  put  down  "  as  the  noble  Duke's  de- 
claration would  imply.  The  fact  was, 
such  unions  had  existed,  in  one  form  or 
another,  at  every  period  of  the  modem 
history  of  this  country.  There  were  many 
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•uch>  and  that^  too,  of  a  far  more  formidable 
character  than  any  now  in  existence,  par- 
ticularly at  the  close  of  the  American  war, 
and  at  the  outset  of  the  French  Revolution, 
which  it  was  found  the  executive  govern- 
ment did  not  possess  sufficient  authority  to 
"  put  down,"  and  which  the  Legislature 
found  could  not  be  suppressed  without 
infringing  on  the  rights  and  constitutional 
liberties  of  the  subject.  To  such  a  proceed- 
ing he  need  not  say  the  present  Ministry 
would  be  slow  in  having  recourse;  it  would 
be  far  from  their  inclination  to  prevent  his 
Majesty's  subjects  from  fully  and  freely 
expressing  their  grievances,  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner  they  thought  proper.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  when  they  were 
discussing  the  propriety  of  suppressing 
illegal  combinations,  that  the  existence  of 
political  unions  was  by  no  means  imputable 
to  the  present  Government,  As  his  noble 
friend  (the  Earl  of  Caraperdown)  had  ob- 
served, the  most  formidable  and  influentia] 
of  these  unions,  the  Birmingham  Union, 
was  in  active  being  before  the  present 
Ministers  acceded  to  office.  If,  therefore, 
it  was  a  crime  in  the  present  Government, 
not "  to  put  the  Birmingham  Union  down," 
what  should  be  said  to  the  Administration 
which  permitted  it  to  grow  up?  But  enough 
on  this  head  for  the  present.  Before  he  sat 
down,  he  begged  leave  to  say  one  word  with 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  a  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Eldon),  for 
whom  he  felt  the  most  unfeigned  respect. 
That  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  com- 
plained, that  what  he  designated  to  be 
audacious  libels,  should  have  been  permitted 
to  pass  unnoticed  by  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown.  Now  he  put  it  to  the  noble  Earl, 
and  to  their  Lordships,  whether  other  con- 
siderations than  the  mere  fact  of  being 
contrary  to  law,  did  not  enter  into  the 
question,  whether  a  particular  publication 
should  or  should  not  be  prosecuted.  It  might 
be  that  every  word  in  that  publication  was 
written  in  a  bad  spirit — that  it  was  a 
tissue  of  falsehoods — nay,  that  it  was  an 
atrocious  libel ;  but  still  it  was  to  be  con- 
sidered, whether  prosecutions  would  be  the 
most  efficient  antidote — whether,  for  in- 
stance; it  would  be  wise  to  bring  a  matter 
before  a  jury  which,  if  unsuccessful  in  ob- 
taining a  verdict,  would  only  aggravate 
the  mischief,  and,  in  fact,  create  one  where 
it  did  not  exist.  These  considerations  were 
not  new  to  their  Lordships,  and  had  much 
influenced  Ministers,  with  respect  to  pub- 
lications of  a  calumnious  tendency.  With 
respect  to  the  particular  publication  to 
wluch   the  noble  and   learned   Earl  bad 


aUuded,  The  Block  IaH,  tU  he  eouU  «l^ 
was,  that  he  (Earl  Grey)  never  Miw  mmt  it 
it  than  appeared  in  extracts  in  lome  of  tlie 
newspapers,  and  even  in  theae  extraetf,  hp 
had  not  had  the  curiosity  to  read  mere  tlum 
related  to  himself.  That  portion  which 
related  to  himself  quite  satisfied  him  ••  to 
the  character  of  the  rest ;  for  astertioiia  ao 
extravagantly  absurd,  ao  wholly  unfounded* 
it  had  never  been  his  fortune  to  meet  in 
any  publication,  and  they  were,  if  poaaible» 
more  groundless  than  those  which  the  noUe 
Earl  had  cited  with  respect  to  himedf. 
But  he  never  dreamt  of  proaecutiiig  the 
silly  ignorant  writer.  He  felt,  a«  ^  wea 
sure  their  Lordships  also  felt,  that  the 
antidote  was  contained  in  the  e](travag»nt 
absurdity  of  the  dechiratioo,  and  that  nn 
intelligent  or  honest  man  in  the  CDmnivnit/ 
could  be  influenced  by  iMch  ttupii  dcm^ir. 
Such  was  hia  feeling  on  thif  hend,  uA  hm 
trusted  it  would  be  that  alff)  of  the  noh)g 
and  learned  Earl,  He  would  net  delaia 
their  Lordships  further,  but  conchidt  hr 
exprestiag  his  great  gratification,  at  tho 
unanimity  of  approval,  which  pervadeil  ill  • 
parts  of  the  House  with  ra^ieiiH;  to  Mi 
Miyesty's  Speech,  and  the  Address  in  anawiNr 
to  it. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham  observed,  that 
in  the  last  Ga^sette,  he  had  seen,  th^t  n 
Commission  had  been  appointed  to  proeeei 
and  try  offences  at  Bristol  connected  with 
the  late  riots.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
a  similar  (Commission  was  to  be  sent  to 
Nottingham  ? 

Earl  Grey  said,  there  was  no  such  in- 
tention. 

The  Motion  for  the  Address  agreed  to 
neniine  coniradicente,  and  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  it. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday f  December  6,  1831. 

MfNUTSB.]  At  about  half-put  two  o'dodk  th*  Houit  wm 
fumiBODed  to  attend  the  Home  of  Lends,  Cor  IIm  ptiifOft 
of  hearing  hU  Mi^ty'i  Speech  on  the  Opening  of  tlU 
present  Session.  The  Speaker,  aooompanicd  by  about  100 
Membcfs,  prooseded  to  the  House  of  Paaii,  and  on  hii 
return,  the  House  a4)oumed  until  four  <^clock»  whm 
business  oomroenced. 

Bill.  The  Clandestine  Outlawry  Bill  was  Read  a  Brst  tiai^ 
agreeable  to  the  usual  eustoni  to  do  whatever  hniinws  IIm 
Commons  please  before  the  King's  Spaaob  is  takpi  into 
oonsideration. 

New  Writ  ordered  for  the  Borough  of  Reigate,  ta  ttie 
Room  of  CapUin  CBABLna  PatLfp  Yobkb,  iriM  hii  w- 
eepted  the  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Reform.]  Mr.  Croker  wished  the  noUe 
Lord  ( Lord  John  Russell)  would  inform 
him^  whether  there  was  any  iptentign  to  lay 
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tdditional  information  before  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Reform  Bill  ? 

Lord  John  RuMell  aaid>  there  was  no 
such  intention. 

AnoBBss  IN  Answeb  to  the  Kino's 
Spsboh.]  The  Speaker  read  to  the  House 
a  copy  of  the  King's  Speech,  for  which  see 
the  report  of  the  proceedings  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Lm:d  Cavendish  presented  himself  to  the 
House^  and  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
proposing  an  Address  in  answer  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's most  gracious  Speech:  and  he  begged 
to  be  permitted,  in  the  first  place,  to  remark, 
that  never  was  any  Speech,  in  his  opinion, 
more  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature and  the  couotry.  Before  he  pro- 
ceeded, however,  with  the  observations 
which  be  had  to  offer  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  he  could  not  forbear  from 
exprening  his  entire  approbation  of  the 
cQiirse  adapted  by  hit  M^jesty'-s  Ministers  in 
assembling  Parliament  at  this  early  period^ 
however  much  it  might  interfere  wtth  the 
personal  convenience  of  hon.  Members. 
To  him  it  appeared,  that  the  state  of  the 
country  was  such  as  not  only  completely 
justified  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  bore 
out  to  the  very  fullest  extent  the  course 
they  had  pursued.  So  much  anxiety  had 
been  produced  in  the  public  mind  by  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  last  S^sion 
terminated,  that  if  ever  there  was  a  period 
in  which  it  was  highly  desirable  that  Par- 
liament should  re-assemble  without  delay, 
and  when  the  eyes  of  all  the  country  were 
fixed  upon  its  deliberations,  he  felt  assured 
it  was  the  present  The  first,  and  by  far 
the  most  important  point  to  which  he  should 
allude,  in  looking  at  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  was  that  which  regarded  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform.  To  that  question  his  Ma- 
jesty called  the  attention  of  Parliament 
expressly  and  energetically.  He  rejoiced 
to  find»  that  his  Majesty  had  spoken  plainly 
and  explicitly  upon  it,  and  he  also  rejoiced 
to  find,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
determined  to  bring  forward  the  measure 
without  delay.  In  all  he  had  seen  within 
the  last  six  weeks,  in  all  the  events  whi^ 
had  recently  come  under  his  observation, 
there  was  nothing  whatever  to  remove  the 
impression  he  had  always  entertained  in 
favour  of  immediately  attending  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform*  There  was  much,  indeed, 
to  convince  him  that  a  safe  and  speedy  ad- 
justment of  this  question  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. This  was  not  the  fitting  occasion 
to  go  into  the  general  merits  of  a  question 


which  engaged  so  much  public  attention^ 
because  the  notice  already  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  would 
shortly  introduce  it  expressly  to  their  con- 
sideration ;  but  he  felt  quite  satisfied,  that 
when  the  measure  was  brought  before  them, 
it  would  be  found  to  be  such  as  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  times  required,  and  would 
produce  satisfaction  and  contentment  to 
the  conutry  in  general.    Other  passages  in 
the  Royal  Speech  were  so  closely  connected 
with  this  question,  that  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible  to  refer  to  them  without  viewing 
them  in  some  degree  as  bearing  upon  this 
vital  question.     With  respect  to  the  dis- 
graceful occurrences  which  had  taken  place 
at  Bristol,  his  Majesty,  while  expressing  his 
regret  at  such  excesses,  recommended  an  im- 
provement of  the  municipal  police  as  the 
best  means  of  preventing  their  recurrence. 
In  looking  at  these  outrages,  he  thought  it 
quite  evident^  that  they  owed  their  origin  to 
a  manifestation  of  political  feeling,  which 
was  taken  advantage  of  for  purposes  of 
violence  and  indiscriminate  plunder.  With 
respect  to  the  circumstances  which  gave 
rise  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commission, 
all  he  wished  to  sav  was,  that  he  was  not 
disiKised  to  cast  censure  upon  any  quarter ; 
but  one  fact  could  not  be  denied — namely, 
that  a  small  band  of  rioters  was  sufiered  to 
indulge  for  a  considerable  time  in  outrages 
of  a  most  aggravated  description,  and  riot 
in   the  wanton  destruction   of  property. 
Upon  this  part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech 
there  could  be  but  one  opinion.     However 
individuals  might  difi*er  with  regard  to  po- 
litical questions,  there  could  be  no  difference 
between  them  as  to  the  necessity  of  sup- 
pressing violence  and  outrage.    \Vith  that 
part  of  the  Speech  in  which  his  Majesty 
stated  his  firm  determination  to  suppress  all 
illegal  combinations,  he  begged  to  state 
that   he  most  completely  concurred  in  it, 
and  he  rejoiced  that  while  his  Majesty  de- 
clared he  would  never  interfere  with  the 
legitimate  exercise  of  the  right  of  discuss- 
ing grievances,   he  as  distinctly  declared 
that  it  was  his  intention  ''  to  prevent  com- 
binations, under  whatever  pretence,  which 
in  their  form  and  character  are  incompati- 
ble with  all  regular  government,  and  are 
equally  opposed  to  the  spirit  and  to  the 
provisions  of  the  law."     In  effecting  that 
object  he  had  no  reason  to  doubt  but  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  would  meet  with 
the  cordial  support  of  all  parties.     Where- 
evcr  it  had  been  made  apparent  to  the  Po- 
litical  Unions  that  they  had  adopted  a 
system  which   was  contrary  to  law,  not 
C  2 
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only  all  other  Unions,  but  the  Birmingham 
Union  in  particular,  had  evinced,  much  to 
their  honour,  the  utmost  promptitude  to 
recal  what  they  had  done,  and  ia  no  way 
whatever  to  trench  upon  the  boundaries  of 
the  law.  But  setting  aside  that  which 
was  illegal  in  these  Unions,  he  was  aware 
that  there  still  prevailed  a  difiTerencc  of 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  their  exist- 
ence. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  if 
these  bodies  were  permanently  assembled, 
that  they  could  be  viewed  in  any  other 
light  than  an  evil ;  but  he  believed  that 
objection  did  not  attach  to  them,  and  that 
they  existed  only  as  connected  with  the 
circumstances  to  which  they  owed  their 
origin.  But  when  it  was  recollected  that 
they  arose  from  the  unsettled  state  of  the 
most  vital  question  that  was  ever  agitated 
in  this  country,  and  that  the  object  which 
they  had  in  view  was  that  which  had  been 
sanctioned  by  a  large  portion  of  the  Legis- 
lature, he  thought,  that  the  course  recom- 
mended in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
was  the  only  one  that  could  be  adopted 
with  safety.  His  Majesty  stated,  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  interfere  with  the 
legitimate  rights  of  his  people  in  making 
known  their  grievances,  but  that  he  was 
determined  to  prevent  all  illegal  combina- 
tions. Now,  whatever  might  be  the  opi- 
nions entertained  on  the  subject  of  Reform, 
he  would,  at  l^st,  say,  as  a  proof  of  the 
utility  of  the  House  re-assembling  thus 
early,  that  the  best  way  to  make  these 
combinations  useless  was,  to  redress  the 
grievances  which  it  was  their  object  to 
remedy.  The  Speech  did  not  deny  the 
fact  that  considerable  distress  existed  in  the 
country.  It  was  beyond  his  power  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  all  the  causes  which 
were  supposed  to  have  given  rise  to  that 
distress;  but,  whatever  might  have  been 
its  source,  he  was  convinced  that  it  must 
have  been  greatly  aggravated  by  the  un- 
certainty which  prevailed  on  the  subject  of 
Parliamentary  Reform.  While  he  was  on 
this  point,  he  would  not  conceal  his  belief, 
that  considerable  distress  must  have  been 
produced  by  the  operation  of  those  rules 
of  quarantine  which  foreign  countries 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  enforce  against 
us.  Those  rules  must  form  an  important 
consideration  in  their  plans  for  arresting 
the  progress  of  that  disease  which,  no  doubt, 
had  now  unhappily  found  its  way  to  this 
country.  In  respect  to  that  disease,  it  was 
gratifying  to  know,  that  its  mortality  here 
had  been  less  formidable  than  might  have 
been  anticipated ;  but  as  the  extent  to 
which  it  might  proceed  appeared  most  un- 


certain, even  in  the  minds  of  those  best 
acquainted  with  its  nature,  it  would  be  un- 
pardonable in  them  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  fact,  that  other  consequences  besides 
those  of  its  direct  ravages  must  flow  from 
its  presence  in  this  country.  In  reference 
to  Ireland,  the  Speech  contained  what  he 
must  consider  a  most  important  recom- 
mendation. His  Majesty  recommended 
Parliament  to  take  into  its  consideration  at 
the  earliest  opportunity,  the  state  of  the 
tithe  laws  in  that  unfortunate  country. 
If  it  should  be  said,  that  the  law,  as  it 
existed,  compelled  the  payment  of  tithes, 
and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  that  law  without  regard  to 
the  question  whether  it  was  practicable  or 
not,  he  must  observe,  that  those  who 
would  advise  that  course  would  be  advising 
that  which  would  be  most  injurious  to  the 
Established  Church;  and  he  was  of  opinion, 
that  all  honourable  men  who  were  willing 
to  make  sacrifices  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
peace,  would  be  the  last  who  would  throw 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  furtherance 
of  the  design  now  recommended  to  them. 
Circumstances  had  occurred  in  Ireland  suf« 
ficient  to  convince  him,  that  the  system 
which  had  long  existed  there  could  no 
longer  be  persevered  in;  and,  therefore, 
whenever  the  measure  recommended  in  the 
King's  Speech  should  be  brought  forward, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  on  every  con- 
sideration, to  offer  it  his  most  cordial  sup- 
port. He  had  always  believed,  that  the 
only  solid  foundation  of  the  Established 
Church  must  be  laid  in  the  affections  of 
the  people,  and  all  systems  which  went  to 
alienate  those  affections  were  injurious 
rather  than  beneficial  to  the  Establishment. 
He  had  now  done  with  the  principal  topic  of 
the  Speech — that  which  related  to  our 
domestic  condition ;  and  it  would  be  absurd 
to  deny,  chat  there  were  many  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  their  obtaining  what  they 
contended  for ;  but  he  believed,  that  by 
following  up  the  measure  which  his  Ma- 
jesty had  recommended  to  their  early  con- 
sideration, they  would  have  the  best  means 
of  safely  conducting  the  country  through 
the  present  crisis.  He  now  begged  leave 
to  refer  to  our  foreign  relations,  and  it  was 
with  no  slight  degree  of  satisfaction  that 
he  had  observed  the  manner  in  which  his 
Majesty  spoke  of  the  continued  assurances  of 
friendship,  which  induced  him  to  look  for- 
ward with  confidence  to  the  preservation 
of  peace.  The  only  circumstance  which 
seemed  at  all  calculated  to  create  a  doubt 
upon  that  subject  was  the  delay  manifested 
by  the  king  of  Holland  in  assenting  to  the 
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Treaty  which  had  been  agreed  to  by  the 
five  Powers,  and  which  had  been  accepted 
by  the  Belgians  ;  but  he  believed,  that 
when  the  king  of  Holland  came  calmly 
to  view  those  considerations  which  must 
have  determined  the  five  Powers  in  forming 
their  decision — a  decision  which  he  could 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  had  been  influ- 
enced by  any  bias  hostile  to  his  interests, 
but  had  been  dictated  by  a  most  impartial 
anxiety  for  the  interests  of  all  parties — he 
would  see  reason  to  adopt  it ;  and  he  (Lord 
Cavendish)  trusted  the  king  of  Holland 
would  not  long  delay  his  sanction  to  the 
Treaty.  He  could  not  refer  without  regret  to 
that  part  of  the  Speech  which  related  to  the 
affairs  of  Portugal.  He  was  sorry  to  ob- 
serve, that  there  was  no  hope  of  the  imme- 
diate settlement  of  those  affairs.  Don 
Miguel  appeared  determined  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  never  to  do  any  thing  that  would 
render  it  consistent  with  the  honour  of  this 
country  to  recognise  him  as  one  of  the 
Sovereigns  with  whom  it  was  possible  to 
maintain  a  friendly  intercourse;  but  the 
affairs  of  that  country  were  in  such  a  posi- 
tion, that  it  would  be  most  unseemly  and 
preposterous  in  him  to  hazard  any  conjec- 
ture as  to  their  final  arrangement.  He 
could  not  conclude  without  referring  with 
great  satisfaction  to  that  part  of  the  Speech 
in  which  his  Majesty  informed  them  that 
he  had  entered  into  a  Convention  with  the 
king  of  the  French  for  the  complete  aboli- 
tion of  the  Slave  Trade.  Whatever  might 
be  the  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  other 
portions  of  the  Speech,  that  portion,  he  felt 
assured,  must  meet  with  universal  approba- 
tion. He  was  convinced  that  the  success 
which  had  attended  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  their  attempt  to  put  a  stop  to  that  infa- 
mous traffic,  would  be  sincerely  approved 
of  by  all  honourable  men.  He  would  now 
beg  leave  to  move  that  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  in  answer  to 
his  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech.  The 
noble  Lord  then  read  the  Address. 

Sir  Francis  Vincent  said,  that  in  rising 
to  second  the  Address,  he  felt  how  much  he 
required  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  He 
always  stood  in  need  of  this  favour,  but 
never  more  so  than  in  rising  to  second  a 
Motion  for  an  Address  to  the  Throne. 
The  embarrassment  which  he  naturally  felt 
in  discharging  such  a  duty,  however,  he 
admitted  was  considerably  diminished  by 
the  manly  and  straightforward  character 
of  the  mpeech  which  they  had  that  day 
the  satisfaction  of  hearing  delivered  from 
the  Throne.  He  was  sure  the  peopje 
•would  leara  with  unqualified  satisfaction 


that  his  Majesty  still  continued  to  give  his 
sanction  to  those  great  measures  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  which  were  discussed 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
the  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement 
of  which  his  Majesty  now  declared  was 
essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
The  people  woijld  learn,  from  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  to  continue  their  confidence  in  the 
perseverance  and  ability  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, and  in  their  anxious  desire  to  carry 
into  effect  the  great  measure,  of  which  that 
House  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  ex- 
pressed its  decided  approbation.  The  people 
too,  must  feel,  that  in  his  Majesty's  Speech 
there  had  been  no  vain  endeavour  to  keep 
out  of  view  the  present  difficulties  in  which 
the  country  was  placed;  but  that  there  was  a 
firm  determination  on  the  part  of  the  King 
and  his  Ministers  to  grapple  with  those 
difficulties  until  they  should  be  overcome. 
The  Speech  pronounced  by  his  Majesty, 
considered  in  every  point  of  view,  was  just 
such  a  Speech  as  a  free  people  had  a  right 
to  expect  from  their  Monarch,  and  it  was 
calculated,  in  an  eminent  degree,  to  pre- 
serve and  ensure  the  confidence  and  affec- 
tion of  the  people.  The  first  topic  advert- 
ed to  in  his  Majesty's  Speech,  was  that  of 
Reform  ;  and  he  was  sure,  that  every  Mem- 
ber in  that  House,  whatever  opinions  he 
might  entertain  on  particular  measures  of 
Reform,  must  cordially  concur  in  the  desire 
expressed  by  his  Majesty  for  the  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question. 
That  great  and  very  general  distress  ex- 
isted throughout  the  country — that  great 
embarrassment  was  felt  by  those  concerned 
in  trade,  and  that  there  was  a  want  of  con- 
fidence amongst  commercial  men,  unfor- 
tunately could  not  be  denied:  and  that  this 
unfortunate  state  of  affairs  was  aggravated, 
in  a  great  degree,  by  the  suspense  and 
anxiety  felt  by  the  public  mind  for  the  last 
twelve  months  on  the  subject  of  Reform, 
he  entertained  no  doubt.  He  could  not 
refrain,  therefore,  from  expressing  his  anx- 
ious hope,  that  when  that  subject  was  again 
brought  before  Parliament,  all  parties,  lay- 
ing aside  narrow  views  and  party  preju- 
dices, would  combine  in  promoting  the 
speedy  and  satisfactory  adjustment  of  this 
most  important  question,  which  he  hoped 
would  restore  peace  and  tranquillity  to  the 
country.  The  present,  he  was  well  aware, 
was  not  the  proper  occasion  to  enlarge  upon 
this  topic,  and  therefore  he  should  content 
himself  with  referring  to  what  had  occurred 
during  the  Recess.  He  would,  however, 
take  t£e  opportunity  of  observing,  that  there 
were  no  symptoms  of  that  reaction  in  the 
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public  mind|  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  confidently  predicted  previous  to  the 
prorogation.  At  the  only  county  election 
which  had  taken  place  since  that  event, 
Cambridge^  the  Reform  candidate  had  been 
returned  by  an  overwhelming  majority. 
At  every  public  meeting  which  had  been 
convened  on  this  subject  (with  the  single 
exception^  he  believed,  of  a  meeting  in 
Edinburgh)  resolutions  were  unanimously 
passed  in  favour  of  Reform.  To  be  satisfied 
as  to  the  unanimous  wishes  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  on  this  subject,  it  was 
not  necessary  that  he  should  rely  solely  on 
the  unanimity  displayed  at  those  public 
meetings  convened  by  the  friends  of  Re- 
form. Stronger  evidence  was  to  be  found 
in  the  fact,  that  in  no  instance  had  those 
who  were  adverse  to  Reform  convened  any 
public  meetings.  He  would  go  further, 
and  observe,  that  those  who  were  hostile  to 
Reform  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  attend 
any  public  meetings  at  which  the  question 
came  under  discussion.  They  all  recollected 
that  when  Toryism  was  in  the  zenith  of  its 
power,  its  professors  lost  no  opportunity  of 
obtaining  the  approbation  of  public  meetings 
for  the  measures  they  supported ;  and  if 
they  abstained  altogether  from  doing  so  on 
the  present  occasion,  it  was  pretty  clear, 
not  only  that  the  people  were  opposed  to 
them  on  this  subject,  but  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  tolerably  well 
convinced  as  to  that  fact.  He  regretted, 
however,  to  be  obliged  to  observe,  that  since 
Parliament  bad  been  prorogued,  an  addi- 
tional cause  of  uneasiness  had  arisen — the 
Cholera— one  of  the  most  fatal  scourges 
which  afflicted  humanity  had  found  its 
way  into  this  country.  It  was  some  conso- 
lation, however,  to  reflect,  that  the  disease 
in  this  country  had  not  assumed  that  fatal 
and  malignant  character  which  it  bore 
elsewhere.  His  Majesty's  Government, 
too,  had  taken  every  step  which  prudence 
could  suggest  to  arrest  its  progress,  and 
mitigate  its  evils.  The  insidiousness  of  its 
approach,  and  the  rapidity  of  its  fatal  action 
on  human  life,  appeared  to  have  impressed 
all  classes  with  a  salutary  terror  on  the 
subject,  and  had  convinced  them  of  the 
necessity  of  attending  to  the  precautionary 
measures  promulgated  by  Government  for 
its  prevention,  atid  by  persevering  in  the 
adoption  of  those  measures,  he  had  little 
doubt  of  the  speedy  extinction  of  this  for- 
midable disease.  The  House  had  long  been 
aware  of  the  great  difficulty  which  existed 
in  Ireland  in  the  collection  of  tithes. 
Property  of  that  description,  no  doubt,  was 
juder  the  protection  of  the  law^  like  other 


property,  but  it  was  not  sufficient  that  the 
payment  of  tithes  might  legally  be  enforced; 
it  was  important,  that  the  payment  diould 
be  enforced  in  a  mode  the  least  objec- 
tionable, at  the  same  time  that  it  should 
always  be  kept  in  view,  that  one  of  the 
great  objects  of  social  order  was  the  sectt- 
rity   of  property.      With   respect  to   the 
foreign   relations  of  the  country,  it  was 
gratifying  to  learn,   that    no    reasonaUe 
apprehension  existed  that  the  pe^e  which 
the  country  now  enjoyed,  was  likely  to  be 
broken.  Considering  the  convulsions  which 
agitated  other  countries,  and  the  jarrine 
interests  which  this  country  had  been  called 
upon  to  mediate  between,  no  small  credit 
was  due  to  his   Majesty's   Ministers  for 
having    maintained    the   dignity    of    this 
country,  and  its  present  position,  without 
coming   into  hostile  collision  with  other 
governments.     The  individual  who  was  at 
present  at  the  head  of  the  government  of 
Portugal,  had  endeavoured  to  put  off  the 
settlement  of  our  political  relations  with 
that  countrv — a  circumstance  which  could 
excite  surprise  in  no  one  who  had  con- 
sidered his  position  and  conduct.     What- 
ever steps  might  be  taken  by  his  Majesty's 
Government    to  procure  redress  for   the 
injuries  to  which  British  subjects  had  been 
exposed  from  the  conduct  of  the  Portuguese 
government,  he  was  satisfied  they  would 
be  taken  in  the  same  sfnrit  of  moderation 
as  had  hitherto  characterized  all  their  pro- 
ceedings :  and  if  Don  Miguel  persevered  in 
the  course  he  had  hitherto  adopted,  be  the 
consequences  what  they  might,  he  would 
have  nothing  to  thank  but  his  own  obsti- 
nacy.    It  was  to  be  regretted  that  a  people 
who  were  the  ancient  allies  of  this  oountrr, 
should  be  kept  so  long  in  suspense  by  the 
dissensions  which    unhappily    had   arisen 
amongst  the  members   of  the  House  of 
Braganza  for  three  years  past.     It  was  im- 
possible not  to  perceive,  that  Don  Miguel 
had  hitherto  failed  in  giving  security  to  the 
Sovereigns  of  Europe  for  his  future  good 
conduct.     A  most  honourable  and  enlight- 
ened part  of  the  nation  which  he  rmed> 
seemed  dissatisfied  with  his  government  | 
and    the    imprisonments    and    executions 
which  daily  took  place,  plainly  demonstrated 
that  a  vicious  system  prevailed  in  Portugal, 
which  every  one  in  this  country  must  wish 
should  speedily  terminate.     His  Majesty'i 
Speech  contained  the  gratifying  intimation^ 
that  the  king  of  Belgium  had  acceded  to 
the  proposition  decided  upon  by  the  five 
Powers ;  and  when  the  king  of  Holland 
should  see,  that  the  proposal  was  in  accord- 
ance with   the  wishes  of  tbe  prindpd 
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Pdwext  in  Europe,  it  wtis  to  he  hoftA  tbat 
he  would  no  lonMr  refuse  his  ai»ent  to  the 
arrangement,    with  regard  to  the  Conven- 
tion entered  into  with  the  king  of  the 
French,  it  was  a  subject  on  which  lie  might 
confidently  congratulate  the  House.  It  was 
the  only  step  which  could  have  ensured  the 
suppression  of  the  slave-trade:  and  great 
honour  was  due  to  his  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment  fbr  having  so    speedily  effected  a 
measure  which  had  been  for  so  many  years 
desired  by  a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  which  former  Govern- 
ments had  in  vain  endeavoured  to  accom- 
plish.     The  fact   of  such  a  Convention 
having  been  agreed  to,  was  no  less  credit- 
able to  the  government  of  France  than  to 
that   of   this    country.      It   was    highly 
honourable  to  a  great  nation,  which  had 
lately  vindicated  its  own  freedom,  that  its 
government  should  take  an  early  opportu- 
nity of  entering  into  such  arrangements  as 
would  efiectually   tend    to  suppress    the 
infkmouB  traffic  in  slaves^  and  thus  remove 
one  of  the  greatest  stains  on  the  character 
of  the  French  nation.  The  atrocious  events 
whidi  had  taken  place  in  Bristol,  and  the 
outrages  committed  in  that  city,  perpetrated 
by  a  handfVil  of  persons,  as  it  seemed, 
farmed  a  topic  of  serious  and  painfVil  con- 
sideration,    tt  was  impossible,  however, 
to  reflect  on  what  had  occurred  in  that  city, 
without  being  convinced,  that  there  was 
some  radical  defect  in  the  municipal  police 
of  the  kingdom,  and  he  understood  his 
Majesty's  Uovemment  contemplated  the 
introduction  of  some  measures  for  its  im- 
provement, which  would  tend  to  the  pre- 
vention in  future  of  the  recurrence  of  such 
disgraceful  scenes.     It  was  far  from  being 
his  (Sir  Francis  Vincent's)  wish,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  enter  into  any  examina- 
tion of  the  circumstances  connected  with 
those  unfortunate  events  which  occurred  in 
Bristol.     He  must  be  allowed,  however, 
to  protest  aflainst  its  being  supposed  that 
the  outrages  m  that  city  were  in  any  d^ree 
to  be  imputed  to  the  fnends  of  Refonn.  In 
all  large  communities  there  were,  unfortn- 
iiatdy,  some    individuals    ever   ready  to 
promote  miachief,  and  to  take  advantage  of 
every  period  of  excitement,  (or  the  purpose 
of  urging  on  the  populace  to  riot  and 
bfeaclies  of  the  law.     The  promptitude 
which    his    Majesty's    Government    had 
evinced  on  this  occasion,  by  so  speedily 
inointf  a  Commission  to  take  cognisance  of 
i3tKt  oiences  committed  by  the  rioters  at 
Bristol,  plainly  intimated  that  it  was  not 
only  their  earnest  de^re^  but  also  their  firm 
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and  to  vindicate  the  authority  of  the  laws, 
by  the  punishment  of  all  offenders.  In 
the  conclusion  of  his  Speech,  his  Majesty, 
whilst  he  declared  his  anxiety  to  preserve 
unimpaired  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and 
to  redress  all  their  grievances,  took  occasion 
to  allude  to  the  necessity  of  preventing 
political  combinations  contrary  to  the  law. 
It  was  quite  clear,  that  freedom  might  be 
endangered  by  licentiousness,  and  he 
therefore  had  heanl  with  great  approbation 
of  the  proclamation  issued  by  Government 
to  prevent  illegal  political  combinations. 
Much  as  he  (Sir  Francis  Vincent)  approved 
of  the  proclamation,  he  approved  no  less  of 
the  alacrity  with  which  it  had  been  ' 
attended  to,  and  could  even  con^atulate 
the  House  on  the  good  spirit  evinced  by 
the  members  of  the  Birmingham  Political 
Union,  who  had  rescinded  the  resolutions 
relative  to  their  organization,  before  the 
proclamation  came  out.  He  believed,  that 
he  stated  the  sentiment  of  the  whole 
House,  and  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people,  when  he  expressed  his  gratitude  to 
Ministers  for  having  assembled  Parliament 
at  the  present  moment,  a  course  which  he 
firmly  believed  would  be  conducive  to  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  country. 

The  Speaker  read  the  Address  from  the 
Chair,  and  put  the  question  that  it  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Croker  rose,  as  the  Speaker  was 
putting  the  question  :  I  am  so  reluctant  to 
address  the  House  on  the  present  occasion, 
that  I  should  gladly  give  way  if  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House 
were  disposed  to  make  any  observations  on 
his  Majesty's  Speech ;  but  little  as  I  feel 
myself  entitled  to  take  a  lead  on  such  an 
occasion,  I  cannot  permit  the  Address  to 
pass  without  some  expression  of  my  dis* 
sent,  and  without  entering  my  protest 
against  some  of  the  principles  laid  down 
in  the  Address,  or  rather,  perhaps,  to  be 
inferred,  from  the  speeches  of  those  who 
have  preceded  me ;  such  a  course  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  on  my  part,  and  I  dare  say 
on  the  part  of  many  others  who  sit  near  me. 
We  desire  to  guard  ourselves  from  the  sup- 
position, that  because  we  do  not  move  an 
amendment,  we  participate  in  the  views 
and  measures  of  Government. 

The  hon.  Baronet  who  last  addressed  the 
House,  told  us,  that  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  was  manly  and  straightforward — 
such  as  became  the  constitutional  king  of  a 
free  people.  If  by  the  words  "  manly  and 
straightforward,"  it  be  meant,  that  any  clear 
and  distinct  views  of  policy,  either  foreign 
or  doneftk,  are  prem^gated^  I  will  Tentul« 
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to  assert^  that  a  less  manly  and  straight- 
forward speech  was  perhaps  never  delivered. 
I  am  not  ahout  to  blame  the  Speech :  it  has 
a  great  deal  of  moderation,  which  seems 
very  wisely  and  properly  calculated  to  pre- 
vent division  and  debate  on  the  first  day  of  a 
Session ;  but  it  is  not  therefore  manly  and 
straightforward.  For  instance,  on  the  great 
question  of  Reform,  what  does  it  tell  us  ? 
Does  it  give  us  the  slightest  information  ? 
Does  it  let  us  into  the  secret  whether  the  Bill 
to  be  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  on  Mon- 
day next  is  to  be  the  same  as  that  offered 
and  rejected  in  the  last  Session  ?  Are  we  to 
have  the  identical  measure  which  produced 
so  much  inflammation — the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill — or  are  we 
to  have  a  more  moderate  and  better  regu- 
lated plan,  avoiding  admitted  anomalies, 
and  making  a  more  limited  concession  ? 
In  this  reserve  the  Speech  may  be  dis- 
creet, but  is  it  manly  and  straightforward  ? 
Again  I  say,  that  I  do  not  blame  Minis- 
ters for  the  general  terms  in  which  the 
King's  Speech  is  couched;  but  however 
manly  and  straightforward  it  may  be  in 
principle,  it  certainly  is  not  so  in  expres- 
sion. 

The  hon.  Baronet  echoed  one  sentiment 
of  the  King's  Speech,  in  which,  notwith- 
standing some  ambiguity  in  the  terms, 
I  am  most  ready  to  agree.  Would  to 
God  we  could  hope  for  "a  speedy  and  sa- 
tisfactory conclusion  of  the  Reform  Ques- 
tion ! "  Would  to  God  we  could  soon  allay 
the  terrific  tempest  Ministers  have  raised, 
and  give  effect  to  their  romantic  and 
Quixotic  wish,  that  the  termination  may 
be  at  once  speedy  and  satisfactory  ?  I  tell 
Ministers  now,  as  I  told  them  before,  that 
whatever  may  be  their  speed,  they  will 
never  make  those  measures  by  which  they 
seek  to  accomplish  their  object,  satisfactory 
to  any  description  of  persons,  except  those 
who  may  imagine  that  havoc  and  ruin  are 
to  be  their  gain.  I  tell  them,  that  the 
measure  they  are  about  to  produce,  if  it  in 
any  degree  resemble  the  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion, so  far  from  giving  satisfaction,  will 
only  be  the  beginning  of  still  greater 
trouble.  Ministers,  and  their  immediate 
retainers,  may  be  satisfied,  inasmuch  as  the 
success  of  the  Bill  will  continue  them  in 
their  respective  places ;  but  the  great  body 
of  the  nation  stands  aloof,  both  from  the 
Ministers  and  their  measure.  The  coun- 
try is  divided  into  two  great  classes,  both 
hostile  to  the  Administration  and  their  Bill. 
Firstly,  the  large  mass  of  Reformers,  who, 
for  the  moment,  and  only  for  the  moment, 
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that  they  are  so,  only  because  they  hime 
that  this  lame  and  insufficient  and  ill-ai* 
gested  measure  must  lead  to  other  and  more 
vital  alterations.  Secondly,  that  vast  pro- 
portion of  the  thinking  community,  which 
is  unwilling  that  such  a  desolating  hand 
should  sweep  down  and  level  with  the 
ground  our  most  ancient  and  sacred  insti- 
tutions. I  will  not  hesitate  to  declare  my 
conviction,  that  the  great  proportion  of  the 
intelligent  classes  are  in  the  second  divi- 
sion ;  and  that  the  persons  who  object  to 
the  principles  on  which  the  late  Bill  was 
founded,  constitute  a  vast  and  overwhelm- 
ing majority,  and  may  be  almost  said  to  be  a 
universality  of  the  educated  people  of  Eng- 
land. Neither  of  these  two  divisions  of 
the  people — and  these  two  divisions  in- 
clude nearly  the  whole  people — can  be 
satisfied  with  the  BUI.  The  Reformers 
certainly  are  not.  Has  there  been  a 
single  public  meeting  which  has  not 
coupled  approbation  of  that  measure  with 
the  expression  of  a  wish  for  a  much 
larger  and  wider  Reform  to  be  obtained 
hereafter?  Have  we  not  been  told  in 
distinct  words,  that  this  Bill  is  only  a 
''  stepping-stone  to  something  else?"  Was 
it  not  avowed  at  one  of  the  most  important 
of  those  assemblies— important  from  the 
numbers  and  weight  of  the  individuals  pre- 
sent— that  this  was  not  the  Reform  re- 
quired ?  Did  they  not  say,  "  This  is  not 
the  Reform  we  want,  but  it  is  the  first 
step  to  it ;  accept  it,  therefore,  as  the 
means  of  obtaining  all  the  rest.  If  you 
are  foolish  enough  to  quarrel  with  Minis- 
ters in  this  early  stage  of  the  subject,  you 
will  defeat  the  end  of  ultimate  and  com- 
plete success.  Take  what  you  can  get  now, 
not  only  without  prejudice  to  your  future 
claims,  but  with  the  great  advantage  of  ad- 
ditional power  to  enforce  them."  This,  I 
say,  is  the  language  of  those  who  are  the 
most  friendly  to  the  Bill  out  of  doors. 

The  hon.  Baronet,  with  a  kind  of  taunt, 
asked  us  why  no  Tories  went  to  these  public 
meetings  to  exhibit  their  hostility  ?  Does 
he  recollect  what  occurred  at  Bristol  ?  I 
do  not  accuse  the  people  of  England  of 
participating  in  the  spirit  which  led  to  the 
riots  there ;  but  when  the  constitution  of 
society  in  this  country  is  in  such  a  state, 
that  a  Judge,  acting  with  every  magis- 
terial precaution,  and  under  the  sanction 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  cannot  enter 
the  third  city  of  the  empire,  to  execute 
his  judicial  duties,  without  endangering 
his  life,  and  being  moreover  censured  for 
the  obstinacy  and  temerity  with  which  he 
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to  blame  the  Tories  for  not  attending 
meetmm,  where  they  could  not  have  a 
hope  of  bcine  heard?  Had  the  Tories 
shown  themsdves  at  such  meetings,  would 
they  not  have  been  accused,  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  had  been, 
of  unnecessarily  exciting  inflammation  in 
the  public  mind,  and  would  not  the  blame 
have  been  instantly  shifted  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  malefactors  to  those  of 
the  injured  party  ?  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
will  procure  for  us  all  we  want — a  clear 
stage  and  a  fair  hearing — I,  for  one,  am 
ready  to  meet  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
friends  in  any  of  those  ordeals,  and  to  give 
to  any  assembly,  as  I  have,  perhaps  too 
often  done  in  this,  reasons  for  the  faith 
that  is  in  me.  But,  with  one  breath,  he 
teUs  us  that  a  handful  of  men  were  able 
to  destroy  one  of  the  principal  cities  of 
the  empire,  because  a  single  Tory  made 
his  appearance  there,  and  in  the  next, 
he  challenges  us  to  attend  public  meet- 
ings of  Reformers,  and  asserts,  because 
we  do  not  attend,  that  we  are  ashamed 
or  afraid  to  face  a  state  of  public  feeling, 
which  is  so  irresistibly  against  us. 

The  next  topic  of  this  manly  and 
straightforward  Speech  is,  the  prevalence 
of  rolitical  Unions;  and,  although  the 
way  in  which  they"  are  mentioned  seems 
any  thing  but  straightforward  and  manly, 
I  am  willing  to  admits  that  there  are 
expressions,  especially  towards  the  latter 
end  of  it,  which  have  my  entire  and  cor- 
dial approbation.  I  agree  with  Ministers 
that  there  can  be — or,  at  least,  ought  to 
be — ^but  one  Government  in  the  country. 
There  ought  not  to  be  one  Government 
in  Downing-street,  another  in  the  Strand, 
a  third  at  Birmingham,  a  fourth  at  Man- 
chester, and  a  fifth  at  Bristol.  The  pain- 
ful experience  of  the  last  few  months  has 
shown  us,  that  such  a  state  of  things 
must  end  in  the  ruin  of  any  country  that 
tolerates  it — ^it  must  end  in  the  ruin  of 
any  imbecile  and  popularity-hunting  Ca- 
binet; that  submits  to  it.  Although  I 
entirely  approve  of  the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament on  this  day ;  although  the  state 
of  the  world,  and  of  England  in  par- 
ticular, considering  that  state  positively, 
relatively,  officially,  commercially,  and, 
above  all,  politically,  requires  that  the 
King  should  be  aided  by  the  wisdom  of 
the  great  council  of  the  nation,  yet  I  be- 
lieve that  we  are  not  indebted  for  it  to 
the  sagacity,  to  the  firmness,  or  even  to 
the  terrors  of  the  Ministers.  No ;  their 
masters  told  them  that  they  must  meet  in 

tbe  fint  week  »  Deceniber.    They  issued 


that  decree  before  the  cholera  made  its 
appearance  —  before  the  Political  Unions 
had  attempted  organisation — before  Bristol 
had  been  burnt — before  the  whole  frame  of 
society  was  in  a  state,  if  not  of  dissolution, 
of  precariousness— it  was  announced,  pre- 
vious to  our  late  prorogation,  by  the  great 
leaders  of  the  public  Press,  and  by  the 
leaders  of  the  Political  Unions,  that  F\ 
liament  would  meet — I  reallv  do  not  kn 
whether  the  phrase  was  not  t       it 
meet — in  the  first  week  in  .  : 

in  the  first  week  in  D(  i  we  ve 
accordingly  met !  The  p  re  i  e  ae« 
rived  from  some  constituaonal  >i  ions 
in  the  Speech  against  these  Unions,  is,  I 
must  say,  exceedingly  diminished,  when  we 
have  this  substantial  proof  that  the  Minis- 
try  is  itself  subservient  to  these  identical 
Associations,  and  to  the  very  influence 
which  they  profess  to  be  so  anxious,  and 
are,  in  truth,  so  powerless,  to  put  down.  I 
hope  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  resort 
to  any  extraordinary  measures.  I  hope  that 
timely  suggestions  upon  the  subject  were  di- 
rected to  other  places  as  well  as  to  Birming- 
ham, and  that  the  example  will  be  followed. 
I  must  now  turn  to  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Cavendish),  who 
has  appeared  to-night,  I  believe,  for  the 
first  time,  as  a  debater  among  us.  I  hope 
he  will  in  future  have  fr^uent  oppor- 
tunities of  displaying  his  parliamentary 
talents,  and  illustrating  the  great  name 
he  inherits,  but  I  cannot  concur  with  him 
in  the  comment  he  has  read  on  one  part  of 
the  Royal  Speech.  He  tells  us,  that  the 
mode  Ministers  intend  to  adopt  of  putting 
down  these  Unions  is  concession,  and  not 
resistance;  that  is,  they  mean  to  place 
the  law  under  the  feet  of  these  Unions, 
and  to  grant  all  their  demands.  This, 
Sir,  I  take  to  be  the  most  dangerou^i,  and^ 
indeed,  fatal  policy  that  any  Government 
can  adopt.  If  grievances  exist,  let  them 
be  redressed,  but  first  let  them  be  ration- 
ally examined,  and  satisfactorily  proved. 
Let  us  not  submit  blindly  to  concede 
whatever  is  asked — to  abandon  whatever 
is  attacked,  and  for  no  other  reason  than 
because  it  is  attacked.  I,  on  the  contrary, 
should  say,  first  suppress  these  Unions ; 
first  carry  the  law  into  efiect,  and  do  not 
grant  to  force  what  you  would  refuse  to 
reason.  I  am  filled  with  alarm  when  I 
see  in  this  perilous  principle,  the  abandon- 
ment of  that  firmness  and  consistency  which 
— and  not  timid  concession  to  unreasonable 
demands  «-K)ught  to  be  the  character  of 
Ministers,  and  this  commentary  comes  to 
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in  ocmtliBetiim  with  the  next  topic  in  the 
SjM^— Tithes  in  Ireland. 

Ministeti  tell  ils,  that  thete  has  been 
a  gi^hehil  And  systeiiiatic  resistance  to  the 
pAytnent  of  tithes  in  th&t  country.  This  is 
the  first  time  I  hare  heard  of  it.  I  Knew^ 
itilteed,  that  there  were  local  objections  and 
distulrbanoes,  and  that  two  persons  in  a 
rei^p^ctable  class  of  life  were  convicted  of  a 
oohsplracy,  to  eitcite  the  deluded  peasantry 
l^ihst  the  payiuent  of  tithes.  But  their 
ptihishment  was  remitted  by  the  Irish  go- 
▼emtnent,  and  I  had  hoped  from  this  cir- 
cumstance that  the  resistance  was  locals 
and  likdy  to  be  temporary^  and,  in  that 
case,  I  was  ihdined  to  approve  of  such  a 
lenient  course,  as  the  most  likely  to  assuage 
the  ^Uscontent.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
make  a  part  of  a  general  and  formidable 
coikibiiiation  to  resist  the  payment  of  tithes, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  shaloe,  by  a  system- 
atic attack  on  the  property  of  the  Church, 
the  fbuiidatlon  of  property  in  general,  I 
shiMild  have  thou^t  a  difierent  course 
advisable,  t  utidersland,  that  the  noble 
Jj&tA  Vrouli  apply  to  resistance  to  tithes 
the  same  argun^ent  that  he  applies  to  the 
Unions — *^  Put  an  end  (says  he)  to  Unions 
by  (onvseding  all  their  claims."  In  the 
same  way  he  means,  I  presume,  to  say, 
"F^t  an  end  to  the  disputes  regarding 
tithes,  by  abolishing  them."  Certainly, 
Sir,  this  seems  a  short  and  eificacious  rule 
for  satisfying  claimants,  whether  reason- 
able or  unreasonable.  Destroy  hereditary 
rights,  and  equalise  property,  and  the  two 
great  points  required  by  the  Reformers 
will  be  gained  at  once.  It  is  complained 
that  the  payment  of  tithes  is  resisted,  and 
what  is  the  suggested  remedy  ?  Not  to 
enforce  the  law  because  it  is  just  and 
necessary,  but  to  change  it  because  it  is 
unpalatable.  But  I  will  venture  to  tell 
the  noble  Lord,  that  it  is  not  this  or  that 
small  concession  which  will  allay  these 
disturbances.  In  Reform  as  well  as  in 
Tithes,  it  is  a  question  of  principle  that 
is  involved — no  modification  of  the  law 
win  satisfy  the  opponents  of  existing  insti- 
tutioDS.  If  the  Tithe  Composition  Act, 
whidi  was  lately  introduced  into  Ireland, 
and  which  does  so  much  credit  to  the  Ad- 
ministratioii  of  my  rMit  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Goulbam),  is  not  sumcient  to  remove  the 
local  grievances  which  exist,  I  do  fear  they 
can  never  be  suppressed,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  now  Secretary  for  that 
ooontry,  will  never  be  able  to  satisfy  the 
^scontented,  without  an  entire  destruction 
of  the  system.    To  such  a  course  I  will 
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the  Speech  any  such  design — I  do  fiot  sus- 
pect it,  above  all,  from  the  rieht  hon.  Seeite- 
tBry  for  Ireland,  whose  sentiments  do  him 
so  much  honour,  and  afibtd  so  much  hope 
to  Ireland — but  if  such  a  purpose  do  IvSck 
under  the  fair-seeming  words,  of  destroj^ing^ 
tithes,  and  of  thereby  shaking  the  tenure  of 
all  property,  I  shall  be  most  vehemently  and 
determinately  opposed  to  it,  not  merely  for 
the  sake  of  the  Church,  but  because  I  shall 
consider  it  like  an  assault  upon  the  weakest 
part  of  a  citadel,  in  order  that  the  be- 
siegers may  incontinently  become  masters 
of  the  whole.  Not  only  the  property  of 
the  Church  is  aimed  at,  but  di  property 
that  has  belonged  to  the  Church — not 
merely  tithes,  but  Wobum  Abbey.  I  al- 
lude to  it  only  as  an  illustration ;  for  if  the 
noble  possessor  had  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  I  should  have  equally  instanced 
Wobum  Abbey,  as  a  possession  already 
quoted  as  an  example  in  a  similar  case,  by 
the  warning  voice  of  Burke — I  say,  then,  that 
not  only  the  tithes  of  the  parish,  but  the 
Abbey  of  Wobum  itself,  must  be  sacrificed^ 
and  with  it,  in  sure  and  rapid  succession 
of  confiscation,  all  the  property  in  the  em- 
pire. This  principle  is,  indeed,  openly 
avowed  in  some  of  the  Unions.  They 
so  good  as  to  say  that   all  property 


are 


arising  from  "  honest  industry"  ought  to  be 
respected,  and  no  other.  So  that  property 
which  has  not  been  derived,  or  created  l^ 
what  they  may  understand  as  **  industry,** 
and  by  what  they  may  call  "honest,"  has 
no  chance  of  surviving.  Against  such  a 
principle  I  enter  my  determined  protest ; 
and  this  I  feel  the  more  bound  to  do^ 
because  the  noble  Lord  who  opened  the 
debate  tells  us,  that  it  is  the  principle  of 
the  Cj^ovemment  not  to  resist,  but  to  tran- 
quillize by  concession,  that  is,  to  concede 
all  that  shall  be  demanded. 

The  noble  Lord  told  us,  that  the  exist- 
ing state  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  is  exceed- 
ingly bad,  which  was  proved,  he  8a3rs,  by 
the  fact  that  the  clergy  could  not  obtain 
their  rights  without  going  to  law,  and  that 
that  a  system  must  be  bad  which  reouired 
the  aid  of  the  strong  arm  of  the  law.  Is  the 
noble  Lord  not  aware  that  such  is  the 
case  with  all  fiscal  regulations  ?  I  should 
like  to  know  who  ever  voluntarily  paid 
any  thing?  Could  the  noble  Lord  get 
his  rents  paid  without  the  intimidation  of 
the  process  of  the  law,  or  without,  when 
the  case  required  it,  the  process  itself? 
If  so,  I  should  be  glad  to  Know  in  what 
hap|)y  part  of  the  kingdom  he  resides. 
Nothing  is  ever  or  any  where  paid  but 
either  by  the  force  or  the  fear  of  the  law.  I 
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therefore  cannot  see  how  this  argument  of 
the  nohle  Lord's  can  be  made  to  apply  to 
the  property  of  the  Church,  in  any  manner 
that  it  does  not  apply  with  equal  force  to 
every  other  description  of  property.  But 
the  noble  Lord  has  appealed  to  the  clergy, 
and  has  expressed  a  hope  that  the  ministers 
of  religion  would  be  the  last  to  object  to  some 
new  regulations  on  this  subject — in  other 
words,  that  they  should  adopt  the  lenitire 
principle  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  conciliate 
by  giving  up  their  property.  We  are  to  satisfy 
Reformers  and  Political  Unions  by  giving 
up  the  Constitution,  dnd  the  clergy  are 
called  upon  to  prove  their  moderation  and 
charity,  by  giving  up  their  means  of  exist- 
ence. Will  &e  object  then  be  accomplished? 
No,  not  quite,  it  is  a  thirst  that  increases 
by  drinkmg — ''increase  of  appetite  doth 
grow  by  what  it  feeds  on."  The  more  you 
give,  the  more  you  will  be  required  to 
give.     Once  yield  to  the  demands  of  the 

Flunderer,  and  you  can  never  yield  enough, 
will  tell  the  noble  Lord,  from  experi- 
ence somewhat  longer  than  his  own,  that 
whatever  concession  it  may  be  necessary  to 
make  should  be  distinguished  as  much  as 
possible  from  submission  to  terror.  So  far 
from  thinking  with  him  that  it  ought  to  be 
done  because  it  is  demanded,  I  say  that  it 
ouflht  not  to  be  done  if  to  do  it  be  to  yield 
to  intimidation. 

Upon  the  next  topic  of  the  Speech  I 
can  speak  with  more  satisfaction — I  mean 
the  Convention  with  France  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  said,  that  the  only  remedy  for 
the  extinction  of  that  traffic  was  the  con- 
cession of  the  mutual  right  of  search ;  but 
it  must  not  be  grant^  by  one  nation 
only.  If  the  Convention  with  France 
stands  alone,  it  will  be  insufficient.  The 
flag  of  France  will  not  be  used,  but  that 
of  scmie  other  nation  which  may  not  have 
consented  to  the  arrangement;  the  same 
persons  who  have  pursued  this  iniquitous 
traffic  under  the  French  flag,  have,  even 
at  the  same  time,  carried  it  on  under 
the  false  cover  of  the  flag  of  the  United 
States  of  America;  and  to  effisctually  sup- 
press it,  we  must  have  a  mutual  right  of 
aearch  with  that,  and  every  other  Mari- 
time Power,  or  very  little  progress  will  be 
made ;  and  the  trade  in  human  flesh  alive 
will  be  continued,  and  even  aggravated,  by 
abuses,  almost  as  detestable  as  the  trade  in 
human  murder  which  has  recently  dis- 
l^raoed  our  metropolis ;  in  both  cases,  the 
indperfection  of  the  preventive  laws  drive 
the  nerpetrators  to  extremities  which  else 
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I  have  made  these  several  observations 
rather  for  the  purpose  of  guarding  myself 
from  being  suspected  of  concuhitig  in  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  than  with  i|  view  to 
raise  any  opposition  to  the  Address  in 
answer  to  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty :  nor 
should  I  be  wilUng  to  do  any  thing  whieh 
might  appear  to  be  wanting  in  respect  to 
the  Crown«  on  the  solemn  occasion  of  his 
Majesty's  personal  appearance  in  his  Par- 
liament, unless  I  were  called  upon  to  do  so 
by  my  own  honour  and  consistency,  or  by 
some  motive  urgently  important  to  tl^ 
interests  of  the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  Stanley :  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  intend  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Address  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord  near  me,  in  reply  to  his 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne — although  I  do  not  agree  with 
him,  that  every  part  of  that  Speech  is  not 
perfectly  frank  and  explicit,  and  lilthoufffa 
I  think  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  rif^t 
hon.  Gentleman  to  move  any  Amendment 
to  the  Address,  in  which,  either  in  this 
House,  or  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
a  majority  would  be  induced  to  concur,-^ 
I  shidl  not  follow  him  through  all  his  ob- 
servations, but  shall  confine  myself  to  his 
remarks  upon  the  passage  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech  in  which  allusion  is  made  to  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  I  am  connected*  To 
those  remarks  I  may  the  rather  be  expected 
to  reply,  inasmuch  as  the  right  hon.  G^entle- 
man  has  alluded  to  my  private  opinions.  I 
trust.  Sir,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
suppose,  that  my  public  conduct  is  at  vari- 
ance with  my  private  opinions.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  me  the  honour 
to  allude  in  the  terms  in  which  he  has 
alluded,  to  my  opinions  respecting  the 
church  of  Ireland,  I  can  assure  him.  Sir, 
that  I  have  no  opinions  on  that  subjtet 
which  I  should  be  unwilling  puUidy  to 
avow.  The  ri^t  hon*  Gentleman  and  the 
House  may  rest  assured  that,  respecting 
that  passage  of  his  Majesty's  Speech,  there 
is  not  one  member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment between  whom  and  mjie^  diere  is 
the  slightest  difierence  of  opinion*  In  the 
right  hon.  Crentlenian's  observations  on  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind  ne, 
who  seconded  the  Address,  I  cannot  think 
that  he  has  fairly  expressed  himsdf,  when 
he  did  not  mark  the  distinction  between  the 
demands  of  an  illegal  combination,  or  the 
damours  of  a  mob,  and  the  opinions  of  the 
people,  fully  and  £edrly  expressed.  Ite 
xi^t  km.  Geadeitta  aaid,  tbut  mf  hmu 
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friend  recommended  concessions  to  be  made 
to  unjust  and  groundless  clamours^  which 
would  only  be  renewed  and  aggravated  by 
every  fresh  concession.  But  if  I  under- 
stood my  hon.  friend^  what  he  said  was^ 
that  the  Government  should  put  down  all 
illegal  unions  by  the  laws,  but  that  there 
were  unions  and  associations  whose  views 
and  conduct  were  not  illegal,  which  kept 
within  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  and 
the  intentions  of  the  laws,  and  which  made 
none  but  just  demands,  and  that  the  only 
mode  of  dissolving  such  associations  was,  by 
the  removal  of  the  grievances  which  have 
given  rise  to  them.  The  Government  will 
concede  to  no  clamours  that  are  unjust,  and 
they  will  use  the  powers  of  the  law  to  put 
down  any  association  that  may  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution ; 
and  if  the  powers  which  the  laws  at  pre- 
sent give  them  be  insufficient  for  that 
purpose,  they  will  call  for  further  powers. 
But  I  do  not  think  that,  by  resistance  to 
just  and  equitable  claims,  you  can  extin- 
guish the  voice  of  the  people.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  indeed  says,  that  the 
moment  the  people  pass  the  line  of  just  and 
reasonable  demand,  that  moment  wc  should 
refuse  to  concede  anything;  we  should 
steel  ourselves  against  all  applications,  and 
should  tell  the  people,  that  none  of  their 
demands  ought  to  be  conceded,  because  some 
of  them  were  unjust ;  we  should  make  no 
concession,  lest  it  should  be  supposed  that 
we  had  conceded  every  thing  to  fear. 
What,  Sir,  shall  I  answer  to  such  an  argu- 
ment? What  shall  I  say  more  than  this 
— take  care  that  you  concede  in  time? 
Seasonable  concession  is  the  only  means  by 
which  you  can  either  put  down  just  or 
prevent  unjust  demands.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us,  that  the  resistance 
to  the  payment  of  tithes  is  the  commence- 
ment of  a  systematic  attack  on  property  of 
all  kinds,  and  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
are  yielding  to  that  attack.  But  where 
can  such  a  sentiment  be  fbund  ?  not  cer- 
tainly in  any  passage  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  if  fairly  interpreted.  That  Speech, 
after  stating  the  fact  that  such  a  resistance 
is  made,  proceeds  to  recommend  to  this  and 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to  take 
into  their  earliest  consideration  the  state  of 
the  law  on  this  and  the  other  subjects  pre- 
viously referred  to  Parliament,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  it  is  not  possible  to 
make  some  legislative  enactment,  by  which 
the  removal  of  the  grievances  complained 
of  may  be  rendered  consistent  with  the 
preservation  of  our  institutions.  Was  it 
Wi  tbe  duty  of  his  Majesty's  GovenuneDt^  I 


in  the  first  instance,  to  suppress  iUeosl 
combinations,  and  in  the  next,  to  loc^  for 
the  means  of  removing  real  grievances? 
Will  any  man  tell  me,  that  the  system  of 
tithes,  even  in  this  country,  and  much  more 
in  Ireland,  is  not  fraught  with  mischief? 
Will  he  tell  me,  that  it  is  the  most  axnicaUe 
arrangement  that  could  be  made  between 
the  minister  and  his  parishioners?  Will 
he  tell  me,  that  it  does  not  give  rise  to  dis- 
sension, nay,  to  bitter  animosity?  And 
are  not  those  feelings  of  animosity  neces- 
sarily stronger  amongst  a  population  where 
the  majority  of  the  people  dissent  from  the 
Church  for  the  maintenance  of  which  the 
tithes  are  collected  ?  It  was  with  a  view 
to  remove  or  to  alleviate  those  grievaaoes 
that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulbum) 
proposed  a  modification  of  the  law  relating 
to  tithes,  by  establishing  the  Tithe  Compo- 
sition Act :  and  I  verily  believe,  that  if  the 
operation  of  that  Act  had  been  more  widely 
extended,  it  would  in  a  great  degree  have 
removed  the  grievances.  But  this  is  a 
question  at  which  we  must  look  at  no 
distant  period — whether  it  be  done  next 
year  or  the  year  after — with  a  view  to 
remove  the  evils  with  which  the  present 
system  is  attended,  and  to  place  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church  in  a  better  con- 
dition. Was  it  not  stated  in  a  petition  from 
the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Leighlin, 
presented  in  the  last  Session,  that  the 
existing  laws  were  inadequate  to  enable  the 
clergy  to  recover  their  tithes,  the  payment 
of  which,  in  many  parts  of  that  diocese, 
had  been  successfully  resisted  for  three  or 
four  consecutive  years  ?  The  existing  laws 
being  found  insufficient,  the  security  with 
which  the  payment  of  tithes  can  be  evaded, 
without  violating  the  laws,  has  given 
strength  to  the  combination.  Under  these 
circumstances,  therefore,  it  is  the  intention 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  compliance 
with  the  gracious  Speech  which  has  been 
to-day  addressed  to  us  from  the  Throne, 
to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  to  which  all  the  facts  of  which 
the  Government  is  in  possession,  connected 
with  this  subject  are  to  be  referred ;  and 
Ministers  are  at  the  same  time  prep8j:ed  to 
lay  before  that  Committee,  immediately 
after  its  appointment,  the  measures  whidi 
they  propose  to  adopt.  I  trust,  then,  that 
the  House  will  see,  with  these  views,  that 
it  would  be  most  inconvenient  for  me  to 
take  up  its  time  by  going  further  into  the 
details  of  this  question,  which  is  one  of  the 
most  important  that  can  be  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  But  of 
this  the  House  may  rest  assuiedi  that  ia 
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the  plans  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
propose  to  bring  forward  for  the  removal 
of  political  grievances,  they  will  do  nothing 
by  which  the  Constitution  may  be  en- 
dangered; and  in  any  measures  which 
they  may  have  in  view  in  reference  to  the 
Churchy  their  object  will  certainly  not  be 
to  weaken  the  foundations  of  its  property. 
I  grant  that  if  the  property  of  the  Church 
were  once  endangered,  the  danger  would 
soon  be  extended  to  the  taxes  of  the  State, 
and  next,  to  the  rent  of  the  landlords.  I 
can  assure  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  in  the  measures  which 
I  may  feel  it  my  duty  to  submit  to  the 
House,  I  shall  keep  in  view  the  object  of 
giving  additional  security  to  the  rights  of 
the  rrotestant  Clergy,  and  of  removing 
the  evils  which  are  complained  of  as  arising 
out  of  the  present  system.  As  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  addressed  the  House,  or,  I  believe, 
of  any  other  Member,  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  i  will  not  trespass 
further  on  the  time  of  the  House,  having 
replied  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  topics  connected  with  that 
department  of  the  Government  to  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  belong. 

Mr.  Croker,  in  explanation,  said,  he 
was  not  opposed  to  some  alteration  in  the 
arrangements  relating  to  the  mode  of  levy- 
ing tithes.  In  what  he  said  upon  that  part 
of  the  Speech,  he  meant  merely  to  guard 
himself  against  being  supposed,  by  the  vote 
he  gave,  to  pledge  Umself  to  any  speci6c 
measure. 

Sir  Charles  fVelherell  said,  that  there 
was  one  passage  in  his  Majesty *8  Speech 
which  referred  to  a  subject  on  which  he 
felt  a  great  anxiety  to  express  his  opinion ; 
and,  he  had  no  doubt,  that  the  House  on 
all  sides  would  honour  him  with  atten- 
tion. His  anxiety  arose  from  several  con- 
siderations: first,  from  a  consideration  of 
the  duty  which  he  owed  to  the  public ; 
secondly,  from  a  consideration  of  the  duty 
which  he  owed  to  the  laws ;  and,  lastly, 
from  a  consideration  of  the  duty  which  he 
owed  to  himself.  He  alluded  to  that  part 
of  the  King's  Speech  in  which  reference 
was  made  to  the  late  calamitous  occurrences 
at  Bristol ;  and  which  was  as  follows : — 
"  The  authority  of  the  laws  must  be  vin- 
dicated by  the  punishment  of  offences 
which  have  produced  so  extensive  a  de- 
struction of  property,  and  so  extensive  a 
loss  of  life.  1  think  it  right  to  direct  your 
attention  to  the  best  means  of  improving 
the  municipal  police  of  the  kinedom,  in 
the  more  effectual  protection  of  the  public 


peace  against  the  recurrence  of  similar 
commotions."  For  reasons  which  were 
perfectly  obvious,  the  Speech  omitted  to 
go  into  the  history  of  those  disastrous 
occurrences.  Indeed,  as  the  inquiries  into 
the  circumstances  out  of  which  they  arose 
were  at  that  moment  in  progress,  until  they 
should  be  concluded,  it  would  be  highly 
improper  to  go  into  a  detail  of  facts,  the 
true  nature  and  extent  of  which  had  not 
yet  been  clearly  ascertained.  But,  in  re- 
ference to  himself,  he  felt  bound,  on  con-^ 
siderations,  as  he  had  said,  of  his  duty  to 
the  public,  to  the  laws,  and  to  himself,  to 
make  a  few  remarks  upon  that  part  of  the 
Speech.  He  had  been  charged  by  the  Press 
in  part  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  with 
being  directly  the  author  of  all  the  disasters 
whidi  had  befallen  Bristol.  But,  if  the 
smallest  part  of  those  calamities  could  be 
attributed  to  him,  he  should  be  content  to 
retire  in  shame  from  that  honourable  House, 
and  to  hide  his  diminished  head  in  the 
obscurity  to  which  public  indignation  and 
contempt  might  justly  drive  him.  But  that 
charge  was  false  in  all  its  parts,  and  he 
felt  confident  of  his  ability  to  prove  it  so. 
It  had,  however,  been  reiterat^  from  time 
to  time  by  all  the  Press  of  London,  and 
especially  by  those  writers  who  avowed 
that  they  had  communications  with  the 
Government — who  asserted,  from  time  to 
time,  that  intelligence  was  communicated 
to  them  by  members  of  the  Government, 
and  who  had,  at  all  events,  given  informa- 
tion to  the  public  which  uiey  could  get 
only  from  the  Government.  Now,  it  was 
not  to  be  inferred  that  he  found  fault  with 
Government  for  so  communicating  with 
the  Press.  To  do  so  had  been  the  habit  of 
every  preceding  Administration,  and  no  one 
could  blame  the  present  Ministers  for  com- 
municating in  the  usual  way  with  The 
Times,  or  The  Courier,  or  with  any  other 
newspaper.  But,  in  all  those  Journals, 
the  charge  had  been  made  aeainst  him, 
that  he  went  down  to  Bristol,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  functions  as  a  Judge  under  his 
Majesty's  Commission,  contrary  to  the 
remonstrances  of  the  Government,  and  of 
the  Magistrates  of  that  town — that  his 
doing  so  was  the  effect  of  indiscretion, 
obstinacy,  foolhardiness,  and  a  wish  to 
stimulate  the  people  to  acts  of  violence ; 
in  short,  that  his  conduct  was  influenced 
by  every  unworthy  motive,  which  the  re- 
monstrances made  to  him  could  not  restrain. 
Now,  he  would  say  plainly,  that  that  state- 
ment was,  in  every  part  of  it,  false,  base, 
and  scandalous.  If  he  were  to  go  over  and 
comment  upon  every  species  of  calumny 
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with  which  he  had  heen  asiailed^  it  would 
he  neceisaiy  for  him  to  occupy  the  House 
-p-he  would  not  say  four-and-twenty  hours, 
hut  four-and«twenty  days.  But  when  newft- 
papers  which  were  in  communication  with 
the  Government,  made  those  attacks  upon 
him,  and  represented  him  as  the  author  of 
the  calamities  at  Bristol,  he  was  compelled 
to  assert,  that  some  members  of  the  Press 
were  becoming  tyrannical,  base,  and  slan- 
derous ;  for  many  of  those  who  made  such 
assertions  respecting  him,  knew  well  that 
they  were  false.      How  stood  the  case? 
A  deputation  from  Bristol,  consisting  of 
the  Sheriff  and  one  of  the  Aldermen,  had 
waited  on  him  some  time  previous  to  the 
period  fixed  for  the  gaol  delivery  in  that 
city,  and  had  informed  him,  that  they  did 
not  think  it  safe  for  the  Recorder  to  enter 
Bristol  in  the  usual  manner,  to  perform  his 
duty  on  the  occasion  then  approaching; 
without  the  protection  of  a  stronger  tbrce 
than  the  civil  authorities  had  at  Uieir  dis< 
posal.    He  need  not  inform  the  House, 
that  the  entry  pf  the  Recorder  into  Bristol 
ia  made  in  the  same  manner  as  the  entry 
of  the  Judges  of  Assises  into  other  places. 
In  consequence  of  the  information  which 
he  had  thus  received,  he  consulted  with 
the  magistracy,  and  found  them  to  be  of 
opinion,  that  the  constabulary  force  which 
they  could  obtain  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  prevent  riot ;  and  it  was  accordingly 
decided,  that  a  deputation  should  wait  upon 
the  noble  Viscount  (the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department),  to  represent 
to  him  the  necessity  for  sending  a  military 
force  to  Bristol.     It  might  be  asked,  why 
did  not  he  attend  with  that  deputation? 
His  reason  was  this,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  deputation  should  have  occasion  to 
enter  into  any  discussion  relating  to  him, 
he  might  furnish  them,  by  his  absence,  an 
ample  opportunity  to  do  so.    Those  gentle- 
men were  informed  by  the  noble  Viscount, 
that  military  assistance  should  be  furnished 
to  the  Magistrates,  and  a  request  was  made 
that  he  should  attend  with  the  deputation 
at  another  interview.     In  two  days  after- 
wards (he  believed)  he  did  attend.     On 
the  first  interview,  information  was  con- 
veyed to  Government  that  military  assist- 
ance was  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
the  Judge  in  the  exercise  of  his  duty ;  and, 
on  the  second  occasion,  it  was  understood 
that  every  thins  was  to  go  on  as  usual. 
Tiiis  understanding  was  come  to  in  the 
presence  of  several  members  of  the  Cabinet. 
If,  on  the  seoond  interview,  a  single  word 
had  passed  which  could  be  oonimered  as 
omfiaeotialf  no  man  would  be  more  un- 


willing than  he  was  to  mention  it*  B11I9 
in  fact,  there  was  no  confidential  ooniHiii* 
nication  whatever.  Information  WM  tkea 
sent  down  to  the  authorities  at  BritlQl,  thai 
everything  was  to  go  on  as  usual.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  aware  of  the 
truth  of  his  statement,  and  h*  was  Hire 
that  it  would  be  confirmed  by  the  m^nben 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  Now,  if 
they  saw  that  military  assistance  was  ne- 
cessary to  preserve  peace  at  the  entry  of 
the  Judge,  and  if  they  thought  ihat  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  the  suspension  of  the 
general  gaol  delivery,  surely  they  would 
have  stated  that,  either  at  the  first  inter- 
view with  the  deputation,  or  at  the  seoond, 
at  which  he  was  present.  He  had,  in  his 
own  mind,  considered  whether  the  public 
ceremony  of  his  entry  might  he  dispeiued 
with,  but  he  came  to  the  coqduaion  that 
this  was  impossible.  He,  therefeiei,  4ail 
nothing  more  than  send  down  word,  ea 
had  been  agreed  to,  that  everythipg  shfiuU 
go  on  as  usual.  He  trusted,  that  the  House 
was  satisfied  that  he  had  given  a  full  and 
flat  contradiction  to  the  gross  ealunioj 
which  had  been  kept  up  in  the  I«ondon 
newspapers  for  nearly  a  fortnight,  and  from 
thence  was  poured  through  the  arteries  of 
the  Press  into  every  part  of  the  country, 
and  was  conveyed  back  aeain  through  the 
veins,  having  undergone  the  usual  altesa- 
tions  in  its  course.  With  whatever  §^arf 
the  slander  might  appear  in  The  Timee  of 
the  morning,  additional  brightness  was  shed 
upon  it  by  The  Sun  in  the  afternoon,  and 
The  Courier  at  length  took  it  off  to  Pari^ 
nefflecting  nothing  by  the  way  that  oould 
md^e  it  more  astringent,  acrimonious,  and 
personally  offensive.  Whatever,  in  short, 
malignity  could  devise,  was  resorted  to. 
The  French  papers  assured  the  public,  that 
his  conduct  was  much  condemned  hy  the 
coteries — that  was  the  word — but  he  did 
not  know  whether  they  meant  the  coteries 
of  La  rue  des  Tuilleries,  or  those  of  Im 
rue  de  la  Paix.  He  only  knew,  that  4^ 
conduct  of  the  humble  individual  then 
before  the  House  was  most  unsparinglj 
assailed  on  all  sides.  He  need  not  tell  the 
House,  that  the  Press  of  Ireland  kept  pace 
with  that  of  England,  and  attacked  him 
with  no  less  vehemence  and  injustice.  AU 
this  might  seem  more  than  a  man  ought 
to  endure  without  repelling  it,  nor  would 
he  have  borne  with  it,  but  that  he  should 
have  been  unworthy  of  his  station  as  a 
Judge— he  should  have  degraded  himself 
as  a  gentleman — ^he  should  have  forgotten 
his  dignity  as  a  Member  of  the  English 
Parliament«-if  he  had  surrendered  his  nght 
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of  onNMing  the  Refomi  Bill,  and  of  tiating  | 
to  that  House  and  to  the  country,  fully 
and  fearlessly,  the  grounds  of  his  opposition. 
He  would  not  consent  to  surrender  any  of 
those  rights,  hy  entering  into  a  controversy 
with  the  newspapers  for  the  purpose  of 
refuting  the  slanders  of  his  numberless 
assailants.  Indeed,  to  do  so  it  would  have 
been  necessary  to  write  letters  to  every 
radical  editor  in  England,  informing  him 
that  he  had  been  altogether  misinformed 
as  to  his  (Sir  Charles  Wetherell's)  conduct, 
and  had,  rather  unguardedly,  opened  his 
pages  to  calumny  and  falsehood.  Had  he 
transmitted  a  circular  of  that  kind,  he 
feared  he  could  npt  so  have  fashioned  his 
address  as  to  combine  civility  with  truth. 
That  course  he  could  not  consent  to  take, 
but  be  did  hope,  that  the  time  would  come 
when,  in  that  House,  he  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  himsdf,  and  of 
showing  to  the  nation  that  which  every 
candid  man  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment must  acknowledge  to  have  been  the 
true  nature  of  the  occurrences.  Again^  it 
had  been  said,  that  a  deputation  from  the 
Magistrates  of  Bristol  waited  upon  him,  in 
London,  to  dissuade  him  from  going  down, 
and  that,  subsequently,  another  deputation 
met  him  at  Bath  for  the  same  purpose. 
But  that  was  not  the  truth.  He  had  already 
explained  the  nature  of  the  communications 
which  he  had  had  with  the  deputation  in 
London,  and  the  gentlemen  who  waited  on 
him  in  Bath  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
municating to  him  the  very  judicious  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  made  with  the 
view  of  protecting  the  procession.  It  was 
determined,  and,  as  he  thought,  very  pro- 
perly, that  the  military  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Magistrates,  should  not  be  displayed  parad- 
ing the  streets,  or  forming  part  of  the 
procession,  but  that  they  should  be  kept 
under  cover ;  and,  in  fact,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  Political  Union,  it  would  not 
have  been  generally  known  in  the  city  that 
there  was  any  apprehension  of  riot,  or  that 
military  assistance  was  likely  to  be  required. 
It  was  thought  right  to  avoid  the  excite- 
ment which  that  might  have  occasioned. 
But  he  would  not  go  into  a  detail,  which 
had,  very  properly,  as  he  thought,  been 
abstained  fiom  in  his  Majesty's  Speech. 
It  was  not  true  that  he  "disappeared"  from 
Bristol  as  had  been  said ;  he  had  not  taken 
his  departure  until  the  Chief  Magistrate's 
bed  had  been  taken  from  off  the  bedstead, 
and  put  in  the  window  of  the  Mansion- 
bouse,  for  the  purpose  of  being  used  as  a 
Vnri^de.     Tlum  he  certainly  did  think 


that  the  presence  of  the  Judge  was  no 
longer  necessary.  The  gaol  delivery  wai 
terminated;  and,  at  six  or  seven  o'ekx4^ 
in  the  evening  of  the  Saturday,  he  left 
the  town  ;  so  that  every  thing  whieh 
occurred  on  the  Sunday  and  Monday 
took  place  without  his  knowledge.  He 
thought  that  he  had  now  said  enough  to 
exculpate  himself  in  the  eyes  of  the  House, 
If  he  had  not  done  so,  he  might  appeal  to 
the  liberality— might  invoke  the  spirit— r 
might  challenge  the  courage  of  any  man 
in  any  part  of  that  House,  and  be  might 
ask  him,  with  all  due  respect,  to  Stand  up 
in  his  place,  and  tell  him  w)u^  course^  ia 
the  same  circumstancest  the  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  himself  would  have  pursued  f  No,  he 
knew  he  should  not  be  so  answered  in  that 
House.  He  knew  that  no  man  there 
would  go  within  a  hundred  lefgiies  of  fell- 
ing him  what  imputationa>  wAat  meerfc 
what  insults,  what  term«»  inoonsiateqt  vitb 
the  respect  due  to  a  ffntlMnan  fmd  % 
Member  of  the  House  of  Coinfno9««  WomU 
have  been  poured  up<m  Um  bf  the  many- 
mouthed,  many-ianged,  venomous  Pmss  of 
England,  if  he  abstained  from  going  to 
Bristol  to  fulfil  his  duties  as  a  Ji^ge. 
Would  it  not  have  been  said,  that  he  had 
basely  and  falsely  declined  to  attend  to  his 
duty,  through  a  feigned  apinrehension  of 
tumults,  which  no  one  else  ever  dreamt  of  ? 
Would  it  not  have  been  said,  that  he  was  a 
false  anti-reformer — that  he  invented  the 
tale  of  projected  riots — and  that,  with  the 
cowardice  which  is  the  constant  companion 
of  falsehood,  he  shrank  from  encountering 
the  danger  which  his  own  invention  alone 
had  created  ?  The  newspapers,  to  which 
he  alluded,  had  not  even  yet  exhausted 
their  calumnies,  and  had  not  ceased  to 
throw  out  imputations,  base,  false,  and 
unjust,  respecting  the  disasters  they  ac« 
cused  him  of  causing,  and  the  reaaons  for 
which  his  name  had  been  omitted  in  the 
Commission  appointed  to  try  the  rioters. 
But  he  had  now  put  the  House  sufficiently 
in  possession  of  the  facts  as  they  regarded 
him,  to  enable  his  political  oppoiienl%  ap 
well  as  his  political  friends,  to  place  him 
on  that  footing  which  should  make  a  man's 
station  in  that  House  honourable  to  him- 
self and  useful  to  the  country.  If  he  had 
satisfied  both  sides  of  the  House,  as  he 
trusted  he  had  satisfied  them,  it  would  give 
him  but  little  concern  in  what  manner  his 
conduct  might  be  viewed  by  his  assailants, 
or  those  wbo  so  scandalously  and  auda? 
dously  libelled  him  out  of  Parliament . 
He  would  now  beg  leave,  to  advert  to  000 
or  two  points,  in  reply  tq  the  speeeh  Qfik$ 
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hon.  Baronet  who  had  seconded  the  Ad- 
dress,  and  who  had  made  some  allusions  to 
those  matters.  That  hon.  Gentleman  assert- 
ed,  that  the  transactions  at  Bristol  had  not 
grown  out  of  the  Reform  Question^  or,  in 
other  words,  that  the  delinquents  were  not 
reformers,  hut  strangers  to  the  city,  and 
outcasts,  who  were  ever  ready  to  take  part 
in  riot,  and  to  seize  opportunities  of  pillage. 
It  was  extremely  difficult  to  show  what 
part  of  the  motives  which  actuated  the 
rioters  was  love  of  Reform,  and  what  part 
originated  in  other  feelings.  In  one  thing, 
however,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  no  respectahle  citizens  of  Bristol 
took  part  in  the  tumults.  But  he  would 
neither  affirm  nor  deny,  that  Reform  was 
one  of  the  causes.  He  had  a  paper  hefore 
him,  to  which  he  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  not  only  as  related  to 
Bristol,  hut  as  it,  also,  redated  to  the  pro- 
ceedines  of  the  Political  Unions  throughout 
the  kingdom*  In  that  document,  which 
was  dated  on  the  35th  of  Octoher  last,  the 
Bristol  Political  Union  assumed  the  power 
of  deposing  the  Magistrates  and  the  Re- 
corder of  that  city*  It  began  by  expressing 
the  surprise  of  the  Union  that  the  Magis- 
trates should  have  called  in  the  troops  to 
protect  the  entrance  of  the  Recorder  into 
the  town  ;  and  then  it  went  on  to  say, 
that  if  the  Magistrates  felt  themselves 
unable  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  city, 
they  ought  to  retire  from  their  office,  and 
allow  Magistrates  to  be  elected  by  the  votes 
of  the  citizens.  Thus  the  Union  first 
created  the  disturbance,  and  then  told  the 
Magistrates,  that  if  they  could  not  put  it 
down,  they  must  resign  forsooth.  Then  it 
proceeded  to  say,  that  men  clothed  in  the 
robes  of  the  magistracy  ought  not  to  be 
politicians.  Well,  certainly,  that  was  rather 
strange  doctrine.  He  wondered  what  my 
Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux  would  think  of  it, 
for»  of  course,  it  must  be  taken  to  apply  to 
him.  But  for  his  part,  he  (Sir  C.  Wether- 
ell)  saw  no  reason  why  a  man  should  be 
precluded  from  forming  opinions  on  great 
questions  concerning  the  interests  and  hap- 
piness of  his  country,  because  he  was  in- 
trusted with  the  administration  of  its  laws. 
There  was  nothing  incompatible  or  incon- 
sistent in  the  two  characters  of  Judge  and 
Politician.  But  the  Union  thought  other- 
wise, and  *' recommended  Sir  Charles 
Wetheiell  to  retire  from  the  office  of  Re- 
corder, as  the  best  means  of  preventing 
riot,  and,  perhaps,  bloodshed."  So,  then, 
all  the  Union  asked  was  merely  that  he 
should  retire,  that  the  Corporation  should 
lay  down  its  privileges,  and    allow  the 


members  of  the  Union  to  elect  a  Becotder 
and  Magistrates.     He  could  not  say  bow 
they  meant  to  regulate  the    franchiae    ■■ 
whether  it  was  to  &  by  Universal  Sufirage, 
or  limited  to  the  10^  householders.  But  they 
gave  the  Magistrates  this  choice,  that  j£ 
they  were  not  able  to   put    down    the 
tumults  without  the  aid  of  the  military, 
then  every  crime  that  should  be  committed 
was  to  be  attributed  to  the  Corporation, 
and  its  charter  to  be  resigned.    But  the 
Union  concluded  its  address  by  ^'exhorting 
the  people,  in  the  mean  time,  to  keep  the 
peace,  as  the  only  means  of  obtaining  the 
rights  which  they  were  seeking."     Having 
deposed  the  Magistrates,  and  having  talked 
about    riots   and   bloodshed   as   the   con- 
sequences of  the  Corporation  not  pursuing 
the  line  of  conduct    which    the    Unioa 
pointed   out,  the  Address  concluded,  like 
most  documents  of  that  kind,  by  exhort- 
ing the  people  to  peace.     He  would  re- 
peat, that  he  could  not  undertake   to  say 
what  share  in  the  motives  of  the  rioters 
was  to  be  attributed  to  the  Reform  Ques- 
tion ;  but  he  could  not  think,  that  they 
who  put  forth  the  paper  he  had  described, 
on  the  morning  of  the  day  on  which  the 
tumults  commenced,  were  not  much  more 
the  authors  of  those  disorders  than  was 
the  individual  to  whom  the  whole   had 
been  ascribed.  As  to  the  Commission  which 
was  about  to  be  sent  down,  he  would  only 
say,  that  if  the  word  ''promptitude,"  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  used  in 
his  speech,  had  occurred  in  the  Address,  he 
should  certainly  have  moved  an  Amendment 
— a  course  which  he  was  by  no  means  desi- 
rous to  adopt.  In  that  case,  he  should  have 
been  compelled  to  refer  to  what  occurred 
some  time  ago  at  Nottingham,  when,  as  he 
had  on  a  former  occasion  shown   to    the 
House,   the  castle  of  a  noble  Duke  was 
attacked  because  he  was  an  anti-reformer. 
He  had  then  taken  the  liberty  of  stating, 
that  if  once  it  was  allowed  that  vengeance 
should  be  wreaked  upon  any  individual  for 
his  political  opinions,  there  would  be  no 
safety  for  the  person  or  property  of  any 
man ;    and  the  partition-wall  which   di- 
vided the  castle  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
from  the  mansion  of  any  reformer,  was  too 
thin   to  prevent    the  conflagration    from 
devastating  the  latter.    What  had  actually 
occurred  since  ?     Why,  the  Custom-house 
of  the  Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer,  a 
reformer,  was  burnt  to  the  ground.  When 
disturbances  and  tumults  had  once  arisen, 
they  frequently  assumed,  in  their  progress, 
a  new  character  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  causes  which,  in  the  first  instance  had 
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produced  them.  .  When,  therefore,  a  castle 
had  been  burnt  down  by  a  riotous  mob, 
solely  because  its  owner  held  obnoxious 
opinions,  he  had  exhorted  the  Government 
to  send  down  a  Special  Commission.  But 
there  was  no  promptitude  then  ;  neither 
did  he  see  any  signs  of  promptitude  at 
present.  Speaking  on  the  subject  of  the 
Commission,  he  must  say,  that  he  did  not 
know  on  what  grounds  the  Mayor  and  the 
Recorder  had  been  passed  over.  He  had 
put  in  his  claim  to  be  named  on  the  Com- 
mission. He  had  a  right  to  be  placed  upon 
it,  and  he  had  sent  a  written  communica- 
tion to  that  effect,  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  to  the  Lord  ChanceUor.  It  was,  cer- 
tainly, that  species  of  right  which  might 
be  superseded  by  expediency.  But  in  this 
case,  what  was  the  expediency  ?  Was  it 
not  indirectly  imputing  to  him,  that  this 
was  a  case  in  which  personal  feelings  might 
interfere  with  the  just  and  impartial  dis- 
charge of  his  duties  as  a  Judge.  That  was 
a  stiffma  which  he  was  honestly  desirous  to 
avoid,  and  he  had,  therefore,  claimed  his 
right  to  be  nominated  in  the  Commission ; 
and  he  made  the  same  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  Corporation,  and  of  the  Aldermen  who 
constituted  the  Court  sittine  at  the  gaol- 
delivery.  He  would  not  charge  the  Go- 
vernment with  intending  to  do  any  thing 
personally  offensive  to  him,  if  he  could  not 
prove  it ;  nor  would  he  charge  them  with 
degrading  the  Corporation,  if  he  had  no 
reason  to  believe  it.  He  thought,  however, 
that  they  had  committed  a  great  error  in 
not  putting  in  the  Commission  every 
name  that  was  in  the  Commission  of 
the  general  eaol-delivery ;  for  now  it 
would  be  said,  that  they  gave  way  to 
the  Union  ;  it  was  true,  that  they  had 
given  way  to  another  Union,  and  they 
had  even  corresponded  with  it.  In  the 
Bill  which  they  introduced  in  the  last 
Session,  they  had  a  clause  confining  the 
franchise  of  the  10/.  householders  to  those 
who  paid  their  rent  half-yearly.  WeU,  the 
Birmingham  Union  protested  against  the 
limitation — communicated  on  the  subject 
with  the  head  of  the  Government,  and 
the  clause  was  altered  as  it  pleased  them. 
Then,  two  noble  Lords  opposite  communi- 
cated with  that  same  Union,  after  it  had 
procured  a  resolution  to  be  adopted  at 
a  very  numerous  meeting,  which  bordered 
as  closely  as  possible  upon  treason.  Even 
after  that  resolution  had  been  published,  as 
he  had  shown  the  House  at  the  time,  the 
Crovemment  corresponded  with  the  Union. 
The  reasons  he  had  submitted  to  the  House 
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formed  the  grounds  for  his  wishing  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  should  have  put  the 
Aldermen,  the  Lord  Mayor,  and  the  Re- 
corder of  Bristol,  in  the  Commission.  For 
the  Union  had  before  deposed  the  Corpora- 
tion and  the  Recorder,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, in  passing  them  over,  seemed  to  have 
confirmed  the  deposition.  He  had  now 
made  the  explanation  which  he  had  felt 
himself  bound  to  offer  at  the  very 
first  opportunity,  without  allowing  five 
minutes  to  elapse.  He  had  complained, 
as  he  felt  aggrieved,  that  his  name 
had  been  left  out  of  the  Special  Com- 
mission issued  for  the  trial  of  the  offenders 
at  Bristol.  In  two  former  Special  Cora- 
missions,  for  a  similar  purpose,  to  be 
effected  in  the  same  'city,  the  Recorder's 
name  had  been  included,  and  so  had  the 
local  Magistrates,  and  the  only  precedent 
which  he  could  find  to  the  contrary,  was  one 
which  did  not  rank  very  high  in  his  esti- 
mation, and  which  he  was  sure  would  not 
hold  a  very  elevated  place  in  the  estimation 
of  any  lawyer.  That  precedent  had  the 
name  of  Jeffries  attached  to  it,  and  had  no 
better  authority  than  his.  He  would,  while 
upon  this  subject,  notice  a  matter  which 
had  been  made  a  prominent  topic  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne — it  was,  that  a  new 
municipal  force  would  be  required  for  the 
preservation  of  peace  in  this  country.  The 
plan  was  not  very  clearly  traced  out; 
something  was  indicated,  but  nothing  very 
definite  was  stated ;  and,  at  all  events,  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that  nothing  special  against 
Bristol  was  in  the  contemplation  of  his 
Majesty's  Government.  He  then  would 
come  to  a  subject  very  foreign  from  Bristol 
and  its  affairs — he  alluded  to  the  Conven- 
tion respecting  the  Slave-trade,  and  the  in- 
fluence which  that  Convention  might  have 
on  oar  relations  with  France.  There  was 
a  naked  prohibition  of  the  trade  by  a 
treaty,  but  there  was  nothing  else;  nothing 
more  had  been  accomplished,  although  he 
hoped  the  co-operation  of  the  two  Courts 
would  accomplish  more  than  had  been  yet 
effected.  Still,  he  trusted,  that  nothing 
would  be  done  to  impair  our  right  of 
search,  or  to  diminish  those  privileges  not 
inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  other 
nations,  and  which  were  so  important  to 
the  dignity  and  prosperity  of  Great  Britain. 
In  the  meantime,  he  thought  the  House, 
and  every  rational  man  in  the  community, 
ought  to  agree  with  his  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Croktr),  and  suspend  their  judgment 
until  the  Convention  was  made  public. 
He  confessed,  it  did  not  by  any  means 
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appear  to  him^  that  any  proceedings  what- 
ever could  be  effectual^  until  all  the  parties 
who   could^   by  any  possibility,   interfere 
with  the  trade,  had  come  in  and  expressed 
their  concurrence.     Whatever  might  be  his 
opinions  upon   that  subject,   there  was  a 
statement  towards  the  latter  end  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  from  which,  in  the  abstract, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  express  any  dissent 
— he  alluded   to  that  portion  of  it  which 
related  to  the  suppression  of  those  meet- 
ings,-which,  in  his  judgment,  appeared 
to  be  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  peace 
and  good  order — nay,  with  the  existence — 
of  civil  government  or  authority  in  this 
country.     It  had  been  affirmed,  in  argu- 
ment, that  we  could  not  interfere  with  such 
meetings  of  the  subjects  of  this  realm  as 
might  be  held  for  thepurpose  of  petitioning 
the  Legislature,  or  addressing  the  Crown. 
To  that,  in  the  abstract,  he  fully  assented ; 
but  if  it  were  intended  by  the  Proclama- 
tion recently   issued,  to    convey  the  idea 
that  the  Birmingham  Union  was  the  only 
one  of  the  Unions  which  formed  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  rule — that  it  alone  had 
oficnded  against  the  laws,  and  that  all  the 
rest  were  innocent,  he  would  take  leave  to 
say,  that  a  more  unsound,  or  more  unten- 
able doctrine  had  never  been  promulgated. 
That  the  Birmingham  Union,  in  dividing 
the  subjects  of  the  King  into  classes  and 
placing  them   under  commanders,  and  in 
the    other    proceedings   which    they  had 
adopted,  and  which  they  threatened,  was 
guilty  of  an  offence  against  the  laws,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  difficulty  in  asserting; 
but  if  the  design  of  the  Proclamation  was, 
to  limit  the  oi)cration  of  the  intended  pro- 
ceedings to  the  Birmingham  Union,  then 
he  would  sav,  tliat  that  Proclamation  was 
equally  ill-advised  with  the   measures   of 
those   in   whom    that    Union    originated. 
With  that  remark  upon  the  Proclamation, 
he  should  return   to  the   King's  Speech, 
which    its   admirers   and   supporters   had 
thought  proper  to  designate  as  a  manly  and 
straightforward  Speech  ;   and  yet  he  con- 
fessed himself  unable  to  comprehend  how 
that  character  could  be  deserved  bv  a  com- 
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position  which  had  touched,  in  the  manner 
it  had  done,  upon  six,  eight,  or  ten  differ- 
ent topics.  The  multiplicity  of  its  topics, 
and  the  mode  in  which  it  noticed  them, 
did,  he  would  repeat  it,  appear  to  him  any- 
thing but  consistent  with  that  simplicity 
and  directness  for  which  its  advocates 
claimed  such  unbounded  credit.  It  had 
touched  upoUjTithcs,  Unions,  and  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Municipal  Force,  and  upon 
various  indefinite  topics^  upon  not  one  of 


which  a  word  had  been  utiend,  entitlbtt 
it  to  the  approbation  or  the  oonfidenoe  et 
the  House,  though,  at  the  aame  tuniBy  h« 
acknowledged  it  was  so  framed  «8  npl 
to  call  at  their  hands  for  any  nibitmliil 
amendment.  With  all  the  clyjeetioDt  he 
had  to  the  Speech,  he  must  admit,  that  it 
contained  nothing  calculated  to  diatuib  Uie 
unanimity  which  was  desiraUe  on  CMCii* 
sions  such  as  that.  He  had  thus  farieflj 
noticed  the  chief  subjects  which  it  wai 
necessary,  in  reference  to  the  Addrett 
itself,  to  touch  upon— he  ihould  now  mj  % 
word  more  as  to  himself*  He  hoped  he 
stood  before  them,  with  r^;ard  to  bis  moral 
conduct,  as  completdy  acquitted  m  he  fdt 
entitled  to  be — as,  indeed,  he  htd  boon  hy 
all  on  one  side,  ^d  as  he  expeetod  ^  be  ^ 
many  on  the  other. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  he  had  not  intended  t» 
take  any  part  in  the  Debfite,  but  he  fUt 
himself  ceiled  upon — as  the  office  to  wUdb 
he  had  the  honour  to  belong  had  boon  lo 
pointedly  alluded  toby  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member — to  make  some  few  obsenratfionf, 
in  reply  to  the  latter  part  of  hb  speech*  He 
begged   to    assure  his  hon.  and    learned 
friend,   that  he    disclaimed  all  connexion 
with  the  malevolent  libels  of  the  Press,  and 
was  far  from  impugning    the  chartered 
rights  held  by  the  city  of  Bristol.     He  had 
always  felt  the  dimculty  of  discussfaig  a 
question  in  which  the  name  of  one  indi 
whom  he  had  been  so  long  connected  must, 
of  necessity,  be  frequently  introduced ;  hut 
he  did  not  fear  the  Press,  nor  would  he  de- 
fend the  conduct  of  that  part  of  it  whidi 
had  been  rather  indiscreetly  introduced  hy 
his  hon.  friend,  in  relation  to  the  Treasury 
and  his  Majesty's  Government.     It  was  a 
grave  and  serious  question,  whether  the 
apprehension  of  violence  in  the  city  of 
Bristol  had  been  such  as  to  call  for  WA 
interruption  of  the  regular  course  of  the 
administration  of  justice  there.     With  re- 
gard to  the  interviews  adverted  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member — in  the  flrtt  biv 
stance  two  of  the  Magistrates  of  Bristol  had 
requested  military  assistance,   which  was 
accorded  to  them,  after  their  admission^  that 
the  police  of  the  city  would  be  unequal  to 
the  preservation  of  the  peace.  With  resjpect  to 
the  second  interview,  it  was  much  as  it  had 
been  described  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,   with   the  exception  of  one   ad- 
dition, which   he  would  supply — namely, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  was  never 
asked   to  pronounce  an  opinion,  whether 
the    sessions  ought  or  ought  not  to  haTe 
been  postponed.     All  that  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  them  was,  the  circumstance  that 
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ihere  was  not  in  Bristol  a  sufficient  force 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  puhlic  peace.  A 
military  force  was  therefore  granted  :  it 
also  moved  to  the  spot,  and  was  eventually 
found  perfectly  adequate  to  effect  the 
object.  He  tigreed  in  the  opinion  that  had 
been  expressed  as  to  the  propriety  of  for- 
bearing to  enter  prematurdy  on  the  discus- 
sion of  matters  at  present  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry. No  discussion  of  the  kind  in  that 
House  could,  he  conceived,  be  profitable  to 
the  ends  of  justice,  or  serviceable  to  the 
parties  themselves,  who  were  involved 
in  the  investigations  then  in  progress. 
He  could  only  say,  that  whoever  had 
brought  accusations  against  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  he  had  not ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  he  could  make  the  same  asser- 
tion on  behalf  of  every  member  of  the 
King^t  Government,  lliere  was  another 
topic  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
nieech  to  which  he  must  allude.  Though 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
blamed  the  Government  for  its  conduct  in 
the  outset  of  these  proceedings,  he  had 
stated,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment, in  issuing  the  Special  Commission, 
had  displayed  much  vacillation,  and  even 
much  imbecillity,  and  he  had  seized  hold  of 
a  word,  not  to  be  found  in  the  Speech,  but 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Francis 
Vincent)  behind  him — namely,  the  word 
promptitude,  in  order  to  vent  his  spleen 
upon  the  promptitude  with  which  the 
Commisnon  had  been  sent  down  to  Bristol. 
Now,  he  asserted,  in  opposition  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  displayed  promptitude  upon  that 
occasion.  Promptitude  did  not  imply 
hurry — it  meant,  that  just  speed  which  left 
time  for  the  employment  of  all  those  means 
which  were  necessary  to  prevent  a  measure 
from  being  defeated.  It  was  extraordinary 
that  a  lawyer  of  the  high  pretensions 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  should  use 
such  strange  language  as  he  had  used, 
when  he  said,  that  after  the  walls  of 
Nottingham  Castle  were  burnt  down,  a 
Special  Commission  should  have  been  sent 
down  the  next  evening,  hy  the  mail,  into 
that  county.  Had  his  hon.  and  learned 
firiend  considered  what  previous  inquiries 
were  necessary  before  a  Special  Commis- 
sion could  issue  ?  Must  not  the  Govern- 
ment know  something  about  the  number 
of  prisoners  taken,  and  the  evidence  given 
against  them?  In  this  instance  did  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  know  how  many  days 
the  depositions  against  the  prisoners  had 
been  in  town.^      It   was  not  ten    days 


since  the  depositions  had  been  received 
in  London  —  and  yet  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  seemed  to  think,  that  a 
Special  Commission  ought  to  have  been 
issued,  even  before  the  prisoners  were 
caught,  and  their  commitments  made  out 
by  the  Magistrates.  His  answer  to  the 
charges  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  send- 
ing the  Special  Commission  to  Bristol,  was 
prompt,  for  it  was  sent  at  the  very  first  mo- 
ment that  there  was  a  prospect  of  its  being 
brought  to  a  successful  issue.  His  hon.  and 
learned  friend  had  asked  why  no  Commis- 
sion had  been  sent  to  Nottingham.''  Now, 
he  must  say,  that  the  propriety  of  issuing 
such  a  Commission  must  be  confided  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
and  the  House  would  see,  without  his  ex- 
plaining the  reasons,  how  inconvenient  and 
even  injurious  it  would  often  be  to  the  pub- 
lic service,  to  state,  why  Special  Commis- 
sions were  or  were  not  issued.  His  hon.  and 
learned  friend  might  discover  something  of 
a  reason  why  a  Special  Commission  had  not 
been  sent  to  Nottingham,  in  the  fact 
of  a  reward  being  still  offered  for  the 
discovery  of  the  authors  of  the  out- 
rages which  had  been  perpetrated  in 
in  that  town.  He  would  not  tell  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  whether  a  Special  Com- 
mission had  been  issued  for  Nottingham- 
shire, or  whether  it  would  be  issued.  This, 
however,  he  would  say,  that  if  a  necessity 
for  it  could  be  made  out,  the  Government 
would  show  the  same  promptitude  for 
which  they  were  entitled  to  take  credit  at 
present  in  the  case  of  Bristol.  He  now  came 
to  what  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  seemed 
to  think  a  still  more  serious  matter.  His  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  asked,  why  was  the 
Recorder,  and  why,  indeed,  were  the  Mayor 
and  Aldermen  of  Bristol,  left  out  of  the 
Special  Commission  sent  down  to  Bristol  ? 
His  hon.  and  learned  friend  had  said,  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  right  that  their  names 
should  be  inserted.  That  mere  claim  of 
right  had  made  it  impossible  that  their 
names  could  be  inserted.  How  was  it  pos- 
sible that  Government  could  make  any  con- 
cession to  Judges,  who  claimed  to  act  as 
such  in  what  was  their  own  cause  ?  His 
hon.  and  learned  friend  said,  that  in  all 
former  precedents  the  names  of  the  Re- 
corder, the  Mayor,  and  the  Aldermen,  were 
uniformly  inserted.  Perhaps  it  might  be 
but  when  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 


so 


talked   of    the   omission   of    their    names 
having  been  made  to   strengthen  the  con- 
demnation which  the  Political  Union  of 
D2 
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Bristol  had  passed  upon  himself  and  the 
Corporation,  he  gave  another  illustration  of 
the  answer  which  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  already  given  to  a  similar 
assertion  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Orford.  If,  from  a  fear  of  the  imputa- 
tion of  giving  way  to  the  Union,  the 
Government  had  appointed  the  Recorder 
of  Bristol  a  Judge  in  his  own  cause,  it 
would  have  been  a  most  flagrant  instance  of 
their  folly  in  being  afraid  of  being  thought 
afraid.  His  hon.  and  learned  friend  had 
then  gone  to  some  precedent  drawn  from 
Judge  Jeffries,  which  he  thought  of  little 
authority.  He  (Mr.  Lamb)  was  not  in- 
clined to  think  much  of  such  authority; 
but  there  was  a  precedent  of  more  modem 
times,  which  he  would  submit  to  his  learned 
friend's  consideration.  He  should  have 
thought,  that  after  tumults  directed  against 
his  learned  friend  so  personally — directed 
little  less  so  asainst  the  Mayor  and  Alder- 
men of  Bristol — he  should  have  thought, 
he  said,  after  such  events,  that  his  learned 
friend  and  the  Mayor  and  Aldermen  of 
Bristol  would  have  deemed  themselves 
under  an  obligation  to  any  Government 
which  had  left  their  names  out  of  the 
Commission  specially  appointed  to  try 
rioters,  in  a  cause  in  which  they  themselves 
were  mixed  up.  He  should  have  thought 
that  it  would  be  no  gratification  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  to  be  in  a  Commission 
in  the  proceedings  of  which  it  was  impos- 
sible that  he  should  take  a  part.  Still, 
though  he  was  quite  certain  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  would  not  have  acted^ 
had  he  been  named  a  member  of  that  Com- 
mission, he  could  not  look  upon  that  as  a 
sufficient  reason  for  placing  him  in  it,  as  it 
would  furnish  a  precedent  for  placing  in 
similar  Commissions  men  similarly  circum- 
stanced mth  his  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
but  not  possessing  his  high  sense  of  honour. 
He  would  now  proceed  to  remind  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  that  in  17^9  a  Special 
Commission  was  issued  for  the  trial  of  a 
prisoner  at  Bristol.  He  had  been  accused 
of  forging  the  name  of  the  Recorder  to  a 
bill  drawn  on  an  Alderman  of  Bristol,  so 
that  when  his  cose  was  called  on  for  trial  at 
the  Sessions,  where  the  Recorder  and  the 
Aldermen  were  Judges,  it  was  found,  that 
it  could  not  be  tried,  unless  the  Recorder 
and  Aldermen  made  themselves  Judges  in 
their  own  cause.  In  consequence,  a  Special 
Commission  was  drawn  up  by  what  his 
learned  friendwould  admit  to  be  a  very  great 
authority,  and  in  that  Commission  the  names 
of  the  Recorder  and  Aldermen  were  not 
inserted,  but  two  of  the  King's  Justices 


were  named  in  their  stead.  That  Spedal 
Commission  was  very  carefully  drawn  up, 
and  when  he  told  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend,  that  the  Recorder  of  Bristol,  and  the 
person  by  whom  it  was  drawn  up,  wai 
John  Dunning,  he  was  sure  that  hu  hon. 
and  learned  mend  would  not  deny  the 
value  of  the  precedent.  He  had  now  done 
— he  had  risen  with  similar  views  to  thoee 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend — and  as  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  had  risen  to  vin- 
dicate himself  from  the  libels  which  had 
been  published  against  him,  so  he  had 
risen  to  reply  to  the  statements  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  which  impugned  the 
conduct  of  the  Home  Office,  ne  could 
assure  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  that  he 
(Mr.  Lamb)  had  not  attacked  his  ndtits^ 
and  that  in  the  conduct  of  the  Home  Omce^ 
nothing  personally  offensive  to  him  had 
been  intended.  His  hon.  and  learned 
friend  had  attacked  that  part  of  the  King's 
Speech  which  alluded  to  the  best  means  of 
improving  the  municipal  police  of  the 
kingdom,  and  had  given  it  as  his  opinion, 
that  much  wrong  would  be  done  to  the 
Corporation  and  city  of  Bristol,  if  sudi 
means  were  intended  specially  for  them. 
The  inquiries  still  going  on  precluded  him 
from  saying  anything  about  the  conduct 
of  the  Corporation  of  Bristol ;  but  he  might 
say,  that  nothing  had  yet  appeared  in  the 
conduct  of  that  corporation,  or  in  the  op* 
position  which  that  body  had  made  to  tM 
progress  of  the  late  tumults,  which  a&rded 
it  any  right  to  be  an  exception  from  any 
measures  of  police  intended  to  apply  to  the 
kingdom  at  large. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  during  the 
time  he  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  as 
well  as  now  in  his  private  capacity,  it  was 
always  his  wish  to  see  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  the  Address  in  answer  to  it, 
so  framed  as  not  to  give  rise  to  any  colli- 
sion  which  could  prevent  the  House  from 
coming  to  a  unanimous  vote;  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  Parliament  sHould  be 
enabled  to  offer  to  the  Sovereign,  without 
a  dissentient  voice,  the  testimony  of  their 
loyalty  and  attachment  on  the  opening 
of  the  Session.  It  had  always,  for  this 
reason,  appeared  to  him,  that  the  Address 
ought  to  contain  no  matter  which  could 
give  rise  to  difference  of  opinion.  It  gave 
him  pleasure,  therefore,  that  upon  the  pre- 
sent occasion  he  was  enabled  to  express  so 
much  of  acquiescence  as  would  render  un-« 
necessary  any  amendment,  except  one  to 
which  he  anticipated  no  objection  on  any 
side  of  the  House.  Before  he  proceeded  to 
notice  the  topics  introduced  into  the  Ad« 
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dress  now  proposed  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  he  must  be  permitted  to  allude 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
were  assembled.  He  was  perfectly  ready 
to  admit,  that  all  considerations  of  private 
convenience  ought  to  yield  to  public  duty; 
but  he  must  take  this  opportunity  of  enter- 
ing his  protest  against  the  practice  of  call- 
ing Parliament  together  without  the  usual 
notice.  He  fear^  the  present  meeting  of 
the  House  might  be  drawn  into  a  pre- 
cedent, and  he  considered  a  practice  found- 
ed on  that  precedent  would  be  bad  and 
dangerous.  He  was  aware,  indeed,  that 
by  Giwthey  might  be  called  together  within 
fourteen  days:  but  antecedently  to  the 
passing  of  that  law,  the  practice  was,  to 
give  a  notice  of  forty  days ;  and  so  neces- 
sar)'  was  this  considered,  that  Hatsell  said. 
Parliament  ought  not  to  be  summoned  to 
meet  on  a  shorter  notice  than  forty  days. 
So  important  did  that  great  authority  deem 
it,  that  an  ample  notice  should  be  given, 
and  so  great  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  dan- 
ger of  taking  the  House  by  surprise,  that 
he  said  the  Ministers  who  advised  the 
calling  of  Parliament  together  on  a  shorter 
notice  would  be  guilty  of  a  grievous  mis- 
demeanor, and  deserve  the  censure  of  Par- 
liament. By  the  Act  of  1797>  the  old 
law  was  altered,  and  Government  was  en- 
abled to  call  Parliament  together  after  four- 
teen days'  notice.  Yet,  though  such  was 
the  law,  the  conviction  of  the  necessity  of 
adhering  to  the  ancient  usage  was  so  strong, 
that  in  the  thirty  years  which  had  elaps^ 
since  its  enactment,  there  was  but  one  oc- 
casion on  which  Parliament  had  been  as- 
sembled at  a  shorter  notice  than  th^t 
sanctioned  by  established  custom.  On  that 
occasion  (being  in  1801),  the  notice  was 
twenty-three  days.  He  admitted,  that 
when  Mr.  Pitt  and  Lord  Grenville  intro- 
duced the  Act  of  1797>  they  alleged  that 
the  greater  facilities  of  intercourse,  and 
also  of  communication  by  the  post,  justi- 
fied them  in  abridging  the  time  of  notice ; 
but  it  ought  not  to  be  foreotten,  that  since 
that  time  the  Union  with  Ireland  had  taken 
place,  the  Parliaments  of  the  two  kingdoms 
had  been  incorporated  into  one,  and  there- 
fore a  new  and  important  reason  had  arisen 
for  ample  notice.  Ministers,  be  it  recol- 
lected, were  always  on  the  spot ;  they  could 
tell  their  friends  when  Parliament  would 
meet,  and  therefore,  if  the  precedent  now 
established  were  followed,  it  might,  in  the 
hands  of  a  bad  Minister,  lead  to  gross  abuse. 
If  it  had  been  necessary  to  take  immediate 
precautions  against  the  Cholera,  or  to  de- 
mise measures  to  put  down  the  Political 


Unions,  or  to  frame  new  provisions  to  sup- 
press disturbances  like  those  which  had 
recently  occurred  at  Bristol,  then  there 
would  have  been  some  show  of  reason  for 
assembling  Parliament  without  delay.  But 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  said  nothing 
of  the  necessity  of  immediate  precautionary 
measures.  Reform,  however,  was  said  to 
be  of  urgent  necessity :  admitted  ;  but  then 
that  necessity  was  as  well  known  to  the 
Government  on  the  1st  of  November  as  it 
was  fourteen  days  ago.  At  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  they  were  prorogued  in  the 
usual  way  till  [the  22nd  of  November. 
Members  left  town,  not  so  much  to  attend 
to  their  private  affairs  in  the  country,  as 
to  obey  the  injunctions  contained  in  his 
Majesty's  Speecn,  to  assist  in  securing  the 
tranquillity  of  their  respective  counties. 
Up  to  a  period  immediately  prior  to  the 
22nd  of  November,  it  was  the  general 
impression  throughout  the  country,  that 
Parliament  would  not  meet  for  the  de- 
spatch of  business  before  Christmas.  For 
reasons,  into  the  propriety  of  which  he 
would  not  enter,  an  iteration  in  the  in- 
tention of  Government  took  place.  Sup« 
posing  the  necessity  for  Reform  were  so 
great  as  was  now  alleged,  that  necessity 
existed  before  the  22nd  of  November,  and 
consequently.  Members  were  entitled  to  a 
longer  notice  of  the  intended  meeting  of 
Parliament  than  that  which  they  had  re- 
cently received.  Before  he  entered  into  any 
examination  of  the  topics  contained  in  the 
Speech,  which  had  been  so  praised  for  its 
straight-forward  and  manly  character,  he 
must  say,  that  there  were  some  extraordi- 
nary omissions  in  it.  That  they  should 
meet  with  two  such  questions  pending 
as  the  renewal  of  the  Bank  Charter,  and 
of  the  East- India  Company's  Charter,  and 
that  not  one  word  should  be  said  on  either 
of  them  in  the  King's  Speech,  did  appear 
to  him  to  be  most  extraordinary  and  in- 
comprehensible. That  his  Majesty's  Speech 
should  invite  discussion  on  the  question, 
whether  the  Cholera  was  indigenous,  or 
imported  from  abroad,  a  question  on  which 
medical  men  would  be  the  only  good 
debaters,  and  that  they  should  leave  the 
heavier  matters  of  the  Bank  and  East- 
hidia  Company's  Charter  totally  unnoticed, 
was  one  of  the  most  singular  omissions 
that  could  well  be  imagined  in  a  straight- 
forward and  manly  Speech.  Moreover, 
the  subjects  noticed  in  the  Address  did 
not  compensate  for  these  omissions,  for, 
without  questioning  the  policy  of  the  views 
which  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  disdgsed  respecting  that  country,  hQ 
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doubted  the  policy  of  introducing  the  tithe 
question  in  the  King's  Speech.  If  the 
House  was  to  be  so  occupied  with  the  dis* 
cussion  of  the  question  of  Reform  that  it 
could  not  agitate  the  questions  relative  to 
the  renewal  of  the  Charters  of  the  Bank 
and  of  the  East- India  Company,  why 
should  the  King's  Speech  notice  thus  pro- 
minently the  tithe  question  ?  The  right 
hon.  Secretary  had  told  the  House,  that  a 
Committee  was  to  be  appointed,  to  consider 
whether  some  improvements  could  not  be 
made  in  the  laws  respecting  the  payment 
of  tithes  in  Ireland.  He  would  say,  that 
the  appointment  of  such  Committee  was 
in  itself  a  very  questionable  proceeding.  If 
there  was  in  Ireland  a  svstematic  combi- 
nation  among  the  people  against  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes,  to  hold  out,  in  the  King's 
Speech,  the  expectaticm  of  some  change  in 
the  laws  relating  to  the  recovery  of  tithe, 
would  only  aggravate  the  existing  evils, 
unless  the  Government  at  once  proposed  a 
specific  remedial  measure.  He  was  afraid, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
find  more  difficulty  in  adjusting  this  ques- 
tion than  he  anticipated  at  present.  The 
Grand-Jury  question,  and  others  affecting 
Ireland,  had  been  before  alluded  to  in  a 
similar  way,  and  little  progress  afterwards 
made  towards  a  permanent  settlement  of 
them,  from  the  unexpected  difficulties  that 
appeared  in  their  progress.  He  had  heard 
with  regret  one  expression  which  had 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary.  There  might  be  grounds  of  policy 
and  expediency,  but  he  was  sure,  that  there 
were  no  grounds  of  justice  and  legality,  on 
which  an  alteration  of  the  tithe-system 
could  be  demanded.  He,  therefore,  trusted, 
that  that  expression  had  faUen  inadvertently 
from  the  right  hon.  Secretary ;  for  if  if 
should  get  abroad,  that  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary thought  the  claims  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  some  alteration  in  the  tithe- 
system  legal  and  just,  the  admission  would 
give  additional  force  to  the  system  of  com- 
bination mentioned  in  the  King's  Speech. 
He  hoped  that  the  measure  of  improvement, 
now  in  the  contemplation  of  Government, 
would  be  produced  forthwith,  and  that  as 
little  time  as  possible  would  be  lost  in  plac- 
ing it  before  a  Committee^  for  otherwise 
the  rights  of  property  would  be  endanger- 
ed by  the  discussions  and  delusions  which 
delay  would  produce.  He  would  now 
proceed  to  consider  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
country.  His  Majesty  was  made,  in  the 
Speech,  to  lament,  that  he  had  not  been  able 
to  establish,  or  rather  to  renew,  the  diplo- 
matic relations  of  this  country  with  Por* 
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tugal,  and  two  cautes  were  aiBgoed  finr  As 
non-renewal  of  them : — First,  the  repettad 
injuries  to  which  the  subjects  of  thk 
country  had  been  exposed  by  the  oonduct  oC 
the  Portuguese  government;  and  secondly, 
the  chances  of  a  civil  war  on  account  of  a 
disputed  succession.  He  would  ask  any 
Gentleman  who  then  heard  him— 'he  would 
ask  his  Majesty's  Ministers  themselvesj— 
whether  there  was  not  the  greatest  inom^ 
venience  in  having  a  country  like  Portugal 
excommunicated  from  the  £uropean  system? 
Did  the  people  of  Portugal  recognise  Dosi 
Miguel  ?  And  if  they  did^  what  right  had 
this,  or  any  other  country,  to  gainsay  tbafc 
recognition?  When  Don  Miguel  first 
assumed,  or  was  called  to  the  exerciae  of 
government,  it  might  have  been  just  and 
necessary  to  abstain  from  the  immediate 
recognition  of  his  authority,  but  such  a 
course  of  proceeding  could  not  be  indelU 
nitely  protracted  without  inconvenience  to 
ourselves,  and  danger  to  the  general  peace 
of  Europe.  Whatever  might  be  the  private 
character  of  Don  Miguel,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion with  which  the  British  Govenunent 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do.  If  fit  for 
consideration  at  all,  it  was  fit  only  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Portuguese  natKMi; 
and  he  was  entirely  at  a  loss  to  understand 
upon  what  principles,  but  especially  how 
upon  Whig  principles,  his  Majesty's  Mini* 
sters  could  longer  withhold  the  recognitkm 
of  a  Prince  to  whose  rule  there  was  no 
objection  made  on  the  part  of  his  own 
people.  But  whether  the  authority  of 
Don  Miguel  was  acknowledged  by  this 
country  or  not,  on  one  thing  the  ndbla 
Lord  might  depend,  which  was,  that 
while  the  present  state  of  uncertainty  and 
interrupted  relations  between  the  two 
countries  continued  to  exist,  while  this 
country  claimed  the  fulfilment  of  treaties^ 
refusing  at  the  same  time  to  allow  the 
validity  of  the  authority  which  waste  put 
those  treaties  into  execution^  it  placed  its 
own  subjects  in  danger^  and  embarrassed 
its  own  commerce.  It  had  a  more  than 
ordinary  effect  at  the  present  time.  Did 
the  noble  Lord  consider  the  consequence 
of  such  conduct.^  Did  it  not  encourage 
the  contest  that  was  threatened  for  the 
Throne  of  Portugal  ?  That  was  the  natu- 
ral result  of  stiU  withholding  the  recog* 
nition  of  Don  Miguel.  There  might  have 
been  injuries  infiicted  on  British  subjects 
in  Portugal;  what  those  injuries  were, 
whether  they  were  old  or  new,  the  Speech 
did  not  state,  and  he  did  not  stop  to  in« 
quire ;  bot  he  contended  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Goyemment  in  xefiismg  to  admow!« 
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\edgt  IXm  Migiid:  alto  tbe  lapse  of  so  lon^ 
a  period  sisiee  Ins  accession,  bad  a  tendency 
to  produce  the  very  evils,  the  existence  of 
wbieh  the  Kin^s  Speech  admitted  and 
lameftted-^namely,  embarrassment  to  our 
own  commerce  with  Fortngal,  and  the  risk 
of  a  disputed  succeasion.  if  a  contest  for 
the  Thfone  of  Portugal  were  to  take  place, 
if  ciidl  war  were  to  rage  in  that  country, 
he  most  earnestly  hoped,  that  this  country 
Would  mcereiy  act  up  to  those  principles  of 
perfect  neutrality  which  it  had  avowed; 
that  it  would  not  only  profess,  but  that  it 
would  act  in  the  spirit  of  its  professions. 
Now,  a  few  words  with  regard  to  Holland. 
His  Majesty  had  expressed  his  hopes,  that 
the  king  of  Holland  would  accede  to  tbe 
arraneement  for  the  separation  of  the  States 
of  HoUand  and  Belgium,  to  which  tbe  king 
of  Belgium  had  already  assented.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped,  that  these  expectations  of  bis 
Majesty  woufd  not  be  disappointed.  He 
likewise  sincerely  hoped,  that  that  arrange- 
ment steered  chfar  of  all  interference  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  Holland  ;  but,  until 
some  account  of  the  transactions  connected 
with  that  arrangement  was  communicated 
to  the  House,  it  would  be  premature  in 
him  to  give  any  opinion  on  a  subject  of  such 
peculiar  delicacy.  He  was  now  arrived  at 
that  part  of  the  Address  to  which  he  intend- 
ed to  propose  an  amendment.  By  some 
strange  inadvertence,  the  Address,  as  at 
present  worded,  pledged  them  to  a  distinct 
approbation  of  the  arrangement  which  the 
five  Powers  had  made  for  the  separation  of 
Holland  and  Belgium.  As  the  Address  was 
proposed,  it  was  couched  in  this  form,  *'  To 
express  our  hope,  though  a  similar  treaty 
has  not  yet  been  agreed  to  by  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  that  the  period  is  not  distant 
when  that  sovereign  will  see  tbe  necessity 
of  acceding  to  an  arrangement  in  which  the 
Plenipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powers  have 
imanimously  concurred,  and  which  has 
been  framed  with  the  most  careful  and 
impartial  attention  to  all  the  interests  con- 
cerned." Now  he,  for  one,  must  refuse  to 
accede  to  this  approbation  of  an  arrange- 
ment, of  which  he  knew  nothing,  which 
had  not  yet  been  ratified,  and  which  was 
not  to  he  communicated  to  Parliament  till 
the  ratiflcation  had  taken  place.  It  was 
^uite  clear,that  there  must  be  some  alteration 
m  this  part  ^  the  Address.  As  he  was 
sure  that  these  expressions  must  have  got 
into  the  Address  by  inadvertence,  be  would 
take  no  advantage  of  it  by  himself  moving 
an  amendment,  but  would  leave  it  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  correct  the  error,  either  by 
codtting  the  paragraph  altogether^  or  by 


altering  tbe  phraseology   of  it,    so  as   to 
avoid  this  direct  approlmtion  of  a  treaty,  of 
which  the  House  knew  nothing.     There 
were  many  topics  connected  with  the  do- 
mestic policy  of  the  country  which,  though 
slightly  mentioned  in  the  Speech,  were  still 
of  great  importance.     From  the  terms  of 
the  Speech,  no  indication  of  the  intentions 
of  Government  regarding  them  could  be 
discovered.     Mere   truisms  were  stated  ; 
but,  for  that  generality  of  language,  he  did 
not  find  fault  with  Government.     Refer- 
ence was  made  to  the  best  means  of  im- 
proving the  municipal  police  of  tbe  king- 
dom, but  it  was  impossible  to  say  what 
was  tbe  nature  or  character  of  the  improve- 
ments contemplated.     The  subject  was  a 
most  important  one ;  in  fact,  there  was 
none  more  so,  and  it  was  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  Legislature ;  but  it  was 
impossible,  from  the  King's  Speech,  to  know 
any  thing  of  the  character  of  the  alterations 
to  be  suggested  by  Government.     Of  this 
conduct  he  did  not  complain.     It  was  per- 
haps convenient,  that  the  views  of  Govern- 
ment  should   not  be  intimated   till  they 
could  be  fully  detailed.    The  mere  allusion 
to  the  subject,  however,  naturally  occasioned 
various  constructions  as  to  the  intentions 
of  Ministers.     It  was  supposed  by  some 
that  they  contemplated  the  total  superces- 
sion  of  corporate  authority.    He  must  pre- 
sume,   that  this   construction  was   totally 
erroneous  ;  at  the  same  time,  be  certainly 
thought  some  material  alteration  in  the  mu- 
nicipal police  absolutely  necessary.     In  the 
large  towns  he  could  see  no  security  for  pro- 
perty and  the  maintenance  of  [order  unless 
some  change  was  effected.  He  apprehended 
the  passage  hinted  at  an  extension  of  the 
principle  upon  which  the  metropolitan  police 
was  formed ;   and,  if  it  did  so,  it  certainly 
would  have  his  cordial  approval.     Unless  a 
stipendiary  police  was  established  in  the 
large  towns,  there  could  be  no  security  for 
good  order.     Under   what  authority  that 
police  should  be  placed,  be  was  not  prepared 
to  say.     In  London  the  matter  was  easily 
settled.     It  was  wisely  placed  under  the 
authority  of  the  executive  power,  who  kept 
it  free  from  all  party  and  electioneering 
influence,    which,    if    not   effectually   ex- 
cluded, would  make  the  police,  not  a  bless- 
ing, but  a  curse.     With  respect  to  Unions, 
he  entirely  concurred   with   that  part  of 
the^Address  which  went  to  assure  bis  Ma- 
jesty, that  that  House  would  give  its  best 
aid  and  assistance  to  enable  his   Majesty 
to  uphold  the  laws,  and  to  maintain  tran- 
quillity and  good  order.     The  law  must 
be  enforced;  life  and  property  must  be 
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protected ;  and  when  the  law  was  found  to 
be  inefficient  for  its  objects,  he  was  quite 
confident,  that  his  Majesty  might  with 
safety  rely  on  receiving  the  most  prompt 
and  zedlous  assistance  at  the  hands  of  that 
House.  With  respect  to  the  improvement 
of  the  municipal  police,  however,  he  must 
remark,  that  there  was  already  an  Act  in 
existence  which  bore  upon  that  subject. 
That  Act  was  passed  in  1 830,  and  it  en- 
abled every  parish,  upon  the  consent  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  parishioners  being 
obtained,  to  establish  a  stipendiary  police, 
and  to  raise  a  rate  for  its  support,  and  for 
the  lighting  of  the  parish.  That  Act  was 
not  generally  known ;  but,  in  the  parishes 
with  which  he  had  any  connection,  and  from 
which  he  had  received  applications  on  the 
subject,  he  had  recommended  it  should  be 
put  in  practice.  The  allusion,  however,  made 
in  the  King's  Speech  to  the  subject  would 
naturally  paralyze  that  recommendation, 
for  every  one  would  be  desirous  to  know 
what  were  the  plans  of  Government,  and 
what  alterations  they  might  expect  before 
they  attempted  to  proceed  upon  the  Act 
to  which  he  had  referred.  He  had  reserved 
for  the  last,  the  first  and  the  most  import- 
ant subject  noticed  in  the  Speech,  and  in  the 
Address — it  was  that  of  Reform.  The  Ad- 
dress pledged  the  House  to  a  most  careful 
consideration  of  the  measures  which  the 
Speech  informed  them  would  be  laid  before 
the  House  for  a  Reform  in  the  Commons' 
House  of  Parliament ;  and  it  concurred  in 
the  declaration  of  the  Speech,  that  a  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  that  question 
became  daily  of  more  serious  importance 
to  the  security  of  the  State,  and  to  the 
contentment  and  welfare  of  the  people. 
As  he  had  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that 
by  this  language  the  House  was  not  to  be 
considered  as  j)ledged  to  any  particular 
measure,  or  to  any  particular  principles  of 
Reform,  he  did  not  feel  inclined  to  remark 
upon  the  passage  with  anything  like  hyper- 
criticism.  Every  one  must  desire,  who 
wished  well  to  his  country,  to  come  to  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  that 
important  question,  but  various  indeed 
would  be  the  opinions  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  that  Reform  which  would  entitle 
it  to  the  appellation  of  satisfactory.  No 
outline  of  the  measure  had  been  stated  to 
the  House,  and  he  had  no  means  of  know- 
ing whether  it  was  to  resemble  closely  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  or  whether  it  was  to 
vary  materially  from  that  Bill  in  princi- 
ple or  in  detail.  Nor  did  he  stop  to  in- 
c{uirc  into  the  subject^  for  in  a  few  days^ 


they  had  reason  to  expect^  the  meuuze 
would  be  formally  and  regularly  8ub« 
mitted  to  their  conuderation ;  but  be  muft^ 
at  the  same  time,  be  permitted  to  lay, 
that,  although  he  most  fervently  desired 
a  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  tbe 
question,  he  very  much  feared,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  agitated  feelines  and  excited 
desires  and  expectations  which  utterly  pre- 
cluded the  expectation  of  their  arriving  at 
any  such  result.  If  he  felt  otherwise— if 
he  believed,  that  the  passing  of  such  a  Bill 
as  that  of  last  Session  would  soothe  the 
minds  which  had  been  agitated,  and  would 
lead  the  people  back  to  their  habitual  obe- 
dience to  the  Jaws,  and  respect  and  regard 
for  the  institutions  which  would  remain  to 
them,  many  of  his  objections  would  be  re- 
moved. But  it  was  his  conscientious  be- 
lief, that  the  principles  of  the  BiU  itself 
involved  insuperable  impediments  to  the 
speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question  of  Reform.  He  believed^  that  the 
impulse  which  had  been  given  to  violence 
and  discontent  could  not  be  easily  allayed^ 
and  it  was  from  that  feeling,  and  from  ob- 
serving the  principles  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  rested  the  defence  of  their 
proceedings,  that  he  found  it  impossible  to 
anticipate  a  speedy  and  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  this  most  important  question.  He 
was  at  issue  with  the  Government  as  to  the 
causes  and  nature  of  the  excitement  exist- 
ing. The  advocates  of  Reform,  of  course^ 
said,  that  he,  and  those  who  acted  with  him 
in  opposition  to  the  late  BUI,  had,  by  their 
conduct,  given  rise  to  the  scenes  of  outrage 
and  of  violence  which  had  taken  place; 
while  he  contended,  that  those  proce^iingSy 
disgraceful  and  dangerous  as  they  were» 
were  the  almost  necessary  consequence  of  the 
principles  which  the  Government  had  called 
into  action  for  its  support.  The  foundations 
of  the  ancient  institutions  of  the  country 
could  not  be  shaken  without  producing  the 
greatest  derangement  in  the  whole  body  po* 
litic,  and  this  derangement,  he  feared,  would 
survive  the  measure  which  brought  it  into 
existence.  Let  the  House  look  to  the  King's 
Speech,  and  learn  the  present  state  of  the 
country  from  that  authentic  document.  Com- 
merce embarrassed,  confidence  suspended, 
industry  paralyzed,  formidable  combmations 
inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  law- 
fearful  outrage  and  disorder,  by  which  whole 
cities  have  been  involved  in  confusion.  Are 
these  the  first  fruits  of  Reform  ?  Is  this 
the  consequence  of  holding  up  to  con- 
tempt the  ancient  representative  system  of 
the  country  ?  Did  he  find  any  thing  in  the 
Speech  about  the  reduction  of  taxation? 
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Or  was  it  stated  in  the  Speech,  that  the 
Estimates  would  be  reduced?  No  such 
thing.  He  did  not  blame  the  Ministers  for 
this,  for  he  believed,  that  the  Estimates  were 
framed  with  a  view  to  economy,  but  he  did 
blame  those  who  misled  the  public,  by 
inducing  it  to  suppose  that  the  passing  of 
such  a  Reform  Bill  as  that  of  last  Session 
would  relieve  the  country,  restore  tran- 
quillity and  contentment,  increase  commerce 
and  emplo3rment,  and  give  security  to  liberty 
and  property.  He  had  no  hope  of  true 
economy  from  Reform — from  such  Reform 
as  that  which  had  been  proposed  by  the 
Government,  and  which  would  unsettle  all 
the  habits  of  obedience,  and  shake  the  Con- 
stitution to  its  very  foundation.  He  had 
heard  the  sarcastic  remarks  of  an  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  respecting  Tory  Go- 
vernments and  Tory  measures.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  called  upon  him  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him  in  opinion  to  attend  at  the 
public  meetings,  and  to  discuss  the  question 
of  Reform  with  the  multitudes  assembled 
at  those  meetings — to  attend,  for  instance, 
where  there  was  an  assembly  of  150,000 
men,  such  an  assembly  asliad  received  the 
thanks  of  the  noble  Lords,  a^d  there  to 
express  their  opinions  if  they  dared.  The 
sarcasm  fell  harmless  upon  them — it  was 
against  the  Bill  that  it  was  levelled.  It  re- 
minded them  of  the  melancholy  fact,  that 
there  never  had  been  a  period,  during  the 
whole  of  the  past  century,  in  which  such 
effectual  practical  restrictions  were  imposed 
upon  the  freedom  of  speech,  in  which  pub- 
lic discussion  was  so  fettered  as  it  was 
in  these  days  of  liberality  and  Reform. 
There  were  worse  tyrannies  than  the 
tyrannies  of  individual  despots.  He  had 
said  the  worst  feelings  had  been  excited  for 
the  support  of  this  measure  of  Reform; 
and  could  the  Government  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  such  feelings  ?  Who  could  doubt 
their  galling  and  oppressive  character,  who 
had  seen  the  bitter  and  unrelenting  ani- 
mosity with  which  the  populace  had  pur- 
sued many  of  those  illustrious  characters 
who  acted  the  part  of  good  subjects  and 
honest  men  in  the  Houae  of  Lords,  without 
the  least  suspicion  of  unworthy  motives  ? 
And  yet  could  it  be  denied,  that  it  was  not 
safe  for  them  to  travel  home  to  their  country 
seats,  after  the  conscientious  votes  which 
they  had  given  in  defence  of  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  England  ?  When 
the  new  measure  of  Reform  should  come 
under  discussion,  he,  for  one,  promised  to 
give  to  it  the  most  calm  and  dispassionate 
attention.  He  wished  that  he  could  anti- 
cipate from  its  success  the  same  tranquillizx 


ing  and  satisfactory  results  as  had  been  anti- 
cipated by  the  King's  Government.  He 
wished,  that  he  could  believe  that  the  spirit 
of  impatience  under  all  restraint,  and  the 
reluctance  to  submit  to  any  control,  which 
at  present  pervaded  and  convulsed  the  land, 
was  attributable  to  such  causes  as  the  oppo- 
sition  which  had  been  given  to  the  prosress 
of  the  late  Bill;  and  that  the  trium]^,  if 
triumph  should  betide,  over  future  opposition, 
would  bring  back  the  halcyon  days  of  peace 
and  contentment,  and  restore  that  spirit  of 
obedience  to  the  laws  which  had  existed  under 
the  reviled  Government  of  Tories.  He  had 
attended  to  the  progress  of  great  revolutions 
in  other  countries,  and  was  not  insensible 
to  their  symptoms  in  our  own.  For  a  time 
the  disastrous  scenes  of  confusion  and 
bloodshed  which  were  displayed  in  France 
to  an  appalled  and  astonished  world,  and 
the  establishment  of  a  Reign  of  Terror  sur- 
passing in  atrocity  any  thing  heretofore 
known  in  history,  exerted  possibly  an  un- 
due influence  upon  the  public  mind  here, 
and  indisposed  us  to  the  consideration  even 
of  beneficial  changes.  But  let  us  beware 
how  we  erred  in  the  opposite  extreme,  and 
rejected  the  salutary  lessons  which  we  miffht 
learn  from  the  earlier  scenes  of  the  Revdu- 
tion  in  France.  Long  before  the  bloody 
days  of  Marat  and  of  Danton,  there  were 
pages  in  the  history  of  that  Revolution 
which  were  but  too  faithful  types  of  the 
events  of  present  times.  Therein  we  might 
read  of  Ministers,  once  popular,  unable  to 
stem  the  tide  on  which  they  had  floated  to 
power,  denouncing  the  Clubs  that  were 
formed  for  their  support,  but  which  usurp- 
ed their  authority.  *'  Death  to  the  pro- 
poser of  an  agrarian  law,"  was  the  language 
of  the  Constituent  Assembly.  He  had  read 
also  in  the  same  melancholy  collection  of 
crimes  and  horrors,  that  when  the  king  of 
France  accepted  the  constitution  of  179 1>  he 
began  his  speech  with  the  terms,  *'  La  revo- 
lution est  finie,"  little  dreaming,  in  the  exul- 
tation of  the  moment,  that  the  revolution  was 
only  then  begun.  The  blame  of  opposing 
its  progress  was  then  thrown  on  priests  and 
aristocrats.  The  cry  in  France  then  was, 
"  Down  with  the  Priests,  down  with  the 
Aristocrats ;"  the  cry  in  England  now  was, 
"  Down  with  the  Boroughmonffers."  *'  Down 
witb  those,  be  their  motives  what  they  may, 
who  oppose  the  popular  wilL"  What  sys- 
tem of  Government  could  that  be  in  which 
men  denied  to  their  opponents  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  judgment  and  of  speech  ?  Who 
could  hope  to  propose  changes  extensive 
as  those  of  the  Reform  Bill,  without  ex- 
pecting, if  they  were  reasonable  mm,  to 
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enqwntef  opponlioik?  They  might  de- 
iknmce  that  opposhxm — might  visit  it 
vniik  conMaealAcm,  exile,  and  death  ;  hut  so 
Itag  as  hoBOor  and  eaurage  existed  among 
man>  (and  m  Enslish  bosoms,  he  trusted 
tketaqnalities  would  find  an  eternal  spring) 
— -tlhey  wooM  not,  they  could  not  deter 
mttk  ftom  the  expression  of  thdr  honest 
opinioiiflb  It  was  with  a  spirit  of  calm- 
new  and  impartialily  that  he  was  prepared 
todlKusB  ^  Bi£l  which  the  noble  Lord 
oppofltta  waaabottt  to  introduce.  He  trusted 
that  it  woi^  be  foundied  on  more  moderate 
principles  than  the  last ;  but  be  it  ft>unded 
on  i9hat  principka  it  m^ht,  he  owed  it  as 
a  duty  to  the  people  of  England  —  he 
c^ftiteed  it  as  a  right  inherent  in  himself, 
aa  one  of  th^  Representatives — to  deliver 
his  opinions  honestly  and  boldly  upon  it ; 
and  as  the  King,  in  the  gracious  Speech 
which  th^  had  that  day  heard  delivered 
from  Ae  Thvone,  admitted  the  right  of  his 
sohjeets,  even  in  confederated  unions,  pub- 
licly to  declare  their  opinions,  and  to  make 
known  their  grievances,  so  did  he,  as  a  loyal 
sabfect  of  the  King,  expect  protection  in 
return  for  his  allegiance,  if  he  should  incur 
odium  and  unpopularity  by  protecting  that 
which,  in  his  judgment,  he  believed  to  be 
the  real  interest  of  the  people  of  England, 
against  their  present  wishes  and  temporary 
dblusiDn. 

Lord  Akkorp  spoke  as  fbllows:  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just  sat  down, 
has  taken  occasion  to  brine  a  charge  against 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  for  having  called 
the  Parliament  together  at  such  a  short 
notice ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  has  admitted 
that  we  were  within  the  letter  of  the  laiv ; 
and  I  m^,  on  my  own  part,  further  add, 
that  the  Government  felt,  that  but  for  such 
imperious  circumstances  as  presented  them- 
selves, it  would  not  have  been  desirable  to 
hare  assembled  the  Parliament  so  early ; 
for  which  reason  we  naturally  postponed 
the  summons  to  the  last  moment.  And  I 
believe  that  it  is  now  generally  agreed— 
notwithstanding  the  inconvenience  of  the 
step  to  the  Members  generally — that  we 
have  exeidsed  a  sound  discretion  in  odling 
the  two  Houses  together  at  the  present 
moment.  The  rieht  hon.  Baronet  has 
complmned,  that  though  the  Speech  has 
emmoed  a  great  number  of  topics,  there 
axe  two  omitted  which  ought  to  have  been 
noticed.  Those  two  subjects,  according  to 
the  n^t  hon.  Baronet,  are — the  renewal 
of  the%ank  Charter,  and  of  the  East-India 
Company's  Charter.  With  respect  to  the 
Bank  Charter,  however,  I  believe  diat  it 
tan  not  been  itsiral,  when  the  tima  has 


come  round  for  its  renewal,  for  that  drcnm- 
stanoe  to  be  noticed  in  the  King's  Speech ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  have  no  objection 
to  state  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the 
period  for  its  renewal  being  so  near,  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  move  for  a  Committee 
on  the  subject  during  the  ^nresent  Session. 
With  respect  to  the  renewal  of  the  East- 
India  Company's  Charter,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  recollect,  that  tot  the  last  two 
Sessions  a  Committee  cm  that  subject  has 
been  sitting;  and  that  Committee  will, 
probably,  this  Session,  resume  its-  labours^ 
The  Charter,  however,  does  not  expire  till 
the  year  1 834 ;  and,  therefore,  there  is  no 
imperative  necessity  that  the  question 
should  be  taken  under  our  consideration 
during  the  present  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  then  went  on  to  allude  to  the 
different  topics  contained  in  his  Maje8t3r^8 
Speech ;  and  he  stated,  that  though  he 
could  not  give  his  cordial  concurrence  to  all 
of  them,  he  was,  nevertheless,  prepared  to 
acquiesce  in  the  Address,  and  not  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  This  being 
the  case,  I  shall  not  think  it  necessary  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Baronet  through  all 
the  ramifications  of  his  speech  ;  and  I  shall, 
therefore,  only  apply  myself  to  one  point 
in  which  I  think  that  he  did  not  fairly  re- 
present the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Stanley)  near  me ;  although  I  must 
say,  that  with  respect  to  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  it  did  appear  to  me  impossible  that 
it  could  have  been  more  cautiously  worded ; 
and  having  Ireland  under  our  considera- 
tion, we  were  absolutely  bound  to  mention 
the  point  relating  to  the  improvement  of 
the  tithe  system,  it  being  the  grievance 
that  requires  redress.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  then  went  on  to  say,  that  the  pre« 
sent  state  of  the  country,  from  agitation, 
was  such  as  had  never  been  known  to 
exist  before.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  says, 
that  we  are  forced  to  admit  that  com- 
merce is  embarrassed — that  industry  is 
checked— and  that  riotous  proceedings  and 
breaches  of  the  law  have  taken  place  in 
various  parts  of  the  country ;  and,  undoubt- 
edly, we  have  been  obliged  to  admit  the 
occurrence  of  some  most  calamitous  events 
in  Bristol,  in  relation  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Charies  We- 
therell)  has  stated,  that  he  felt  himself 
called  upon  to  speak  in  justification  of  his 
own  conduct.  With  respect  to  what  has 
fallen  from  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, I  am  ready  to  confirm  his  statement, 
that  no  remonstrance  was  made  against  his 
going  to  Bristol ;  and,  indeed,  such  a  re- 
monstrance would  have  been  quhempniper 
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on  the  part  of  theGovenunent,  knowing  that 
theGoal  delivery  could  not  legally  take  place 
there  without  the  presence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  his  official  capacity. 
The  duty,  therefore,  of  the  Government 
was — not  to  prevent  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  going,  hut  to  afford  such  means 
of  protection  as  appeared  to  it  likely  to 
prevent  any  scenes  of  tumult  and  blood- 
shed. Those  means  were  afforded :  but  I 
will  not  now  enter  into  any  account  of  the 
reasons  why  they  proved  insufficient.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  however,  announces  it 
as  his  opinion,  that  all  this  mischief  has 
arisen  from  our  having  agitated  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform,  whereby  we  have  unsettled 
those  principles  6i  government  that  pre- 
viously existed  in  this  country ;  but  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  proof  of  this 
assertion,  thousht  proper  to  compare  these 
events  with  Uie  French  Revolution,  he 
should  have  made  this  distinction — that 
although  we  propose  a  great  alteration  in 
the  mode  of  conducting  the  Government, 
we  by  no  means  propose  to  unsettle  the 
principles  on  which  that  Government 
depends,  or  those  which  have  always  been 
considered  as  the  principles  of  the  English 
Constitution.  That  the  object  of  &ose 
who  are  favourable  to  those  changes  is  to 
put  down  free  and  fair  discussion,  is  not  a 
correct  representation  of  the  case.  We 
have  no  such  intention,  and  no  inference  of 
the  kind  can  be  fairly  drawn.  The  com- 
parison, therefore,  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  made,  is  not  borne  out.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  taken  occasion  to 
remark,  that  there  never  was  a  period 
when  the  public  opinion  was  more  fettered 
than  it  is  at  the  present  moment;  but 
surely  he  must  be  able  to  perceive,  that  it 
always  must  be  the  case  in  every  country 
where  free  discussion  prevails,  that  on  all 
vitally  important  subjects  the  weaker  party 
runs  the  chance  of  being  put  down  by 
popular  clamour ;  and  that  where  a  large 
and  overpowering  majority  of  a  population 
takes  one  side  of  a  question,  there  must  be 
a  considerable  expression  of  feeling  against 
the  minority.  The  risht  hon.  Baronet 
concluded  by  stating,  that  he  would  not 
take  that  opportunity  of  eoing  into  the 
quc»rtion  of  Refotm :  but,  m  the  cauHons 
whidi  he  thought  proper  to  urge,  I  must 
say,  that  he  took  occasion  to  state  pretty 
strong  opinions  on  the  subject ;  but  as  the 
question  will  soon  come  to  be  fully  dis- 
cussed, I  shall  not  now  undertake  to  notice 
tiiose  opinions,  but  merely  content  myself 
with  sayinff,  that  I  trust  the  measure  about 
to  behnmght  fonmd  will  be  found  as  fiiUy 


deserving  of  the  confidence  of  the  panle, 
and  of  this  House,  as  the  BiU  ci  hat 
Session,  and  that  I  hope,  by  its  passing 
into  a  law,  that  excitement  which  has 
existed  will  be  calmed,  and  general  satisfao* 
tion  given  to  the  people.  For  my  own 
part,  I  cannot  see  anything  in  this  pfopo- 
sition  which  justifies  persons  in  arguing, 
that  it  ought  to  be  regarded  only  m  the 
commencement  of  a  stul  further  change; 
on  the  contrary,  I  beHeve  it  is  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  satisfy  the  just  esqiectationa  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land ;  and  though  on  this,  as  on  all  other 
occasions,  there  will  be  those  who  will  wish 
for  more,  I  believe  that  that  number  will 
constitute  so  small  a  minority,  that  nothing 
they  will  be  able  to  do  will  be  of  influence 
enough  to  disturb  the  general  peaee  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  HtaU  admitted,  that  the  question  of 
Reform  was  one  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  the  people,  but  there  were  others  also  of 
deep  importance  which  required  to  be  con« 
sidered — he  meant  the  condition  of  the 
industrious  classes,  so  many  of  whom  were 
now  out  of  employment.  At  one  side  of 
the  House  the  distress  was  ascribed  to  the 
existence  of  cholera  and  the  quarantine, 
and  at  the  other  it  was  said  to  be  caused  by 
the  affitation  of  this  question  of  Reform. 
He  differed  from  both.  He  thought,  that 
a  great  part  of  the  distress  was  occasioned 
by  the  too  hasty  withdrawal  of  the  paper 
currency,  and  by  not  reducing  taxes  in  the 
same  prc^rtion  as  the  circulation  had  been 
reduced.  What  were  the  opinions  of  the 
people  of  Worcester  and  Coventry,  in  par- 
ticular, as  to  the  cause  of  this  distress  P  To 
what  did  they  attribute  it  but  to  the  system 
of  free  trade,  which  allowed  the  importa** 
tions  of  luxuries,  such  as  were  consumed  by 
the  rich,  but  which  prohilnted  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  com,  troat  being  imported 
without  great  restrictions.  The  ctely  con^ 
solation  that  was  held  out  to  the  sufierinc 
people  was  this ;  **  the  country  is  at  peace. 
Why,  it  had  been  at  peace  the  last  sixteen 
years,  and  yet  every  year  the  ^Bstress  had 
been  increasing,  and  had  now  arrived  at 
such  a  height  that  the  people  were  goaded 
almost  into  madness  l^*  their  sumrings, 
and  this  it  was,  that  had  produced  m 
dreadfiil  riots  which  had  occurred  at  Not« 
tingfaam,  Derby,  and  Bristol.  Had  the 
Government  acted  upon  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
Charles  Wetherell)  and  instantly  despatch** 
ed  a  Special  Commission  to  Nottingham, 
would  any  man  say,  that  sudi  prompt 
inquiry  would   not  hare  prcfenteJ  toe 
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dreadful  gcenes  which  had  since  occurred  at 
Bristol?  With  respect  to  the  horrible  riots 
at  this  latter  city^  was  it  not  notorious,  that 
they  were  caused  by  that  system  pursued 
by  the  Press  in  the  pay  of,  or  supported  by 
the  Government,  which  had  not  only 
encouraged  the  people  to  attack  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Charles  We- 
therell)  but  openly  called  upon  them  to  take 
away  his  life.  The  same  thing  occurred  at 
Leeds,  where  the  paper  which  was  the 
support  of  the  Whig  Government,  called 
on  the  people  to  spill  his  (Mr.  Hunt's) 
blood.  Fortunately,  however,  for  him,  the 
populace  did  not  proceed  to  acts  of  personal 
violence  towards  him,  although  excited  and 
instigated  so  to  do,  but  another  gentleman 
was  obliged  to  fly  from  their  fury.  Another 
cause  of  the  riots  was,  that  Political  Unions 
were  encouraged  by  the  Government,  and 
the  Government  Press,  which  called  them 
legal  so  long  as  they  went  as  far  as  they 
wished ;  but  when  they  showed  any  dispo- 
sition to  act  for  themselves,  without  the 
guidance  of  the  Ministry,  then  they  became 
illegal.  He  was  prepared  to  contend,  that 
to  these  causes,  and  to  the  contraction  of 
the  paper  currency,  were  to  be  attributed 
that  distress  which  existed,  and  those  con- 
flagrations which  were  taking  place  in  so 
many  parts  of  the  country ;  and  he  asked, 
should  they  do  justice  to  themselves,  to  the 
King,  and  the  country,  if  they  were  to 
neglect  to  notice  these  things  ?  These  were 
matters  which  called  for  their  most  serious 
consideration.  He  perdeived  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  any  party  in  the  House 
to  move  an  amendment  to  the  Address; 
but,  as  he  was  not  connected  with  any 
party,  he  would  move  an  amendment, 
though  he  should  not  get  a  person  to 
second  him.  He  would  do  it  to  put  his 
opinion  on  record,  as  he  was  not  disposed 
to  re-act  the  old  farce,  of  merely  repeating 
the  sentiments  of  the  King's  Ministers.  His 

Sroposition  was,  not  to  get  rid  of  the  Ad- 
ress  to  the  King,  but  to  give  Ministers 
time  to  consider  whether  they  would  follow 
the  old  absurd  custom  of  moving  an  Ad- 
dress, by  way  of  echo  to  the  Speech,  or  to 
submit  one  which  had  some  meaning  in  it. 
He  then  moved  an  Amendment  to  this 
eSkct : — "  That  in  the  present  critical  and 
alarming  state  of  the  country,  when  trade 
and  manufactures  were  reduced  to  such 
difficulties  by  the  withdrawing  of,  and 
narrowing  the  circulation,  without  a  pro- 
portionate reduction  of  taxation,  by  which 
the  incomes  of  all,  except  those  who  lived 
upon  the  taxes,  were  reduced  one-half  in 
yalue,  and  which  cauaed  such  great  distress ; 


that  the  distress  was  aggravated  by  the 
baneful  system  called  free  trade,  by  which 
a  competition  of  foreign  silks,  gloves,  and 
other  articles,  was  permitted  to  interfere 
with  our  own  manufactures ;  that  by  these 
means  the  people  were  driven  to  despera- 
tion and  phrensy ;  and  that  to  these  causes 
were  to  be  attributed  those  incendiary  pro- 
ceedings going  on  in  the  country ;  that  for 
these  reasons  the  House  do  adjourn,  [a 
i^iugh]  to  give  time  to  Ministers  to  prepare 
a  suitable  Address,  taking  proper  notice  of 
the  state  and  condition  of  the  country." 
Hon.  Members  might  laugh  at  his  motion, 
but  the  time  would  come,  and  it  was  fast 
approaching,  when  they  must  come  to  the 
consideration  of  these  matters,  when  they 
would  have  to  consider  why  it  was  that  a 
free  trade  was  allowed  in  luxuries,  and 
why  a  prohibition  was  put  upon  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  The  hon.  Member  conduded 
by  submitting  his  motion. 

The  Speaker  asked,  who  seconded  the 
Motion,  but  no  hon.  Member  answering,  it 
of  course  fell  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  Robinson  did  not  intend  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House,  but  he  would  very 
briefly  call  its  attention  to  the  condition  of 
the  working  classes,  the  poorer  classes, 
whether  manufacturing  or  agricultural, 
were  in  a  most  deplorable  condition.  There 
was  an  increasing  population  with  decreas- 
ing means  of  employment.  It  was,  he  con- 
tended, an  abandonment  of  their  duty  to 
neglect  any  longer  an  inquiry  into  the  con- 
dition of  those  classes.  Much  time  had 
been  lost.  Session  after  Session,  without 
doing  any  thing  on  this  important  subject ; 
and  he  was  sorry  not  to  observe  any  indi- 
cation that  Government  intended  to  take 
up  the  question.  It  was  worse  than  use- 
less to  leave  the  matter  to  the  exertions  of 
private  individuals  in  that  House,  for  what- 
ever zeal  and  ability  a  private  individual 
might  bring  to  the  subject,  no  one  had 
sufficient  weight  to  carry  any  effective 
measure  without  the  sanction  and  co-oper- 
ation of  Government.  He  did  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  present  Session  might  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  over,  without  giving  rise 
to  some  legiislative  measure  to  remedy  the 
grievances  of  which  he  spoke.  It  was  idle 
to  suppose,  that  Reform  would  remedy  all 
the  grievances  of  the  country.  Reform 
would  do  much,  no  doubt,  but  it  would  not 
do  all  that  was  necessary  for  improving  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes.  They 
had  had  various  nostrums  proposed  for  the 
remedy  of  the  existing  terrible  distress  ; 
emigration  was  one,  and  free  trade  another. 
These  had,  however,  failed.    A  beneficial 
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system  of  trade  had  been  abandoned^  in 
order  that  its  place  might  be  supplied  by  a 
system  of  speculation,  which  had  wholly 
failed  in  answering  its  intended  purpose. 
It  was  only  by  protecting  the  industry  of  the 
country,  that  we  could  at  all  meet  the  heavy 
burthens  of  our  immense  establishments. 
He  must  press  an  earnest  hope,  that  the 
question  of  Reform  might  be  soon  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  termination,  for  the  delay 
in  the  settlement  of  that  great  measure 
produced  an  additional  stagnation  in  our 
trade  and  commerce,  which  would  not  be 
removed  until  that  question  was  satisfac- 
torily decided.  He  had  no  wish  that  the 
Address  should  be  otherwise  than  unani- 
mous, and  therefore  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  move  any  amendment.  He  was  also 
happy  to  observe,  that  no  Member  had 
seconded  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston.  He  should  con- 
tinue his  best  support  to  the  question  of 
Reform,  assuming,  that  it  was  on  'the  same 
principle  as  the  measure  of  last  Session. 
His  object,  however,  was  not  to  enter  upon 
any  di^ussion  of  that  kind  at  the  present 
moment.  He  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Session  would  not  be  allowed 
to  pass  over  without  something  being  done 
for  their  relief. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  further,  than  to  express  the 
great  grati6cation  which  he  felt,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  taken  into  its 
consideration  the  state  of  the  Tithe  ques- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  as  it  proposed  to  refer 
the  whole  matter  to  the  consideration  of 
Committees  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
he  had  great  hopes  that  means  might  be 
found  of  effecting  some  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement respecting  it.  There  was  no- 
thins;  which  weighed  so  much  on  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  there  was  nothing  in 
which  they  had  so  long  felt  a  great  interest 
as  in  the  settlement  of  the  question  of 
Tithes.  It  was  painful  to  witness  the  ex- 
citement which  existed  on  this  subject  in 
Ireland,  and  painful  to  witness  the  scenes 
to  which  that  had  led.  Since  the  affair  of 
Newtownbarry,  there  had  been  nothing 
but  agitation,  and  he  therefore  was  highly 
pleased  at  the  intimation  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  it  meant  to  take  this  important 
subject  into  consideration,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  able  to  carry  it  to  a  successful 
termination.  He  had  lately  been  present 
at  a  public  meeting  of  a  county  of  Ireland, 
which  contained  1,000,000  of  inhabitants, 
and  the  great  subject  of  their  complaints  wai 


the  Tithe  system,  and  there  was  nothing 
they  were  so  anxious  for  as  to  have  some 
speedy  arrangement  of  that  system,  such  as 
he  understood  was  contemplated  by  his 
Majesty's  Government.  For  three  years  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  had  received  very  little  or 
nothing,  and  he  wished,  that  some  means 
might  be  found  to  give  them  an  adequate 
remuneration  for  their  services,  without 
upholding  a  system  which  weighed  down 
the  industry  of  the  country,  and  led  to 
periodical  disturbances.  The  resistance  to 
the  payment  of  tithes  was  such,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  income  of  the 
clergy  could  be  collected  without  the  assist- 
ance of  an  army.  He  thought  it  right  to  ex- 
press these  sentiments,  as  he  was  almost  the 
only  Gentleman  from  Ireland  then  present, 
and  he  could  not  avoid  expressing  the  de- 
light he  felt  at  hearing  the  announcement 
in  the  King's  Speech.  He  had  witnessed 
with  much  regret  the  unfortunate  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  and  the  dismay  they  had 
generally  caused,  but  now  he  did  hope, 
that  there  was  a  prospect  that  the  great 
question  of  Reform  would  be  settled ;  when 
the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
Legislature  might  be  turned  with  increased 
effect  to  other  measures  calculated  to  ame- 
liorate the  condition  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Trevor  said,  he  hoped  the  arrange- 
ments respecting  a  part  of  our  foreign 
policy,  aUuded  to  in  the  Speech,  would 
prove  satisfactory,  but  he  confessed  he  had 
great  doubts  on  the  subject.  As  those  ar- 
rangements, however,  were  not  before  the 
House,  he  protested  against  being  consider- 
ed as  pledged  to  their  approval.  The  same 
remark  applied  also  to  the  subject  of  Tithes; 
but  he  must  add  to  it,  that  he  had  serious 
doubts  as  to  the  settlement  of  that  question 
under  the  auspices  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. Upon  the  great  question  of  Reform  he 
should  hold  himself  unpledged  with  respect 
to  the  particular  measure  to  be  introduced. 
Should  it  be  similar  in  its  principles  to  that  of 
last  Session,  he  would  oppose  it  as  earnestly 
and  as  strenuously  as  he  had  opposed  the 
former  plan.  The  occurrences  which  had 
taken  place  since  the  rejection  of  the 
late  Bill,  had  confirmed  him  still  more 
thoroughly  in  his  conviction  of  the  pro- 
priety of  opposing  that  measure.  The  out- 
rages were  frightful,  and  they  would  have 
been  still  worse  had  the  Government  not 
been  checked  in  its  career.  Nor  could  he 
pass  over  the  language  which  had  been 
used  at  some  of  the  public  meetings.  The 
bench  of  Bishops  had  been  spoken  of  in  the 
most  infamous  manner.  That  rev.  body 
had  been  called  plunderers  and  robbers. 
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merely  because  they  had  ooDScieiitiously  dia- 
diarged  a  duty  imposedon  them  by  the  Con- 
stitution. But  that  was  not  all.  They  were 
tcdd  in  the  midst  of  these  atrocities,  that 
those  who  opposed  the  Bill  had  instigated 
their  commission.  He  totally  protested 
against  any  such  assertion,  and  contended, 
that  it  was  infieimously false  and  wicked.  He 
emild  have  anxiously  wished  to  see  some- 
thingmore  definitive  than  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  upon  several  points  of  deep  in- 
terest to  the  country,  and  he  particularly 
regretted,  that  so  unsatisfactory  an  allusion 
should  have  been  made  to  the  question  of 
Fbrtugal.  He  would  not  trespass  at  any 
length  upon  the  time  of  the  House,  but  he 
held  it  to  be  his  duty  to  state  the  senti- 
ments he  entertained,  as  he  thought  every 
Member  was  bound  to  do,  honestly  and 
manfully,  upon  such  an  occasion,  when 
they  differed  from  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. If  the  great  question  of  Reform 
should  now  be  brought  before  them  in  a 
state  to  meet  the  general  wishes  of  the 
community,  and  to  secure  the  stability  of 
the  Throne,  and  the  other  institutions  of 
the  country,  Ood  forbid,  that  he  should  do 
any  thing  to  oppose  its  being  passed  into  a 
law.  But  entertaining  the  strong  con- 
scientious convictions  which  he  did,  unless 
the  proposed  measure  should  appear  to  him 
to  be  founded  on  such  a  basis,  and  to  be 
calculated  to  produce  the  effects  confidently 
anticipated  by  some,  he  should  act  upon  his 
own  sense  of  duty,  and  give  it  the  same 
opposition  which  he  had  offered  to  the  last 
measure.  He  should,  however,  hold  him- 
self unpledged,  and  express  no  opinion 
until  he  knew  what  the  new  proposition 
was,  by  seeing  it  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Skcttv  could  not  concur  in  the  applause 
which  had  been  bestowed  by  the  only  Irish 
Member  who  had  spoken  upon  that  part  of 
the  Speech  which  alluded  to  the  measure 
about  to  be  introduced  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Kilkenny  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  which  he  be- 
lieved to  arise  from  a  consideration  operating 
on  the  minds  of  all  parties  in  that  country 
at  the  present  moment,  who  were  acting 
apparently  under  the  impression  that  no 
virtual  Government  existed  there,  either  for 
the  purposes  of  repressing  the  turbulent  or 
protecting  the  peaceable.  That  this  was 
the  opinion  acted  upon  by  the  party  sup- 
posed to  be  favourable  to  the  Ministers, 
was  proved  by  their  usurpation  of  the  power 
and  functions  of  their  Government,  and  by 
their  having,  in  defiance  of  the  law,  vir- 
ttMUy  terired  the  Catholic  Aiiodation 


under  a  new  name.  In  what  manner  weve 
the  Representatives  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  treated  by  this  party  ?  With  ro- 
roect  to  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland),  it  was  said  by 
the  leaders  of  those  persons  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  supporters  of  that  Government, 
that  no  Irishman  could  wait  upon  him  on 
the  business  of  the  country,  without  ex** 
periencing  a  reception,  which  in  its  manner 
was  an  insult.  Now,  he  could  say,  that, 
having  had  occasion  to  wait  upon  the  rigifat 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  never  done  so 
without  meeting  with  the  most  eourteons 
reception,  and  a  willing  attention  to  busi- 
ness. So  with  regard  to  the  nobleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Government  For 
that  illustrious  individual  no  man  ponessed 
more  personal  regard  than  he  did.  His 
own  predilections  would  certainly  lead  him 
to  support  any  Government  over  wUdi 
that  respected  nobleman  presided ;  and,  if 
left  to  follow  his  own  individual  fedingSy 
there  was  no  person  in  the  empire  whom 
he  would  prefer  seeing  in  that  situation. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  unfortunately 
fallen  into  the  hands  of  subtle  and  inter- 
ested advisers.  His  generous  mind  and  in- 
tentions had  been  sacrificed  to  their  arti- 
fices ;  the  patronage  of  the  country  was 
disposed  of  in  the  most  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner by  such  partizans,  and  the  noble  Lord 
was  compelled  to  bear  all  the  obloquy 
while  they  had  all  the  influence.  In  pomt 
of  fact,  they  were  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  Government.  If,  then,  this 
was  the  situation  and  opinions  of  those 
who  professed  to  be  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  what  was  the  opinion  of 
the  other  party  to  whom  they  were  op- 
posed ?  Why,  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
felt  that  they  had  not  received  justice  at 
protection  at  the  hands  of  the  Crovemment^ 
and  saw  themselves  driven  to  the  necessity 
of  providing  it  for  themselves.  The  state 
of  the  Clergy  of  the  Established  Church  at 
the  present  moment  was  melancholy  and 
frightful.  He  knew  of  his  own  knowled^ 
several  respectable  clerg3rmen  in  IrelaM, 
who  were  at  this  moment  selling  their 
libraries,  and  other  property  of  that  aescrip- 
tion,  in  order  to  obtain  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence for  themselves  and  families,  being 
utterly  unable  to  obtain  their  tithes.  He 
had  it  from  them,  that  this  state  of  things 
did  not  depend  upon  the  will  of  their 
parishioners,  as  they  had  for  many  years 
lived  on  the  best  terms  with  those  who 
were  Catholics,  and  had  been  told  by  their 
parishioners,  that  they  were  willing  to  pay 
tithes  if  they  dared.    Of  whom,  then,  were 
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the  Catholic  payers  of  tithes  afraid  ?  It 
was  dear  they  did  not  respeet  the  laws,  and 
that  no  power  was  used  to  enforce  them : 
hut  they  were  afraid  of  that  which  was 
stronger  than  the  laws.  They  were  afraid 
of  the  acts  of  individuals  helonging  to 
illegal  associations  •—  they  were  under 
the  hondage  of  persons  who  told  them 
that  tithes  were  the  pest  of  agricul- 
ture^ and  the  hane  of  their  religion.  In 
proof  of  this,  he  referred  hon.  Members  to 
an  address  lately  published  by  an  eminent 
political  Catholic  Clergyman,  well  known 
by  his  publications,  who  had,  in  that  forci- 
ble language  of  which  he  was  the  master, 
suggested  to  the  people  of  Ireland  many 
specious  reasons  for  violating  the  law*  He 
said,  in  effect,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  not  bound  or  governed  by  the  same 
law  as  the  people  of  England.  His  argu* 
ment  seemed  to  demand**'^  What  shall  we 
be  the  better  for  obeying  the  law,  if  we  are 
banished  from  our  homes,  and  our  families 
are  driven  to  live  on  roots  and  water  ?  " 
And  this  was  all  done  under  the  flimsy 
covering  of  recommending  peace  and  an  ol>- 
servance  of  the  law ;  the  i^  object,  how- 
ever, of  such  a  publication,  was  to  overturn 
the  religion  of  the  State,  and  to  put  in  its 
place  the  religion  of  the  individual  to  whom 
he  had  allu(bd.  That  individual  was,  he 
believed,  one  of  the  private  advisers  of  the 
Irish  Government,  one  of  its  secret  coun- 
ciL  Such  were  the  parties  on  whom  the 
Government  now  relied  for  support,  while 
it  had  abandoned  a  body  whose  loyalty 
and  attachment  it  had  always  hitherto 
found  to  be  the  best  supporters  of  order 
and  property.  He  never  had  been  a 
hot  or  intemperate  advocate  for  Protest- 
ant ascendancy :  he  was  willing  to  grant 
fair  concessions  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 
but  he  would  not  allow  them  to  overturn 
that  religion  which  was  established  by  law. 
This  he  would  state,  that  if  Government 
did  not  assert  the  supremacy  of  the  law^- 
if  it  did  not  boldly  put  down  those  associa- 
tions— if  it  did  not  take  steps  to  avoid  the 
precipice  on  the  brink  of  which  they  now 
stood,  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  would,  on 
a  principle  of  self-preservation,  to  save 
themselves,  and  to  uphold  their  faith,  take 
a  lesson  from  their  opponents,  and  form 
societies  and  institutions.  This  would  be  a 
melancholy  occurrence,  for  it  woald  amount 
almost  to  a  declaration,  that  virtually  they 
had  no  Government.  But  he  feared  if  the 
present  system  was  persevered  in,  there 
would  be  no  other  way  to  preserve  their 
property.and  protect  their  lives  and  religion. 
Mr.  J(An  Weyland  expressed  his  deep 


regret,  that  no  allusion  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  to  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  poor.  It  was  impossible  that  the 
real  state  of  that  dass  could  be  known  to 
the  Government  and  the  House,  or  it 
would  not  be  longer  overlooked.  He  knew 
fraai  actual  investigation,  that  in  some 
parishes  in  the  country  their  oonditum 
was  such  as  to  be  a  disgrace  to  any  Chria- 
tian  community.  He  maintained,  upon 
every  view  of  the  subject,  that  inquiry 
ought  to  be  entered  upon  immediately, 
and  carried  on  pari  pcusu  with  the  settle* 
ment  of  the  question  of  Reform.  The 
Reform  which  they  were  about  to  adopt 
would  place  a  greater  portion  of  the  power 
of  the  Government  in  the  hands  of  the 
middle  classes ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  thai 
it  was  not  at  the  hands  of  tha  niddli 
olasses  that  the  poor  were  to  expect  to  hare 
their  condition  ameliorated,  as  was  proved 
by  the  fact,  that  in  certain  places  where 
the  higher  ranks  resided,  and  who  afibfded 
some  additional  relief  to  the  modicum  of 
their  earnings,  they  were  comparatively  well 
off;  but  where  the  land  was  cultivated  as  a 
speculation  for  profit,  their  misery  was 
beyond  bearing.  He  had  himself  witnessed 
within  these  ten  days,  in  some  of  these 
places,  families  of  eight  or  ten  persons, 
with  not  two  blankets  to  keep  them  warm 
during  the  night,  without  sufficient  clothing 
for  the  day,  and  occasionally  even  without  a 
meal  of  potatoes  to  give  their  starving  chil- 
dren. He  therefore  most  solemnly  conjured 
Ministers  to  enter  into  an  earnest  inquiry, 
with  a  determination  to  act  upon  the  result, 
as  to  the  means  of  assimilating  the  worst  m 
those  classes  with  the  best  The  very  fact, 
that  comfort  and  happiness  were  actually 
produced  among  the  poor,  where  a  real 
endeavour  was  made  for  that  purpose, 
proved  there  was  nothing  in  what  he  re«p 
quired,  but  what  a  firm  Crovernment  and  a 
paternal  Legislature  might  bring  to  pass ; 
but  whether  the  affidr  was  one  or  easy 
or  difficult  accomplishment,  he  contended 
that  Ministers  were  bound  by  every  motive 
that  ought  to  influence  statesmen  to  under-i 
take  it.  They  knew  full  well,  that  they 
came  into  power,  bound  by  the  strongest 
pledges  to  inquire  into,  and  endeavour  to 
remedy  this  fatal  evil,  as  well  as  to  moot 
the  question  of  Reform.  He  called  upon 
them  to  fulfil  both  pledges,  to  take  the 
bitter  with  the  sweet,  of  the  situation  they 
had  undertaken  to  fill.  That  House  was 
bound  to  look  at  the  dangers  which  threat* 
ened  the  country  in  every  step  they  took 
It  was  very  easy,  when  taking  righta  from 
a  smaller  dass,  who  had  exercfied  them 
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for  centuries,  and  giving  them  to  a  much 
more  numerous  class — ^it  was  easy  to  carry 
along  any  such  measure  on  the  stream  of 
popularity.  He  did  hope  that  the  question 
of  Reform  would  not  be  looked  to  alone,  as 
a'means  of  remedying  the  distresses  of  the 
country,  for  then  disappointment  would 
be  added  to  the  aggravations  of  delay. 
He  earnestly  hoped  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  give  a  pledge  that  inquiry 
should  be  entered  upon  at  once.  He  was 
confident  that  this  would  be  the  only  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  fearful  acts  of 
incendiarism  now  jspreading  in  every  direc- 
tion. If  something  were  not  done  to  stop 
the  canker,  which  was  eating  into  the 
▼itals  of  the  country,  it  was  wholly  impos- 
sible to  carry  on  any  system  of  ^ 
government  whatsoever.  If  the  incendiary 
wai  only  one  anticipatory  specimen  of  worse 
that  would  follow,  and  if  a  healing  medicine 
was  not  applied,  it  required  no  spirit  of 
prophecy  to  foretel  that  the  whole  frame  of 
the  body  politic  must  be  paralyzed,  after  an 
inefficient  struggle  against  a  mental  disease. 
He  called  upon  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
fulfil  their  pledges. 

Mr.  Shell: — 1  cannot  refrain  from  making 
a  few  observations  on  the  remarks  which 
have  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  the 
city  of  Dublin,  or  rather  the  hon.  member 
for  the  Corporation  of  Dublin^  for  in  this 
House  he  appears  in  his  judicial  character. 
Some  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
observations  were  peitonal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House.  Sentiments 
of  acrimony  are  dangerous.  This  is  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  and  he  has  been 
the  first  to  introduce  the  word  Catholic, 
and  pronounce  the  word  Protestant  rather 
too  strenuously.  He  has  given  rise  to — I 
will  not  say  a  debate  on  the  state  of  Ireland, 
but  to  feelings  of  personality.  He  has  in- 
formed us,  that  his  predilection  is  in  favour 
of  Lord  Anglesey,  but  he  has  not  told  us 
in  what  direction  his  interest  lies.  I  will 
not  go  so  I  far  as  to  insinuate  that  his 
interests  and  predilections  are  at  variance, 
but  I  will  only  advise  him,  as  he  looks  on 
Lord  Anglesey  and  the  rest  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  favourable  point  of  view, 
to  lend  them  also  his  support.  He  has  said, 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  stand  in 
need  of  protection.  In  what  particular  do 
they  stand  in  need  of  protection  ?  What 
wrong  has  been  done  them.^  After  all, 
let  us  look  at  the  true  state  of  Ireland. 
Are  not  all  important  offices  filled  by 
Protestants?  Is  not  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  King's  Bench,  a  Protestant?  Is  not 
the  Common  Fleas,  filled  by  Protestants  ? 


Is  not  the  Recorder  of  the  city  of  Dublin  a 
Protestant?  And  might  not  a  Catholic 
member  of  that  Association,  which  he 
considers  illegal,  be  brought  before  the 
Protestant  Recorder,  be  tried  by  a  Pro- 
testant Jury,  and  have  his 'case  summed-np 
in  a  charge  by  the  Protestant  Recorder, 
delivered  only  to  Protestant  Jurors  ?  I 
confess  I  should  have  desired,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  gone  into  some  sort  of 
specification;  that  instead  of  dealing  in 
generalities,  and  saying,  that  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  required  protection,  he  had  put 
his  finger  on  some  particular  case.  If, 
indeed,  he  had  told  us,  that  the  chair  of 
justice  was  occupied  by  men  with  party 
feelings — that  in  the  Recorder's  Court  no 
Protestant  could  expect  justice,  as  the  Re- 
corder was  a  man  elected  by  'the  Catholic 
population  of  Dublin,  then  indeed  be 
might  be  justified  in  saying  that,  the  Pro- 
testant had  no  sort  of  protection  ;  but  when 
the  state  of  things  is  so  directly  the  oon-  • 
trary  I  conjure  him,  if  he  wishes  reliance  to 
be  placed  on  his  statements,  to  bring  forward 
a  specific  case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
adverted  to  the  intimation  given  by  the 
hon.  Secretarv  for  Ireland.  I  think  it 
unfair  to  make  comments  till  the  hon. 
Secretary  has  put  the  House  in  possession 
of  his  plan,  and  made  us  acquainted  with 
the  extent  of  the  measure.  If  I  have 
spoken  from  the  spirit  of  party — ^if  I  have 
spoken  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  as  he  appears 
to  me  to  have  spoken  as  a  Protestant,  I  am 
sorry  so  to  have ,  done — my  feelings  were 
excited  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  John  M.  Doyle  regretted  that  some 
Gentleman,  of  more  ability  than  he  pos- 
sessed, was  not  present  to  vindicate  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  who  was  his  private 
friend,  from  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. He  heartily  wished,  that  every 
Protestant  Member  of  that  House  would 
read  the  last  pastoral  letter  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.  In  his  opinion,  a  more 
Christian-like  production  never  emanated 
from  the  pen  of  man.  It  was  evident,  from 
that  letter,  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
sincerely  wished  to  introduce  the  real 
harmony  of  the  Gospel  amongst  the  people 
of  Ireland. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  said,  he  must  express 
his  regret,  that  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
did  not  contain  some  notice  of  the  East- 
India  Company's  affairs,  and  of  our  relations 
with  China.  He  begged  to  remind  the 
House,  that  the  subject  was  a  most  im- 
portant one,  as  he  had  no  doubt  the  noble 
Lord^  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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felt  it  to  be,  when  he  recollected,  that 
through  the  India  and  China  trade,  between 
3,000,000/.  and  4,000,000/.  sterling  were 
annually  paid  to  Government,  without  any 
charge  for  collection. 

The  Address,  with-^  the  Amendment 
suggested  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  agreed  to, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  in  the  usual 
manner. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday^  December  7,  1831. 

lliiruTBS.]    Thnr  Lordshipc  only  met  to  proceed  and  pre- 
test to  hit  MiOc*^  t^  Addreis  agreed  to  last  night. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  December  7,  1831. 

M  IN  una.]  New  Bfanbefs  sworn.  Sir  John  Owbm,  for 
Penteoke  county  s  Hon.  Antbont  Hanmy  AaHuiT 
Coopsft,  for  Dorcfaciter:  Francis  RuaaiLL,  Eiq.,  for 
Tavisfiock;  Richabo  Gsiatx*  Townlbt,  Eiq.,  for 
Cambrldgethire;  and  Lad  Viaoount  Sandon,  for  Liver- 
pooL 

Bilk.  Brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Cam pbsll,  and  read  a  first 
time,  tfx  the  Limitation  of  Actions  and  Suits  relating  to 
Real  Property;  to  abolish  Fines  and  Recovoics;  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Tenants  by  the  courtesy  of  England; 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Dower ;  and  to  amend  the 
Law  of  Inheritance. 

Returns  adored.  On  the  Motion  ot  Shr  John  Hobbousk, 
of  the  number  of  resident  Housdiolders  and  Persons 
rated  to  the  Poor  in  the  Parish  of  St.  James's  Westminster, 
and  the  same  Returns  IVom  all  the  Parishes  within  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District  :->0n  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
HuMB,  the  number  of  Persons  convicted  of  publishing 
and  sdling  unstamped  Put>Ucatioa8,  the  Magistrates  by 
whom  they  were  convicted,  and  the  period  for  which  they 
were  imprisoned. 

Petitions  presented.  Complaining  of  undue  Returns  for 
the  Town  of  Drogheda ;  for  the  Borough  of  Wallingford, 
the  county  of  Dorset,  and  the  county  of  Forfar.  By  Mr. 
Hunt,  ftom  certain  Persons  of  Falmouth  ,  deprecating  all 
Penalties  in  ooosequenoe  of  Religious  Opinions,  and 
fHraying  for  the  rdease  of  Robert  Taylor.  By  Mr.  Gran- 
▼ILLB  Vbrhoh*  from  the  Inhabitants  ot  Misserton,  Notts, 
praying  tot  l^rtiamentary  Reform. 

The  usual  .fJiMioBsl  Standing  Qrders  wereread,  and  agreed  to. 

Rkpobh  Petitions.]]  Lord  Althorp  : 
I  have  received  for  presentation  to  this 
House^  a  Petition  from  the  important 
county  of  York,  in  favour  of  Parlian^entary 
Reform,  and  I  feel  very  much  honoured 
by  the  confidence  which  that  great  county 
has  reposed  in  me,  by  placing  m  my  hands 
the  petition  which  I  have  now  the  honour 
to  present.  Those  Gentlemen  who  were 
in  the  House  when  the  petition  was  brought 
in  must  be  aware  of  its  magnitude,  and  of 
the  difficulty  which  I  should  have  in  pre- 
senting it  in  the  ordinary  mode.  The 
petition  is  signed  by  nearly  50,000  inha- 
bitants of  Yorkshire,  and  it  prays  that,  in 
the  measure  to  be  brought  forward  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  on  the  subject  of  Re- 
form, there  should  be  no  departure  from 
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the  main  principles  of  the  Bill  which  passed 
this  House  during  the  last  Session.  The 
petition  also  prays  us  to  apply  ourselves  to 
the  measure  with  every  despatch  consistent 
with  a  due  consideration  of  the  subject. 
In  presenting  this  petition,  I  beg  leave  to 
state,  that  I  most  entirely  and  cordially 
concur  in  the  prayer  which  it  contains.  I 
certainly  should  be  sorry  to  see  any  mea- 
sure relating  to  Reform  presented  or  pro- 
posed which  did  depart  from  the  principles 
of  the  Bill  under  our  consideration  during 
last  Session ;  and,  when  the  day  comes  for 
my.  noble  friend  to  propose  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  has  given  notice,  the  House  will 
find  that,  whatever  improvements  may 
have  been  made  in  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure, his  Majesty's  Ministers  have  redeemed 
their  pledge  of  abiding  by  the  principles 
contained  in  the  last  Reform  Bill.  It  is 
not,  of  course,  desirable  for  me  at  the  present 
moment  to  enter  at  large  into  this  question ; 
and  I  shall,  therefore,  conclude,  by  express- 
ing the  satisfaction  and  gratification  which 
have  been  afforded  me  by  being  intrusted 
with  a  petition  conveying  the  sentiments 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  of  York 
on  the  question  of  Reform. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  the  present 
petition  was  the  answer  which  the  county 
of  York  gave  to  the  imputation  that  a 
re-action  had  taken  place,  and  it  appeared 
to  him,  that  the  argument  was  a  very 
weighty  one.  In  addition  to  the  very 
satisfactory  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  friend,  he  begged  leave  to  state, 
that  he  was  present  at  the  meeting  when 
the  present  petition  was  adopted.  It  was 
afterwards  circulated  throughout  thecounty, 
and  received,  in  five  or  six  days,  upwards 
of  4fO,000  signatures.  No  person  was 
allowed  to  affix  his  name  to  the  petition, 
who  was  either  under  age,  or  who  could 
not  write  his  name  with  his  own  hand; 
the  present  petition,  therefore,  besides  being 
an  evidence  of  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Yorkshire  on  the  subject  of  Reform,  was 
a  convincing  proof,  that  the  schoolmaster 
possessed  extensive  sway  in  that  county. 
The  meeting  at  which  the  present  petition 
was  adopted,  was  held  immediately  upon 
the  arrival  of  the  intelligence  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  late  Reform  Bill ;  and  he 
confessed,  that  he  had  attended  that  meet- 
ing with  much  anxiety,  because  he  knew 
that  deep  disappointment  did  not  usually 
express  itself  in  moderate  language,  and 
because  he  had  heard,  that  scenes  of  dis- 
graceful t)utrage  had  occurred  in  other 
places.    He  was,  however,  happy  to  inform 
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the  House,  that  no  assemblage  of  men  could 
have  exhibited  a  more  peaceable  and  orderly 
behaviour  than  the  freeholders  of  York  did 
on  that  occasion.  There  was  one  passase 
in  the  petition  with  which  he  entirely 
agreed,  although  it  was  far  from  being 
complimentary  to  the  ingenious  criticisms 
and  long  harangues  whidb  had  been  heard 
in  that  House,  during  the  last  Session, 
on  the  subject  of  the  Reform  Bill.  The 
petitioners  prayed  the  House  to  pass  the 
Reform  BiU  with  all  possible  despatch ; 
and  he  trusted,  that  their  prayer  would  be 
attended  to,  for  he  believed,  that  to  the 
delay  which  had  been  opposed  to  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  was  to  be  attributed 
much  of  the  stagnation  in  business  and 
public  distress  which  at  present  prevailed. 

Mr.  Croker  would  tell  the  noble  Lord, 
notwithstanding  all  he  could  say  of  long 
speeches  and  harangues,  and  ingenious 
criticisms  having  b^n  passed  upon  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  that  he  was  entirely 
mistaken  as  to  his  facts,  and  the  deductions 
which  he  made  from  them.  The  delay 
complained  of  had  not  arisen  from  those 
who  conscientiously  opposed  the  Bill ;  for 
they  had  acted  from  the  most  honourable 
motives,  and  their  object  was,  to  prevent 
injury  being  inflicted  upon  the  vested 
interests  of  the  country.  The  delay  origin- 
ated in  the  conduct  of  the  various  classes 
of  Reformers,  few  of  whom  could  be  found 
to  agree  with  each  other ;  and  the  conse- 
quence was,  they  had  altered  and  amended 
the  Bill  at  their  good  pleasure.  Those 
Gentlemen  who  opposed  the  Reform  Bill 
on  principle,  complained,  that  great  injustice 
would  be  done  by  it  to  such  places  as  Salt- 
ash,  for  example  ;  and,  while  the  daily 
Press  was  exhausting  complaints  against 
delay,  the  noble  Lord  himself  had  fully 
concurerd  in  the  justice  of  those  opinions 
for  a  revision  of  the  question  relating  to 
that  place,  which  he  (Mr. Croker)  had  called 
attention  to  in  the  last  Session.  It  was 
very  easy  to  complain  of  long  speeches 
and  ingenious  criticisms,  but  the  noble 
Lord  ought  not  to  be  the  person  to  make 
such  remarks,  for,  on  the  last  night  of 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  he  had 
detained  the  House  for  a  considerable  time 
by  a  very  long  speech.  With  respect 
to  the  difficulties  which  had  arisen  in  the 
country,  and  with  respect  to  the  stagna- 
tion in  trade,  which  the  noble  Lord  deplored, 
he  could  only  repeat  what  he  said  last 
evening,  and  which  had  been  much  more 
ably  said  by  the  right  hon.  meml)er  for 
Tamworth,  and  attribute  it,  as  it  was 
justly  due^  to  the  very  unnecessary  agita<- 


tion  caused  by  the  Re£(inn  BiU  which  bad 
been  introduced  by  his  Majeity  •  MiiriHwn 
The  Ministers  had  shaken  the  whole  teoie 
of  the  social  edifice,  and  it  was  no  wondff 
that  its  several  parts  should  be  fjiiloreted. 
The  Ministers  might  talk  loudly  and  boldly, 
but  this  he  would  venture  to  prophesy,  that 
the  agitation,  the  very  unneoesaaiy  agit^ 
tion,  of  the  former  Reform  Bill,  would, 
upon  reflection,  be  found  to  have  cauaed 
the  present  stagnation  in  txod^i  and  he 
feared  it  might  yet  further  le^d  to  aome 
more  terrible  convulsion^  which  niight  d^ 
stroy  the  best  interests  of  the  Sta&  Re 
did  not  believe  the  Government  contem- 
plated any  such  results,  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  their  Reform  Bill  would  produce 
them. 

Mr,  Strickland  tbough^j  that  the  p^titioa 
now  presented  was  not  onlf  a  tiiunphant 
answer  tp  the  assertion  of  a  rt^^^Xf^^  but 
that  it  WAS  a  proof  ojf  the  i«n#V9VM«»^of 

the  people  of  Yorkshire  in  the  pumil  of 
that  grent  oliject  of  ParUKmentarjr  BefanB» 
in  whicb>  he  wfltf  prpud  to  sayi  tW  bad 
first  led  the  way,  under  the  ampieee  of  Sir 
Oeorge  Saville,  many  years  since*  fs  the 
records  of  that  House  could  tesUfyt  He 
thought  it  most  essential  that,  upon  diis 
subject,  the  House  should  comej  nc»t  only 
to  a  satisfactory,  but  to  4  speedy  oondiiMfm* 
Instead  of  agreeing  with  the  riflbt  boo. 
Gentleman  in  the  prophe^  they  bad  Just 
heard,  he  was  convmced,  that  tb<B  adopnon 
of  the  measure  would  produce  a  moet  bane 
ficial  effect  on  the  prosperity  and  bappiiiew 
of  the  country.  He  took  that  oppi^r^Qlty 
to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  great  fipect 
ability  of  the  meeting  at  whicm  this  petlttpn 
was  agreed  to,  and  the  ox^\f  and  pniper 
manner  in  which  the  whole  businaas  of  ibe 
day  was  conducted. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought  himself  ehalUmged 
to  say  a  few  words,  in  conseauence  of  the 
frequent  allusions  to  re-action  by  bon. 
Members.  He  had  been  the  first  man  in 
that  House  to  speak  of  re-action  ;  but, 
when  he  spoke  of  it,  he  did  not  say,  that 
there  had  been  a  re-action  against  the 
cause  of  Reform,  but  against  the  plan  of 
Refbrm  brought  forward  by  his  Majeaty's 
Ministers,  m  should  like  to  ask  the  noUe 
Lord  opposite,  how  many  of  the  names 
signed  to  the  petition  which  liad  been  pre* 
sented  were  from  the  towns  of  Leeds  and 
Huddcrsfield  ? 

Lord  Althorp :  There  were  22,000  from 
Leeds. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  desirous  to  be  informed 
of  the  number,  because  he  had  visited  tboae 
places  since  that  petition  was  agreed  lo> 
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and  he  had  attended  a  lai^er  meeting  at 
Leeds  than  the  meeting  at  York>  where 
this  petition  had  been  adopted.     At  the 
meeting  at  Leeds^  which  he  attended,  there 
had  been  10,000  persons  present,  and  they 
all  differed  from  those  who  had  signed  the 
petition  which  had  just  been  presented  to 
the  House.    He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
those  who  had  attended  the  meeting  at 
Leeds  were  not  reformers  —  they  were, 
every  man  of  them — ^but  then  they  were 
radical  reformers,  and  wanted  more  than 
this  petition  prayed  for.     He  had  attended 
also  a  meeting  at  Huddersfield,  where  a 
large  body  of  persons  had  assembled,  and, 
with  two  exceptions,  they  had  disapproved 
of  the  Ministerial  measure  of  Reform ;  but 
then  they  also    were    radical   reformers. 
They  did  not  approve  of  the  "  bit-by-bit" 
Beform  proposed  by  Ministers;  they  wanted 
something  for  themselves ;  wad,  it  was  his 
qpinion,  Uiat  those  who  pretended  they  did 
not,  were  arrant  hypocrites.    He  did  not 
mean  to  join  those  hon.  Members  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  many 
of  whom,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  he  now 
found  to  be  no  Reformers  at  all.    From 
the  tone  of  some  of  them  he  had  expected 
that  a  more  extensive  measure  would  have 
met  their  approval  than  the  late  Bill.     He 
remembered,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  member  for  Tamworth,  had  said,  he 
would  moro  readily  adopt  the  plan  proposed 
by  him  (Mr.  Hunt)  to  estabHsh  the  house- 
hold  franchise  of  Preston,  than  the  10/. 
franchise  proposed  by  his  Miyesty's  Minis- 
ters.    The  people  wanted  more  than  this 
measure  would  give  them— they  looked  for 
something  beyond  it;  but  the  Ministers 
had  honeitll  stated,  that  this  was  to  be  a 
final  measure,  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  he  was  opposed  to  it.     He  believed 
that  nineteen  out  of  twenty  of  those  who 
had  signed  this  jpetition  imagined,  that  it 
was  a  petition  for  Reform,  but  did  not 
understand  that  it  was  meant  in  favour  of 
the  Ministerial  plan  of  Reform.    They  had 
been  imposed  on,  he  was  sure.    When  the 
measure  was  first  brought  in,  ninety-nine 
out  of  one  hundred  were  in  favour  of  it ; 
but,  he  believed,  that  that  was  not  the 
case  now.    As  to  the  number  of  persons 
who  had  signed  this  petition,  he  would 
only  tell  the  noble  Lord,  thafe^if  he  was 
allowed  the  same  money  that  had  been 
expended  in  getting  up,  this  petition,  he 
would  undertake  to  get  one  up  in  York- 
shire,  with  double  the  number  of  signatures, 
•  ibrUniversal  Suffrage,  Annual  Parliaments, 
«id  Vote  by  Ballot. 


Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  be 
printed. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  he  had  some 
more  "re-action"  in  the  county  of  York 
to  show  the  hon.  member  for  Preston. 
He  had  now  to  present  a  petition  from 
Wakefield  in  favour  of  Reform. 

Mr.  Croker :  How  many  signatures 
from  Wakefield  are  attached  to  the  county 
petition  ? 

Lord  Morpeth :  Twenty-seven  hundred. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  House  had 
been  told,  that  the  county  petition  had 
received  22,000  signatures  from  Leeds, 
and  2,700  from  Wakefield.  If  the  other 
large  towns  of  Yorkshire  had  contributed 
in  the  same  proportion,  very  few  of  the 
rural  population  of  the  coun^  could  have 
signed  the  petition. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  the  petition  lay  for 
signatures  in  the  great  towns,  but  it  had 
also  been  signed  hy  the  inhabitants  of  the 
adjacent  villages. 

Lord  Althorp  remarked,  that  the  York- 
shire petition  contained  1,79^  signatures 
from  Northallerton. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  provision  of 
the  late  Reform  Bill,  with  respect  to  the 
town  of  Northallerton,  was  what  he  might 
venture  to  call  a  job.  The  newly  consti- 
tuted town  of  Northallerton  was  to  be 
seventeen  miles  in  length,  and  yet  it  had 
only  produced  1,79"^  signatures  to  the 
petition  just  presented  to  the  House. 

Lord  AUhorp  begged  to  observe  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  he  recollected 
the  situation  and  cireumstances  of  North- 
allerton, he  must  admit,  that  it  was  very 
unlikely  a  job  should  be  concocted  in  that 
place  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  or  those 
who  supported  them. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord,  that  jobs  could  be  created  for  obtain- 
ing interest  as  well  as  to  keep  up  what 
was  already  in  existence. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  be 
printed. 

Taxes  on  Knowlbdob.]]  Mr.  Hume 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  North  West 
Metropolitan  Union,  pra3ring  for  the  dimi- 
nution of  the  taxes  upon  all  kinds  of  publi- 
cations which  had  for  their  object  to  com- 
municate knowledge  and  information  to  the 
community.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  to 
the  ignorance  unhappily  prevalent  among 
some  of  the  lower  classes  were  to  be  attri- 
buted many  of  the  offences  againrt  the 
peace  and  property  of  society  which  had 
lately  been  perpetrated.    To  remove  this 
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cause  of  evil^  he  thought  that  Parliament 
ought  to  repeal  all  taxes  upon  newspapers^ 
pamphlets — aye^  and  he  would  go  further^ 
all  taxes  upon  paper  and  on  all  articles 
used  in  printing.  They  should  do  this  in 
order  to  carry  into  effect  the  ohjects  of  this 
petition.  By  the  laws  now  existing,  pa- 
rishes were  ohliged  to  find  food  for  pauper 
children,  and  he  thought  it  quite  as  im- 
portant that  they  should  provide  them  also 
with  knowledge.  He  trusted,  that  Minis- 
ters would  take  the  necessary  measures  to 
remove  the  duties  upon  publications  during 
the  present  Session. 

Mr.  Trevor  wholly  disagreed  with  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  addressed  them. 
He  should  like  to  see  these  taxes  on  publica- 
tions increased,  instead  of  being  abolished, 
for  he  was  convinced,  that  much  of  the  evils 
now  existing  in  the  country  arose  from  the 
doctrines  that  were  disseminated  in  the 
daily  journals.  The  poorer  classes,  by 
reading  these  despicable,  these  diabolical 
papers,  imbibed  many  of  their  present  errors. 
He  knew  that  to  be  a  fact,  and  he  thought 
it  a  fact  of  a  most  serious  kind.  Among 
what  class  of  persons  did  these  papers  cir- 
culate, but  among  those  who  had  just  suffi- 
cient education  to  be  pleased  with  the 
matter  contained  in  such  obnoxious  publica- 
tions ?  By  reading  these,  they  acquired  a 
smattering  of  political  knowledge,  by  which 
they  were  misled,  and  he  was  convinced, 
that  so  far  from  improving,  it  had  deteri- 
orated their  condition. 

Colonel  Torrens  observed,  that  the  sal- 
vation of  the  country  was  wound  up  in  the 
diffusion  of  correct  political  information. 
It  was,  therefore,  clearly  the  duty  of  Go- 
vernment to  encourage  its  extension  by  the 
removal  of  all  existing  impediments  to  the 
acquirement  of  sound  knowledge.  The 
more  ignorant  men  were,  the  more  likely 
were  they  to  be  misled,  particularly  when 
they  were  under  excitement,  as  at  present. 
The  most  effectual  way  to  turn  that  excite- 
ment in  a  right  direction  was,  by  allowing 
every  facility  for  the  general  diffusion  of  prac- 
tical political  information.  Knowledge  was 
power,  but  the  people  had  only  half  know- 
ledge, which  was  half  power ;  give  them 
fulJknowledge,  and  they  would  know  that 
they  had  an  interest  in  exercising  their 
power  in  a  proper  manner  in  defence  of  the 
rights  of  property,  instead  of  attempting 
to  shake  those  rights  and  undermine  its 
influence. 

Mr.  Hume,  in  moving  that  the  Petition 
be  laid  on  the  Table,  observed,  that  he  was 
turpriaed,  that  at  this  time  there  should  be 


persons  opposed  to  the  general  diffasion  d 
knowledge.  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
member  for  Durham,  whether  he  con- 
sidered the  interests  of  society  were  pro- 
moted by  the  propagation  of  mischievous 
doctrines — such,  for  instance,  as  regarded 
the  rights  of  property*  This  was  done  hj 
people  in  desperate  circumstances,  for  the 
sake  of  a  living,  while  respectable  penoiiB 
were  deterred  from  answering  them  in  cheap 
publications  from  fear  of  fines  imposed 
by  the  Stamp  Office.  Thus  were  the  moat 
dangerous  doctrines  circulated  throush  the 
country.  It  was  on  these  erounds  that  he 
urged  the  nrayer  of  the  petition  on  the  at- 
tention ot  the  House.  He  would  avail 
himself  of  this  opportunity  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  repeal  the  taxes  aff*ecting  publications? 

Lord  AUhorp  protested  against  a  ques- 
tion as  to  what  he  intended  to  do  with  re- 
spect to  a  particular  tax.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber called  on  him  to  make  a  pledge^  when 
he  was  quite  unable  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Trevor  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  now  admitted, 
that  evil  was  likely  to  ensue  from  the  pub- 
lication of  such  doctrines  as  he  had  de- 
scribed, though  last  Session  the  hon. 
Member  had  deprecated  the  punishment  of 
persons  engaged  in  such  pursuits.  If  the 
proprietors  of  newspapers  were  desirous  to 
reply  to  such  opinions,  they  could  as  well 
d6  so  now  as  when  the  tax  was  repealed. 

Sir  Francis  Burdeii  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex.  There  were  many 
most  objectionable  publications  circulated 
in  a  cheap  form,  in  defiance  of  the  law. 
These  publications  contained  sometimes  the 
most  dangerous  doctrines.  There  were 
men  who  would  gladly  devote  their  talents 
to  answer  them,  and  to  diffuse  better  opi- 
nions among  the  people,  but  they  did  not 
like  to  incur  the  penalties  of  offending  the 
Stamp  Laws,  and,  therefore,  these  publi-v 
cations  remained  unanswered.  It  was  tlie 
Stamp-laws  and  the  attempt  to  put  down 
cheap  publications,  that  broueht  the  mis- 
chievous ones  into  notice.  Give  others  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  a  hearing  by  repealing 
the  Stamp  Acts,  and  these  mischievous 
publications  would  be  fully  answered.  If 
fair  play  was  given  on  all  sides,  the  Press 
itself  would  rectify  all  the  evils  which  it 
was  supposed  to  have  occasioned. 

Petition  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Rrpobt  on  tub  Address  in  Answbs 
TO  THB  Kino's  Spbbcu.]]  Lord  Caven* 
dish  brought  up  the  report  on  the  Addrea 
in  answer  to  hu  Majesty's  Speech. 
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Mr.  Hume  said^  that  before  the  report 
was  agreed  to^  be  felt  himself  compelled 
to  make  a  few  observations  on  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  —  observations  which  he 
thought  were  called  for^  not  only  by  what 
the  Speech  contained^  but  also  by  what 
it  had  omitted.  He  entirely  concurred 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Speech.  Minis- 
ters deserved  well,  and  were  en- 
titled to  the  thanks  of,  the  country  for 
bringing  Parliament  together  at  so  early 
a  period,  and  he  indulg^  the  hope,  that  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the 
great  question  of  Parliamentary  Reform 
would  be  the  result.  Without  dwelling 
any  longer  on  this  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  he  should  proceed  at  once  to  state, 
that  he  could  not  concur  in  that  part  of  the 
Address  which  related  to  the  interference 
of  this  country  with  the  afiairs  of  Belgium. 
Nothing  so  objectionable  had  taken  place 
since  Mr.  Canning's  famous  expedition  to 
Portugal.  He  regretted  to  see,  that  the 
members  of  Government,  who  had  always 
declared  themselves  hostile  to  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Holy  Alliance,  should  now  turn 
round  and  act  in  accordance  with  those 
principles,  by  an  interference  with  Bel- 
ffium,  which  neither  of  the  parties  affected 
by  that  interference  thanked  them  for.  Hol- 
land or  Belgium,  or  any  of  the  continental 
Powers,  had  as  much  right  to  dictate  the 
terms  upon  which  a  separation  should  take 
place  between  England  and  Ireland,  as  this 
country  had  to  interfere  in  the  dispute  be- 
tween Belgium  and  Holland.  The  two 
countries  ought  to  have  been  left  to  settle 
their  own  anairs,  and  by  adopting  a  con- 
trary course,  and  interfering  between  them, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  Ministers  had  acted  unwiselv,  both  as 
regarded  the  country,  and  as  regarded 
their  own  characters.  In  the  speech  from 
the  Throne  no  mention  was  made  of  any 
intended  reduction  of  the  public  burthens. 
Nothing  was  said'  of  a  reduction  of  the 
public  establishments.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Hoiiie^  that  gn  increase 
took  place  in  the  military  force  of  this 
country  during  the  last  year,  avowedly  on 
account  of  the  unsettled  state  of  affairs  in 
Belgium.  For  his  part,  he  could  not  think 
that  this  country  had  properly  anything  to 
do  with  theaffiurs  of  Belgium.  Why  should 
a  British  fleet  be  lying  in  the  Downs  at 
this  period  of  the  winter,  merely  because  the 
king  of  Holland  refused  to  assent  to  the 
treaty  framed  by  the  London  Conference  ? 
The  Belgians  protested,  and  the  Dutch 
protested,  against  the  interference  of  this 


tended  that  this  country  had,  in  fact,  be- 
come a  member  of  the  Holy  Alliance,  and 
was  supporting  its  principles.  The  King's 
Speech  admitted,  that  distress  existed  in  the 
country,  and  that  the  distress  arose  from 
the  want  of  employment ;  but  not  a  word 
was  said  as  to  the  remedy  for  this  distress. 
Could  any  man  doubt,  he  asked,  that  ex- 
cessive taxation  was  the  cause  of  the  pre- 
sent distress?  and,  if  this  was  admitted, 
were  not  Ministers  bound  to  come  forward 
with  some  proposal  for  a  reduction  of  tax- 
ation ?  Perhaps  at  the  proper  period,  re- 
ductions would  be  proposed,  and,  if  such 
reductions  were  not  then  propounded  to 
the  House,  he  did  hope  that  a  more  satis- 
factory cause  for  the  continuance  of  such 
large  establishments  would  be  given,  than 
our  injudicious  interference  between  Bel- 
gium and  Holland.  At  present,  however, 
no  such  explanation  was  offered,  and  he 
could  not  satisfy  himself  that  he  was  doing 
right  if  he  did  not  take  this  opportunity  of 
protesting  against  the  continuance  of  the 
present  extensive  public  establishments. 

Viscount  P aimer ston  did  not  mean  to 
enter  at  length  into  the  topics  adverted  to 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  but  he 
felt  himself  called  upon  to  reply  to  one  or  . 
two  of  his  observations.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  expressed  his  disapprobation  of  the 
course  pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  interfering  in  the  dispute  between 
Belgium  and  Holland,  and  had  contended, 
that  by  this  interference  Ministers  abandon- 
ed the  principles  they  had  advocated  when 
out  of  ofEce,  and  had  imposed  upon  the 
people  of  Belgium  a  government  adverse 
to  their  wishes.  The  king  of  Holland  not 
having  assented  to  the  treaty,  it  must  be 
obvious  that  the  period  had  not  yet  arrived 
when  this  subject  could  be  fully  entered 
upon.  When  that  period  should  arrive, 
however,  he  should  be  prepared  to  show, 
that  the  interference  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  affairs  of  Belgium  rested 
upon  principles  acted  upon  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  in  the  best  times,  and 
that,  if  the  present  Ministers  had  not  been 
prepared  to  act  upon  those  principles,  they 
would  have  abandoned  the  interests  of 
England  itself.  He  must  altogether  deny, 
that  the  Government  of  this  country  had 
been  instrumental  in  imposing  upon  Bel- 
gium a  Government  inconsistent  with  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  that  country.  On 
the  contrary,  the  people  of  Belgium  had 
chosen  their  own  form  of  government,  and 
had  elected  their  own  sovereign.  The 
circumstances  under  which   the  Govern* 
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simply  these: — Both  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium were  anxious  to  be  separated^  but  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  agree  upon  the 
terms  of  such  separation,  and  the  inevit- 
able consequence  of  being  left  to  them- 
selves would  have  been,  that  Europe  must 
have  been  involved  in  war.  By  the  inter- 
ference which  had  taken  place,  peace  was 
preserved,  and  Europe  saved  from  the 
horrors  of  war.  It  would  have  been  a 
war  of  principle  too,  into  which  it  was  prob- 
able England  would  soon  have  been  brought. 
By  the  interference  which  had  taken  place 
this  consequence  was  averted;  Holland 
was  placed  in  a  better  situation  than  she 
had  ever  been  in  at  any  former  period,  and 
Belgium  had  secured  to  itself  the  form  of 
Government  and  the  sovereign  which  its 
people  had  chosen. 

Mr.  George  Datvson  said,  he  could  not 
permit  the  Address  to  be  agreed  to  without 
making  a  few  observations.  He  regarded 
the  Speech  as  a  meagre  and  unmeaning 
production  generally,  ft  deserved  no  praise, 
but  it  had  provoked  contempt.  Some 
matters,  most  pregnant  with  evils  to  the 
people,  had  been  entirely  overlooked.  Two 
points  alone  were  touched  intelligibly — the 
Reform  Question,  and  the  Irish  Church 
establishment,  so  far  as  tithes  were  con- 
cerned. With  respect  to  the  first  question, 
he  should  say  nothing  more,  than  that  he 
was  far  from  being  convinced  there  was  any 
prospect  of  a  speedy  and  satisfactory 
settlement  being  arrived  at,  when  he 
recollected  what  fell  from  the  noble  Lord 
(Althorp)  last  night  on  this  subject.  The 
other  was  a  dangerous  and  difficult  question, 
and,  he  much  feared,  beyond  the  powers  of 
the  present  Government.  Upon  all  other 
matters  the  Speech  was  most  unsatisfactory 
and  most  confused  ;  for  it  agitated  several 
most  important  subjects  without  giving  the 
slightest  intimation  of  what  course  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  them.  Upon  the  state  of  the  country 
nothing  at  all  reasonable  was  to  be  found 
in  the  Speech.  The  dreadful  scenes  in 
Bristol,  in  Derby,  in  Nottingham — the 
nightly  conflagrations,  the  sad  destruction  of 
life,  and  the  immense  spoliation  of  property 
— were  disposed  of  in  one  obscure  sentence. 
This  was  unpardonable,  and  calculated  to 
have  any  effect  rather  than  that  of  putting 
a  stop  to  the  infamous  proceedings  which 
had,  under  the  present  Government,  dis- 
figured and  disgraced  several  parts  of  the 
country.  He  had  a  right  to  ask  what 
were  the  intentions  of  Government  upon 
these  subjects  ?  The  Speech  was  also  most 
unsatiafactory  09  to  the  Unions  which  had 


recently  started  into  a  banefiil  existence. 
What  was  to  be  done  with  those  dansexous 
and  irresponsible  bodies  ?  There  bad  been 
a  milk-and-water  proclamation  respecting 
them,  by  which  the  Government  appeuea 
to  ask  them  not  to  go  too  far,  but  no  nttinff 
and  proper  measure  had  yet  been  adopted 
and  it  was  impossible  to  say,  from  the 
tenour  of  his  Majesty's  Speech,  that  anj 
thing  of  the  sort  was  contemplated.  That 
Speech  did  not  say  either  that  the  law,  aS 
it  existed,  was  sufficient  for  the  dispewion 
of  those  Unions,  and  that  it  would  be 
enforced  for  that  purpose,  or  that  it  was 
not  sufficient,  and  that  his  Majesty  would 
find  it  necessary  in  consequence  to  apply  to 
Parliament  for  new  powers.  The  Attarnej 
General  had  slumbered  at  his  post  ever 
since  he  had  been  in  office,  and  if  he  had 
been  consulted,  he  certainly  had  not  roused 
himself  to  meet  the  occasion ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  managed  to  put  as  many 
words  together  with  as  little  meaninar  as 
possible.  The  state  of  the  country  re^uued 
something  more  specific  from  ^inistetii 
It  was  impossible  for  a  person  apposed  to 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  Refonn 
to  travel  without  personal  danger,  in  oonse- 
quencc  of  his  opinions.  Were  not  the 
castles  and  the  houses  of  the  ereat  pro- 
prietors who  were  opposed  to  the  revoIu« 
tionary  Bill  in  a  state  of  siece  ?  Most  of 
them  were  barricaded  for  saiety,  and  the 
owners  with  their  friends  were  compelled  to 
be  armed  for  their  protection.  This  was 
a  frightful  state  of  things,  and  its  continu- 
ance ought  not  to  be  permitted.  The 
Unions — those  monstrous  and  dangerous 
combinations — were  said  to  be  for  the jpur* 
pose  of  carrying  the  Reform  Bill.  They 
were  for  no  such  purpose.  Their  object 
was  destruction.  They  aimed  not  at 
Reform,  but  at  plunder — and  at  the 
annihilation  of  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  In  this  situation  they  were 
placed — in  point  of  fact  they  were  on  the 
brink  of  the  precipice ;  and  he  did  not  ask 
too  much  when  he  desired  the  Government 
would  state  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
measures  they  intended  to  pursue  or  to 
propose.  If  he  was  told  the  Government 
proposed  to  do  nothing,  that  things  were  to 
be  permitted  to  go  on  after  theu*  present 
fashion,  he  knew  what  he  had  to  expecL 
In  common  with  those  who  concurred  with 
him  in  opinion,  he  should  be  prepared  for 
the  worst ;  and  he  should  take  good  care 
to  provide  himself  with  that  protection  and 
defence  which  it  appeared  the  Government 
was  not  willing  to  afford.  In  England  a 
proclamation  respecting  comUxutions  )u4 
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been  iMued,  and  the  people  had^  with  |reat 
gpoA  sente,  fbllowed  much  of  the  aoTlee 
cofitiuned  iti  that  document ;  but  what  was 
the  caae  in  Ireland  ?  Why  was  an  Associa- 
atkrh  permitted  to  exist  that  could  not  lead 
to  anjr  thing  btit  mischief?  That  Associa- 
tion threatened  and  oonttolled  the  GoTem- 
dleht  It  Was  fbrttied  of  the  very  dregs  of 
the  Catholic  A^odatiort^  and  it  defied  the 
Ootemmfent.  Why,  then,  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaui  the  Secretary  for 
Irelatid^  why  was  some  measure  not  adopt- 
ed and  enfblt^d  fot  the  suppression  of  that 
dangerous  body?  The  King's  Speech 
appeared  to  imply,  that  all  the  discontent  in 
Ireland  orieinated  in  the  state  of  the  law 
respecting  uthes.  That  was  a  great  error. 
The  discontent  did  not  arise  from  any  such 
source^  but  from  the  speeches  made  in  the 
Association^  and  disseminated  throughout 
the  countiy.  It  was  not  tithes,  nor  any 
other  particular  question,  that  kept  Ireland 
in  a  ferment,  and  rendered  it  a  scene  of 
discord  and  of  strifb,  but  it  was  that 
eternal  agitation  that  the  GoTcmment 
seemed  to  cherish,  using  the  firebrand 
which  had  been  snatched  frbm  the  ashes 
of  the  late  Catholic  Association.  If  irre- 
sponsible combinations  and  associations 
were  dangerous  in  England,  were  they 
nbt  equal^  so  in  Ireland?  A  proclama- 
tion had  Dcen  issiled  in  England  against 
them ;  why,  at  least,  had  not  a  similar  docu- 
ment been  promulgated  in  Ireland?  He 
Would  teU  the  Government  this,  that  if  the 
present  Association  in  Ireland  was  to  be 
permitted  to  go  on,  they  must  expect  asso- 
ciations of  all  descriptions.  All  interests 
would  struggle  for  tneir  own  protection. 
That  vcrv  ^,  he  believed,  a  meeting  was 
to  take  place  in  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  propriety  of  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  forming  an  association  for  their 
own  protection.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  ima- 
gine, that  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  take  up  the  question  of  tithes  would 
satisfy  that  unhappy  country  ?  It  would 
do,  he  would  venture  to  tell  him,  no  such 
thing.  The  discontented  and  the  turbulent 
wouQ  treat  the  discussion  on  that  question 
as  a  victory  which  they  had  gained  over  the 
Government;  and  the  friends  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  of  good  order  would  naturally 
suspect  it  to  be  a  first  stab  at  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  The  state  of  Ireland 
was  alarming  in  the  extreme.  There  was 
nominally  a  legal  government,  but  in  fact 
the  country  was  swayed  by  the  dictates  of 
llie  mob  and  of  the  Press.    That  was  his 

ibeero  opinioPi  and  he  had  not  formed  it 


rashly  or  inconsiderately.  He  had  been 
t>rought  to  this  opinion  by  seeing,  what  he 
lamented  to  see— namely,  the  extraordinary 
patience  with  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
submitted  to  the  rebukes  and  intrusion  of 
persons  who  were  connected  with  the  mob 
and  with  the  Press  in  their  very  ante-cham-* 
hers.  He  alluded  to  an  interview  which 
had  taken  place  between  certain  radicals, 
headed  by  a  tailor  and  an  apothecary,  and 
Lord  Grey,  in  his  official  capacity,  and  in  his 
ante-chamber;  and  also  an  interview  be- 
tween certain  persons  belonging  to  political 
unions,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  from  whose  magnanimi- 
ty he  should  not  have  expected,  that  he  would 
thus  enter  into  familiar  communication  with 
persons  whom  he  had  actually  denounced 
as  guilty  of  treacherous,  if  not  positively 
Seditious,  proceedings.  He  was,  therefore, 
compelled  to  say,  that  we  were  now  living 
under  the  dominion  of  the  mob  and  the 
Press!  Looking  at  the  state  of  Ireland, 
then,  he  contended,  that  it  wa^  not  asking 
too  much  to  desire  to  know  from  the  Noble 
Lord  (Althorp),  more  specifically  than  had 
yet  been  stated,  what  were  the  intentions 
of  Government  with  respect  to  that  country. 
Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  could  not  see,  that 
so  much  personal  oanger  existed  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  supposed,  for  those  who 
were  opposed  to  Reform,  when  he  recollected 
a  recent  meeting  of  the  county  of  Sussex, 
at  which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self attended,  and  although  he  expressed 
sentiments  in  opposition  to  those  of  the 
whole  meeting,  he  was  received  with  the 
utmost  good  humour  and  politeness;  and 
no  attempt  at  violence  or  personal  disrespect 
was  had  recourse  to.  With  regard  to  a 
subject  in  which  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
opposite  (Sir  Charles  Wetherell)  was  per- 
sonally interested,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  that 
the  attacks  made  upon  him  were  of  a  most 
disgraceful  and  infamous  character:  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  however,  appeared  to 
have  completely  justified  himself  from  the 
aspersions  which  had  been  cast  upon  him, 
from  the  misrepresentations  which  had  been 
made  of  his  conduct,  and  from  the  attempt 
to  fasten  upon  him  the  utmost  obloquy  that 
could  attadi  to  a  man,  by  the  imputation 
that  he  had  been  the  means  of  wantonly 
provoking  the  riots  at  Bristol,  by  having 
gone  there  to  administer  the  functions  of  his 
office,  when  he  might  have  avoided  the  mis- 
chief by  appointing  a  deputy  to  perform  his 
duties  for  him,  whereas,  in  fact,  he  had  no 
power  to  appoint  a  deputy.  It  appeared 
to  him,  that  his  hon.and  learned  friend  had 
acted  with  perfect  propriety,  and  would  bare 
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been  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  his  duty  if  he 
had  not  acted  as  he  had  done.     He  went  to 
Bristol  under  the  express  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  was  absolved  from  all 
blame  in  the  transaction.     He  could  not, 
however,  agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend,  that  it  was  incumbent  upon  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  his  name  in  the  commission. 
He  did  not  think  Government  were  bound, 
or  that  it  would  have  been  right  for  them 
to  put  upon  the  commission  one  who  had 
been  the  object  of  such  violent  animosity, 
and  whose  life,  he  believed,  was  sought  for, 
and  would  have  been  sacrificed  without  com- 
punction or  remorse  on  that  occasion.     He 
approved  of  much  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  said  with  respect  to  the 
political  associations — ^but  he  thought,  that 
no  new  law  was  necessary  to  suppress  them 
if  they  were  illegal ;    and  that  they  were 
illegal,  no  man  acquainted  with  the  law 
could  doubt.     He  thought  it  quite  neces- 
sary, that  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's 
Government   should   be   directed   to   that 
subject,  and  more  particularly  to  the  Leeds 
union,  which  stated  its  object  (among  others) 
to  be,  to  forward  addresses  to  the  Crown 
and   to    the    Legislature,  to  protect    the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  to  prevent  all 
public  wrong  or  encroachment   upon   the 
rights  of  the  people.     If  such  a  body  were 
to  take  the  redress  of  grievances  into  its 
own  hands,  no  Government  could  exist  in 
the  country.     The  Leeds  Union,  and  one 
of    the    Unions  in   the    metropolis,    had 
declared,  that   all  hereditary    distinctions 
ought  to  be  abolished.      He  did  not  object 
to  theoretical  speculations  upon    Govern- 
ment, but  if  associations  were  framed  with 
the  express  object  to  inculcate  and  enforce 
those  principles  amongst   the   people,  no 
monarchical  government  could  be  safe,  for 
the  two  institutions  were  totally  inconsistent 
with  each  other.    He  hoped,  that  no  act  had 
been  done  by  those  meetings  which  brought 
them  within  the  reach  of  the  law  ;  but  he 
expected  and  believed,  that,  if  any  such  act 
should  be  committed,   the  law  would   be 
enforced  to  put  them  down,  and  it   was 
sufficient  for  that  purpose.     With  regard 
to  the  measure  of  Reform,  he  retained  the 
same    opinion     which    he    had    formerly 
avowed,  and  should  give  his  cordial  and 
sincere  support  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
in  carrying  through  a  measure  consistent 
with  the  principles  of  the  Bill  which  had 
been  formerly  before  the  House;  but  he 
did  not  feel,  that  that  support  necessarily 
drew  along  with  it  an  adherence  to  all  the 
details  of  the  measure.      He  had  never 
been  an  advocate  for  "  the  Bill^  the  whole 


Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;"    and  he 
trusted,  that  whUe  some  alterations  would 
not    be    objected    to,    that   among  other 
improvements,    the    measure    now    to  be 
brought  before  the  House,  would  not  con- 
tain that  most  objectionable  clause  by  which 
weekly  tenants  paying  a  rent  of  3#.  lOcf. 
for  that  term,  were  to  have  the  franchise 
extended  to  them.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  said,  that  if  the  prin- 
ciples of  this  Bill  would  satisfy  the  country, 
such  a  belief  would  go  far  to  make  him  agree 
to  the  measure.    He  sincerely  believed,  that 
the  great  body  of  the  people  would  require 
nothing    more,    and    would    strenuously 
oppose  any  attempt  to  get  more.     Some 
would  be  discontented  with  the  Bill,  like 
the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  whose  con- 
duct   certainly    appeared    to     him    most 
extraordinary,  supporting  the  Bill  by  hts 
vote  in  that  House,  and  opposing  it  else- 
where, but    the   mass   of  the  people,  he 
believed   would   be   satisfied.     As  to  the 
interference  of  this  country  in  the  aflBurs 
of  Belgium,  it  happened  that,  for  want  of 
information,  the  House  were  unable  to  ^Te 
any  opinion  whether  it  was  in  all  respects 
right  and  just,  or  whether  it  was  contrary 
to   principle.     From  what  he  knew,  h^ 
believed  it  to  be  consistent  with  principle. 
Both  parties  had  acquiesced  in  that  inter- 
ference, and   he  conscientiously  believed, 
that  to  it  we  were  indebted  for  the  present 
peace  of  Europe.     He   was  glad  of  the 
conciliatory  course  which  had  been  pursued 
by  the  Government  towards  France,  and 
hoped  that  it  would  ripen  into  that  firm 
amity  between  the  two  nations,  which  was 
so  necessary,  particularly  at  the    present 
time,  when  civilized  Europe  was  menaced 
by  some  of  the  other  great  military  Powers. 
There   was  one   topic  which  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  could  have  been  intro- 
duced  in    the   Speech,    which   was   com- 
prised    in     one     word — Poland.        That 
subject  had  been  introduced  in  the  Speech 
of  last   Session,   and   he  feared,  that  the 
present  silence  upon  it  was  the  silence  of 
death.     He  feared,  that  Poland,  submeiged 
in  the  blood  of  her  citizens,  had  fallen,  to 
rise  no  more.       He  had   seen  a  paper, 
published  in  Paris,  which  said,  that  Poland. 
had  not  been  conquered  by  the  arms  of 
Russia,  but  through  the  promises  of  France 
and   England.     This  he  did  not  believe, 
and  he  trusted  that  England  at  least  was 
free  from  so  foul  a  stain. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  he  rose  principaUy  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  his  entire  concur- 
rence in  the  views  of  his  hon.  friend ;  like 
him^to  repeat  theexpressionof  hia  cpnibuad 
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adherence  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  supporting  in 
the  last  Parliament;  like  him^  to  accompany 
it  with  the  declaration^  that  he  was  no 
bigot  to  its  details,  and  that  he  earnestly 
hoped,  provided  its  leading  principles  were 
maintained,  that  it  might  be  now  brought 
before  them  in  a  shape  more  likely  to  secure 
the  acquiescence  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament than  it  proved  before.  To  the 
leading  principles  of  that  measure,  to  the 
abolition  of  the  nomination  boroughs,  the 
enfranchisement  of  unrepresented  great 
communities,  and  to  a  liberal  extension  of 
the  franchise,  he  would  give  his  cordial  sup- 
port ;  and  he  believed  they  might  so  shape 
their  measure  for  the  attainment  of  these 
objects  as  to  secure  the  acquiescence  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  had,  in  the  long  inter- 
course which  he  had  had  this  year  with 
every  class  of  the  numerous  and  important 
body  of  constituents  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  not  found  them  so 
bigotted  and  wedded  to  the  details  of  that 
measure  as  to  call  upon  him  for  that  parrot 
cry  of  "  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  no- 
thing but  the  Bill,"  which  had  been  to  so 
many  Gentlemen  the  passport  to  public 
favour  on  the  hustings;  on  the  contrary,  in 
mixing  with  every  shade  and  colour  of 
opinion,  from  the  Tory  even  to  the  Radical, 
he  might  say,  he  had  found  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  on  many  important 
points,  and,  even  amongst  the  most  reform- 
ing, great  doubts  as  to  the  soundness  and 
safety  of  the  reconstructing  parts  of  the 
measure.  He  found  not  exactly  what  many 
opponents  of  the  Bill  had  called  a  reaction, 
but  an  inclination  to  pause  and  reconsider 
the  extensiveness  and  wisdom  of  the 
changes  which  had  been  proposed  in  the 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  believed,  that  if  other  Gentlemen  had 
had  the  advantage  he  had,  of  mixing 
daily  and  hourly  with  great  masses  of  the 
community  of  every  class  for  ten  weeks, 
and  of  sifting  their  opinions  individually, 
not  taking  them  in  the  gross,  as  they  floated 
upon  the  surface  in  public  meetings,  and 
addresses,  and  declarations,  they  would 
have  found  a  prevalence  of  the  same  feel- 
ing among  their  own  constituents,  together 
with  an  earnest  desire  rather  to  attain  the 
main  objects  of  the  measure  by  some  com- 
promise, some  approximation  to  the  opin- 
ions of  the  other  House,  than  to  risk  the 
destruction  of  the  whole  fabric  of  the  Con- 
stitution, by  a  stiff-necked  bigoted  adher- 
ence to  the  late  measure,  as  it  passed  out  of 
iheir  hands.    If  Gentlemen,  in  the  House 
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'Courage  and  spirit  to  declare  openly  and 
publicly  their  sentiments  on  this  point, 
which  they  made  no  hesitation  to  profess 
in  private,  he  had  little  doubt  of  its  being 
possible  to  arrive  at  a  speedy  arrangement 
with  the  other  House  of  Parliament;  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  true  patriot,  of  every 
man  who  really  loved  the  Constitution  of 
the  country,  to  do  everything  in  his  power 
to  facilitate  this  object — and,  if  the  Lords 
had  acted,  as  he  thought,  very  unwisely,  in 
the  absolute  rejection  of  the  former  BiU^ 
not  to  attempt  to  overbear  this,  though  un- 
wise, yet  constitutional  resistance,  by 
forcing  upon  them  the  same  measure  in 
the  shape  in  which  it  so  much  excited  their 
apprehensions,  but  rather  to  look  out  for 
means  of  approximation,  by  which  the  two 
Houses  might  be  brought  together,  and 
a  fearful  collision  avoided,  which  could 
only  end  in  destroying  all  the  weight  and 
importance  of  one  branch  of  the  Legislii- 
ture.  And  what  would  have  been  gamed, 
if,  in  attempting  to  win  back  for  one 
branch  of  the  Legislature  the  attachment 
and  respect  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
the  influence  and  value  of  the  other 
branch,  equally  important  as  it  was  to  the 
framework  of  our  mixed  and  balanced  Con- 
stitution, had  been  totally  destroyed?  In 
this  good  work  of  conciliation,  he  could  not 
doubt  but  that  the  House  would  be  met 
full  half  way  by  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament— he  saw  it  in  the  explicit  declara- 
tions of  some  peers,  and  he  had  read  it  in 
the  tone  of  others.  He  could  not  doubt 
but  that  a  large  proportion  of  those  peers 
even  who  opposeid  the  Bill,  would  see 
at  length,  that  the  sacrifice  of  the  nomina- 
tion boroughs  was  a  necessary  offering  to 
the  intensity  of  the  public  feeling;  that, 
although  in  many  respects  a  very  useful 
and  convenient  ingredient  in  our  Constitu- 
tion— the  loss  of  which  it  would  be  very 
difficult  to  supply — they  were  liable  to 
many  abuses  and  corruptions,  which  had  at 
length  made  them  intolerable  in  the  public 
eye,  and  that  they  had  thus  become  rather  a 
source  of  weakness  than  of  strength  to  the 
very  interests  which  they  were  supposed  to 
protect.  He  had  no  doubt  that,  if  that  object 
were  effectually  accomplished,  together  with 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  great  towns,  and 
the  remedy  of  abuses  in  the  franchise  (as 
he  w^as  confident  it  might  be  with  the  ac- 
quiescence of  the  House  of  Lords),  the 
country  would  be  content  to  see  the  details 
of  reconstruction  arranged  in  such  a  man« 
ner  as  would  allay  the  fears  and  apprehen- 
sions the  Bill  had  excited  in  the  wealthy 
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and  munufacturifii^  as  of  the  agricultaral 
ckMes.  He  hoped,  that  in  this  spirit  the 
House  would  undertake  the  work  hefore  it; 
fdr  melitticholy,  indeed,  would  it  be,  if 
meatiiflg,  as  manjr  Members  of  both  Houses 
nlMlt,  to  accomplish  the  same  object,  the 
two  Houses  should  act  as  if  thef  were  at 
vftriatice,  fof  want  of  a  little  understanding 
between  the  parlies,  and  of  an  open  avowdl 
of  those  seniimetits  to  each  other  which 
th^  htfd  in  common,  but  which  neither 
pUf  t^  Wai  willing  to  be  the  first  to  express. 
Hii  Was  anxious,  also,  to  join  his  hon. 
friend  in  ^pressing  approbation  of  the 
general  conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
as  to  their  foreign  policy  lietween  Holland 
and  Belgium.  As  far  as  the  House  yet  knew, 
oUr  interference  between  those  Powers 
seemed  to  have  been  limited  by  the  soundest 
views  of  national  interest;  and  he  could 
not,  therefore,  join  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  in  deprecating  that  course  as 
inconsistent  with  those  general  principles 
of  non-interfertnce  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
other  nations  which  this  country  had 
always  professed.  Non-intcrfcrence  in  the 
afikirs  of  a  nation,  when  they  only  concern 
their  own  internal  welfare,  alone  was 
melintwhenit  was  spoken  of  as  the  principle 
of  conduct.  Not  to  interfere,  when  those 
affairs  concerned  not  only  those  nations 
themselves,  but  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  all  neighbouring  nations,  would  be  a 
Want  of  common  prudence  and  foresight, 
highly  culpable  in  any  Government,  and 
which  no  one  could  think  of  requiring  in  a 
similar  case,  even  of  a  simple  individual  in 
his  intercourse  with  his  neighbour.  With 
these  sentiments,  he  begged  leave  to  express 
his  hearty  concurrence  in  the  Address. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson)  had 
read  the  Ministers  a  severe  lesson ;  for  he 
denounced  the  Political  Unions,  when  he 
knew  in  his  heart  that  the  Ministers  had 
been  kept  in  their  seats  by  means  of  those 
Unions.  He  knew  that  they  had  corre- 
sponded with,  and  encouraged  those  Unions, 
and  that  all  their  supporters  encouraged 
them.  The  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Westminster,  had  been  at  the  head  of  one 
of  them,  under  the  sanction  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  for  the  support,  as  it  was 
said,  of  the  King— for  the  King's  name 
was  also  used  by  them.  He  had  been 
taunted  for  his  popularity  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  ;  but  he 
was  popular  only  because  he  spoke  the 
trath.  He  had  never  approved  of  the  late 
Reform  Bill  further  tlum  as  it  encouraged 
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stone  to  a  more  extended  pltfn,  which  was 
most  desirable,  and  would  be  found  ulti- 
mately necessary,  if  the  permanent  peace 
and  welfare  of  the  country  was  the  object 
of  those  who  were  advocates  of  Reform. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergtisstm  denied,  that  Minis- 
ters existed,  or  were  supported,  by  means 
of  the  Political  Unions.  Nor  could  he 
admit,  as  seemed  to  be  insinuated  by  the 
hon.  Member,  that  the  letters  written  hjr 
the  two  noble  Lords  were  an  encourage- 
ment of  them.  Indeed,  he  believed,  that 
many  of  those  Unions  were  opposed  to  the 
Ministry  in  most  of  the  leading  points  of 
their  policy. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  concurred  in  most 
of  the  opinions  which  had  been  expressed 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  (the  member 
for  Kirkcudbright)  respecting  the  forei|ni 
policy  of  the  present  Administration.  He 
objected  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston,  for  he  found  that 
hon.  Member  regularly  supporting  the  Bill 
within,  and  opposing  it  without  the  House, 
upon  all  occasions.  He  contended,  that  the 
Political  Unions  had  never  infringed  the 
law ;  nor  could  he  believe,  that  the  persons 
composing  them  had  anv  intention  m  doing 
so.  How  anv  man  could  bring  himself  to 
state,  that  Ministers  derived  not  only  their 
support,  but  also  their  existence^  from 
PobticfiJ  Unions,  was  a  matter  far  bmmd 
his  comprehension.  He  believed,  and  ad- 
mitted, that  the  chief  aim,  the  main  object, 
of  these  associations  was,  to  support  the 
honest  measure  which  the  Ministry  had 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  reforming 
the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament,  and 
that  it  was  their  ilxed  and  settled  purpose 
not  to  do  any  thing  which  could  impede 
the  views,  or  thwart  the  designs,  of  the 
present  Administration.  Belonging,  as  he 
did,  to  these  Unions,  he  defied  any  man  to 
prove  the  charge  which  had  been  so  fre- 
quently brought  against  them,  of  being 
contrary  to  law.  Their  operations  mi^t 
be  contrary  to  the  opinion  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  just  promulgated, 
but  he  defied  his  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
with  all  his  ingenuity,  to  prove  that  th^ 
were  in  any,  the  slightest  respect,  illeffal. 
Some  of  these  Unions,  it  appeued,  hid 
stated,  that  the  distinction  of  ranks  in 
society  was  unnaturaL  That  was  merely 
a  theoretical  assertion ;  and,  so  far  as  any 
practical  deduction  could  be  drawn  horn. 
such  a  theory,  he  by  no  means  concurred 
in  it.  But  who  could  pretend  to  say,  that 
the  distinction  of  ranks  was  natural  ?  But» 
supposing  that  such  a  statement  had  been 
madej  and  he  allowed  that  it  lutd^  was  i| 
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sufficient  to  show^  that  peril  either  had^  or 
would,  arise  out  of  such  societies  ?  Surely 
it  was  not  necessary  for  that  House  to 
take  up  and  discuss  every  theory  that  was 
broached  at  public  meetings.  Surely  they 
ought  not  to  cry  out  **  sedition !"  when  any 
thuig  foolish  or  extravagant  was  said  on 
such  occasions.  He  believed,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  himself,  in  early 
life,  belonged  to  such  societies.  [^Mr. 
Cutlar  Fergussm :  Never.]]  Well,  he  had 
ffiven  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  credit 
rot  belonging  to  such  societies— a  credit 
which  it  now  turned  out  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  did  not  deserve.  But 
he  believed  his  hon.  friend  would  not  con- 
tradict him  when  he  asserted,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  taken  a  part  in 
the  proceedinffs  of  certain  societies,  one 
object  of  which  was  to  obtain  Parliamen- 
tary Reform.  The  fact,  however,  was 
immaterial^  for  all  that  he  contended 
for  was,  to  deny  that  there  was  any 
illegality  in  the  formation  of  these  Unions, 
or  that  there  was  any  bad  spirit  pervading 
them.  He  really  bdievcd,  that  the  wish 
of  his  Majesty  would  be  sufficient  to  dis- 
solve them ;  for,  independently  of  his 
authority  as  sovereign,  such  was  the  influ- 
ence which  he  had  derived  from  his  wise 
and  patriotic  conduct  since  his  accession  to 
the  Throne,  that  he  (Sir  Francis  Burdett) 
was  convinced,  that  a  mere  breath  of  his 
would  eo  further  to  dissolve  them  than  all 
the  arbitrary  mandates  of  any  Ministrv.  Be 
that,  however,  as  it  might,  all  these  l)nions 
would  be  dissolved,  as  certainly  as  the  fogs 
of  nifiht  were  dissolved  by  the  sun  of  the 
morning,  whenever  the  people  of  England 
should  receive  that  just  and  constitutional 
Reform  to  which  they  were  entitled.  Then 
they  would  be  satisfied ;  but,  if  they  did 
not  obtain  such  a  measure  of  Reform,  no- 
thing else  would  satisfy  them,  or  dissolve 
the  Unions.  What  they  would  do,  were 
the  Reform  Bill  again  refused,  he  would 
not  venture  to  predict.  Long-forbearing, 
as  the  people  of  England  were,  they  were 
not  foroeuing  from  want  of  courage.  If, 
therefore,  there  should  still  be  any  men 
who  persisted  in  maintaining,  that  the 
pec^le  had  not  as  good  a  right  to  be 
represented  in  that  House,  as  the  peers  had 
to  sit  in  their  House,  or  as  his  Majesty  had 
to  sit  upotl  the  Throne,  they  were  main- 
taining that  which  would  lead  to  civil  war 
as  obviously  as  language  could  effect  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Borough- 
bridse,  whose  talents  and  integrity  he  justly 
admired^  had  last  night  praised  him  for 
biVing  withdrawn  his  name  from  the 


Metropolitan  Political  Union.  He  would 
enter  into  a  very  brief  statement,  to  give 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an  oppoiv 
tunity  of  judging  whether  the  praise  be- 
stowed upon  him  was  deserved  or  not.  He 
had  read  in  the  public  papers,  that  the 
council  of  that  society  had  come  to  certain 
resolutions,  to  which,  at  its  first  formation, 
he  had  objected,  and  objected  successfully. 
One  of  the  resolutions  to  which  he  had 
objected,  was  a  resolution  by  which  they 
voted  themselves  a  permanent  body.  On 
seeing  the  resolution,  he  had  struck  the 
word  "  permanent"  out  with  his  own  hand. 
From  the  public  prints  he  saw  that  this 
society  was  going  on  as  if  it  intended  to 
make  itself  permanent.  He  also  saw  it 
stated,  that  it  had  passed  a  resolution^ 
thanking  the  king  of  France  fbr  the  late 
creation  of  peers  in  that  country.  This 
resolution  appeared  to  him  so  irrational, 
so  inconsistent  with  the  Usual  prudent 
character  of  Englishmen,  that  he  thought 
the  society  not  dangerous,  but  ridiculous. 
He,  therefore,  made  a  communication  to 
the  council,  desiring  that  his  name,  fot  the 
reasons  which  he  had  just  stated,  should 
be  withdrawn  from  the  society.  He  re- 
ceived in  reply  a  communication,  statine 
that  no  such  resolution^  had  been  propose^ 
much  less  passed,  by  the  society.  Such 
being  the  case,  he  was  asked  whether^  he 
still  persisted  in  his  determination  to  with- 
draw his  name.  His  atisWer  to  this  ques^ 
tion  was  conditional :  he  told  the  coundl, 
that  it  was  Incumbent  upon  tHem  to  relieve 
the  public  mind  from  the  itM^ssion  which 
the  statement  of  these  reiiolotions  having 
been  passed  by  them  had  treated  in  it ; 
and  so  the  matter  stood  fbr  -the -present. 
From  the  confidence  which  Vb^^fMoed  in 
the  Government,  in  the  Kitft'  'ra8  in  the 
People,  he  wished  that  the  mielBitiif^  of  Re- 
form should  be  led  altogether  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ministers.  The  hon.  member  for 
Preston  said,  that  he  could  not  agree  with 
him  in  that  wish,  for  he  had,  he  said,  no 
confidence  in  the  Government.  Whether 
there  were  others,  who,  like  that  hon. 
Member,  would  not  grant  their  confidence 
to  Ministers  on  this  point,  he  did  not  know  ; 
perhaps  there  might  be  such  persons,  for 
he  had  heard  it  whispered,  even  in  that 
House,  that  Ministers  pushed  their  prin- 
ciples too  far  on  the  side  of  liberty.  This 
was  the  great  fault  of  this  Administratioti 
—this  was  its  glorious  distinction.  The 
faults  attributea  to  it  arose,  not  from  any 
intention  to  widen  the  prerogatives  ot 
Government,  and  to  extend  its  dominion^ 
over  the  people^  but  from  the  anxie^ 
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which  the  Ministers  displayed  to  keep  open 
the  communication  and  intercourse  which 
existed  at  present  between  the  King  and 
his  subjects.  It  had  been  stated,  that  it 
was  disgraceful  for  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  give  any  answer  to  the  communications 
which  he  received  from  such  assemblies  as 
Political  Unions.  Truly,  they  were  placed 
in  a  strange  position.  The  time  had  been, 
when  members  of  an  Administration  were 
censured  for  their  haughty  bearing  to  the 
industrious  classes,  for  their  inaccessibility, 
for  neglecting  the  people's  interests,  and 
for  slighting  their  applications  for  redress. 
But  now  one  Minister  was  taken  to  task 
for  having  condescended  to  give  a  civil 
answer  to  an  application  from  a  large  body 
of  his  fellow-subjects ;  and  another  Minis- 
ter was  reprobated  for  having  permitted  a 
deputation  of  respectable  men  to  pass  the 
threshold  of  his  ante-chamber.  The  asser- 
tion, that  a  Secretary  of  State  was  degraded 
by  giving  an  interview  to  tailors  and  apo- 
thecaries, struck  him  as  the  most  extraor- 
dinary sound  he  ever  heard  within  those 
walls.  He  could  scarcely  believe  that  he 
was  in  the  House  of  Commons — in  the 
House  of  the  people^ — when  such  sounds 
assailed  his  ears.  The  Speech  from  the 
Throne  had  been  described  as  feeble  and 
delusive  in  speeches  delivered  by  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Members,  which  far  better  de- 
served those  epithets.  What  were  the 
objections  taken  to  it?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  had  objected  to  the  cir- 
cumstance of  only  fourteen  days'  notice 
having  been  given  of  the  intended  meeting 
of  Parliament,  and,  in  an  argument  more 
distinguished  for  its  prolixity  than  for  its 
strength,  had  said,  that  the  notice  ought 
to  have  been  twenty-three  days,  and  not 
merely  fourteen.  This  was  a  cavil  really 
not  worth  notice.  Whoever  looked  at  the 
i^tated  state  of  the  public  mind  must  see, 
that  every  day's  delay  in  calling  Parliament 
together  was  injurious,  not  only  to  the 
character  of  the  Government,  but  also  to 
the  peace  of  the  country.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  all  the  evils  which  now 
afflicted  the  various  interests  of  society  were 
attributable  to  this  source,  or  that  even  a 
quarter  of  them  arose  from  the  non-assem- 
bling of  Parliament.  He  was  certain,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  no  person  connected  with 
the  manufacturing  or  agricultural  classes 
of  the  country,  who  did  not  attribute  all 
the  pressure  which  they  now  felt  to  the 
delay  which  had  taken  place  in  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill.  To  say  that  the  passing 
of  that  Bill  would  remove  all  the  ills  to 

^hicb  the^  were  exposed  at  presentj  was 


an  assertion  upon  which  he  would  not  ven- 
ture ;  but  this  he  would  say,  that  to  tran- 
quillize the  mind,  and  to  pacify  the  anxiety  of 
the  empire,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  House  should  meet.  It  mi^ht  have 
been  remarked,  in  answer  to  the  (mjections 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  with  all  the 
improvements  which  had  taken  place  since 
1 797>  in  the  making  of  roads,  and  in  the 
conveyance  of  passengers  from  one  place  to 
another,  fourteen  days'  notice  now,  was 
equal  to  twenty- three  days'  notice  in  1797* 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  likewise  said, 
that  the  Speech  was  not  distinct  enough — 
that  it  was  vague  and  general — and  that  it 
descended  to  no  particulars.  It  omitted, 
forsooth,  all  notice  of  the  renewal  of  the 
Charters  of  the  Bank  and  of  the  Bast- 
India  Company ;  but  was  not  the  one  sub- 
ject of  Reform  quite  sufficient  for  a  Kinc's 
Speech  at  the  present  moment.^  Nay,  be 
thought  that  this  business  ought  to  be  per- 
manently settled  before  the  attention  of 
Parliament  was  called  to  any  other ;  and 
the  introduction  of  any  other  subjects  into 
the  Speech,  was  a  mistake  of  Ministers. 
All  the  errors,  he  believed,  of  the  present 
Administration,  arose  from  their  honest 
intentions,  and  from  their  mistake  in  sup- 
posing that  they  could  effect  desirable  ob- 
jects in  a  Parliament  such  as  it  was  now  con- 
stituted. He  was  of  opinion,  that  even  if 
the  Speech  had  alluded  to  nothing  but 
Reform,  and  the  improvement  of  the 
Tithe  system  in  Ireland,  it  would  not  have 
deserved  the  character  of  a  meagre  and 
feeble  Speech.  The  improvement  of  the 
Irish  Tithe  system  was  a  measure  of  first- 
rate  necessity  and  importance.  He  recol- 
lected well,  that  when  the  subject  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  was  most  warmly  de- 
bated in  that  House,  he  had  heard  it  said 
by  a  most  competent  authority,  "  This  is 
all  well  enough,  but  you  are  all  mad  about 
Catholic  Emancipation — the  real  evil  of 
Ireland  is  the  arrangement  of  the  Tithes." 
The  remodelling  of  that  arrangement  is  in 
itself  "  a  pretty  considerable  subject."  The 
next  point  in  the  Speech  on  which  he 
wished  to  say  a  word,  was  the  Convention 
made  with  the  French  government  for  the 
abolition  of  that  infamous  traffic,  the  del- 
ing in  slaves,  to  put  an  end  to  which  we 
had  made  such  sacrifices.  That  was  a 
point  on  which  he  thought  that  his  Majesty 
had  a  just  right  to  congratulate  his  subjects. 
Indeed,  if  ever  there  was  a  speech  which 
deserved  the  praise  of  being  a  plain 
straightforward  speech,  it  was  this  Speech, 
which  was  the  most  plain  straightforwaid 

Speech  that  ba4  been  4eUYma  ftgm  th^ 
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Throne  of  England  of  late  days.  He 
would  not  enter  further  into  its  topics,  in- 
deed he  should  not  have  addressed  the 
House  at  all  upon  this  occasion,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  allusion  which  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate  to  his  connexion 
with  the  Political  Unions.  He  hoped  that 
Ministers  would  speedily  bring  forward  a 
measure  of  Reform,  in  which  all  parties 
could  agree ;  by  so  doing,  they  would  es- 
tablish peace  and  tranquillity  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  would  enable 
Parliament  to  deliberate  with  calmness  on 
the  other  important  subjects  which  must 
soon  be  brought  under  its  consideration. 

Mr.  CtUlar  Fersusson :  I  never  said,  that 
all  the  Political  Unions  were  illegal.  In 
the  observations  which  I  made  use  of,  I 
was  alluding  to  the  Unions  denounced  in 
the  Proclamations  as  illegal.  I  never  be- 
longed myself  to  any  such  societies — never, 
at  any  time ;  but  I  have  always  attended, 
and  I  am  ready  again  to  attend,  at  all 
meetings  which  may  be  convened  in  my 
neighbourhood,  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
a  Reform  in  Parliament. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  surprise  to  the  very  extraordi- 
nary speech  which  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
member  for  Westminster,  had  just  made. 
As  the  hon.  Baronet  had  been  in  his  place 
last  night,  he  had  then  an  opportunity  of 
replying  to  the  speech  he  had  now  replied 
to,  and  it  would  have  been  better  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  taken  that  opportunity  of 
making  the  animadversions  which  he  had 
reserved  till  the  present  occasion.  Not- 
withstanding the  hon.  Baronet's  censures,  he 
would  repeat  that  which  he  had  yesterday 
said — for  it  was  a  remark  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  opposite  had 
concurred — that  Parliament  ought  to  have 
had  a  longer  notice  than  fourteen  days  of 
the  period  on  which  it  was  to  assemble. 
The  noble  Lord  had  only  vindicated  the 
shortness  of  the  notice  on  the  ground  of 
necessity ;  and  so  far  was  the  noble  Lord 
from  having  stated  that  his  objection  was 
merely  a  cavil,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
called  it — 

Sit  Francis  Burdett :  I  said  no  such  thing. 
I  said  that  nothing  but  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  justiiied  the  shortness  of  the  notice. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  that  his  objection  was 
only  a  cavil,  and  that  nothing  could  justify 
it.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  now  stated  the  re- 
verse, and  was  prepared  to  condemn  a  meet* 
ing  of  Parliament,  without  the  usual  notice, 
except  under  very  special  circumstances;  but 
why,  then,  did  the  hon.  Bwonet  fpeak  of 


fourteen  days  now  being  equal  to  twenty* 
three  days  in  1797  ?  The  increased  rapidity 
of  conveyance,  if  this  argument  was  good  for 
anything,  went  to  justify  a  short  notice  as  a 
practice  that  might  properly  be  observed,  not 
only  now,  but  at  all  future  times,  whatever 
might  be  the  circumstances,  if  the  Minister 
of  the  day  fancied  he  could  gain  any  advantage 
by  acting  on  the  precedent.  He  had  never 
blamed  Ministers  for  calling  the  Parliament 
together  at  this  season:  all  that  he  had 
said  was,  that  Reform  being  the  only  alleged 
cause  for  its  meeting,  Ministers  had  an 
opportunity,  more  than  fourteen  days  be- 
fore, of  giving  notice  that  it  was  to  meet 
now.  He  should  not  have  objected  to  their 
meeting  at  present,  after  only  fourteen 
days'  notice,  if  any  sudden  disturbance  had 
sprung  up  in  the  country ;  but  his  objection 
was,  that  the  necessity  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform  was  as  obvious  on  the  1st  as  it 
was  on  the  22nd  of  November.  He  had  said 
yesterday  that  he  was  afraid,  that  the  Reform 
Bill  was  proposed  and  supported  upon  prin- 
ciples which  precluded  any  thing  like  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question ;  and  he  was  con- 
firmed in  that  impression  by  the  Speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  who  contended  that  the 
people  had  as  much  right  to  equal  Repre- 
sentation in  that  House  as  the  King  had  to 
his  crown,  or  as  the  Peers  had  to  their  seats 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Now,  if 
such  were  the  case,  he  should  like  to  know 
what  right  the  hon.  Baronet  had  to  draw 
the  arbitrary  distinction  which  he  had  drawn 
between  such  of  the  people  of  England  as 
were  10/.  householders,  and  such  as  were 
not.  If  equal  Representation  was  the  right  of 
all — what  could  be  said  of  this  Reform  Bill 
— which  divided  the  people  into  classes,  and 
limited  the  right  of  beingdirectly  represented 
to  the  occupation  of  a  10/.  house?  He  denied 
the  existence  of  therisht,  either  on  one  side 
or  the  other  of  the  line  of  demarcation. 
But  how  the  hon.  member  for  Westmin- 
ster, who  claimed  the  elective  franchise  as 
the  prescriptive  ri^ht  of  the  people  of 
England,could  tell  him,  that  this  Bill,  which 
confined  the  elective  franchise  to  10/.  house- 
holders, would  be  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question,  he  could  not  for  his  life  under- 
stand. He  would  beg  leave  to  say  one 
word  about  the  Unions.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  complained  of  the  tone  in  which  he  had 
spoken  regarding  them.  Why  it  was  the 
very  tone  taken  in  that  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  which  the  hon.  Baronet  so  much 
admired.  What  were  the  words  used  by  his 
Majesty  on  this  subject: — "  Sincerely  at« 
tached  to  our  free  Cot  tuti  I  er 
can  saodioii  Ml]  v 
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timate  exercise  of  those  rights  which  secure 
to  my  people  the  privileges  of  discussing 
and  maJdng  known  their  grievances;  hut 
in  respecting  these  rights^  it  is  also  my  duty 
to  prevent  comhinations^  under  whatever 
pretence^  which  in  their  form  and  cha- 
racter are  incompatihle  with  all  regular 
governmentj  and  are  equally  opposed  to 
ttie  spirit  and  to  the  provisions  of  the  law ; 
and  I  know  that  I  shall  not  appeal  in 
vain  to  my  faithful  subjects^  to  second  my 
determine  resolution  to  repress  all  illegal 
proceedings^  hy  which  the  peace  and  se- 
curity of  my  dominions  may  he  endangered." 
The  hon.  6aronet  had  said^  that  he  defied 
any  person  to  prove«  that  the  Unions  were 
incompatihle  with  regular  governments  and 
were  opposed  either  to  the  spirit  or  the 
provisions  of  the  law.  He  would  only 
say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  the 
King,  for  whom  the  hon.  Basonet  professed 
such  sincere  respect,  asserted,  that  he  knew 
of  the  existence  or  Unions  confederating 
in  England  to  oppose  hoth  the  spirit  and 
the  provisions  of  the  law.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say,  that  the  particular  Political  Union 
of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Westminster 
was  a  member,  was  opposed  to  the  law,  but 
he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  King  would 
never  have  declared  his  determination  to 
suppress  certain  combinations,  unless  such 
combinations  existed,  and  unless  their  con* 
tinned  existence  was  fraught  with  danger. 
The  attack  on  them  did  not  originate  with 
him — they  were  denounced,  no  doubt  for 
some  good  reason,  by  his  Majesty,  in  his 
Speech  to  Parliament.  As  he  did  not 
wish  to  revive  the  discussion  which  ought 
to  have  closed  last  night,  he  would  not 
enter  further  into  these  subjects  at  present. 
As  he  was,  however,  on  his  less  he  would 
state  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Palmers- 
ton),  that  there  were  two  points  connected 
with  our  foreign  policy,  on  which  he  re- 
quired some  information.  The  first  was, 
whether  the  government  of  the  United 
States  had  acquiesced  in  the  acyudication 
made  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  on  the 
question  submitted  to  his  arbitration  re- 
specting the  north-eastern  boundary  of  the 
United  States  ?  If  the  negotiations  on  that 
subject  were  not  yet  concluded,  he  would 
not  insist  upon  an  answer.  The  second 
point,  on  which  he  was  going  to  propound  a 
question,  was  one  on  which  he  was  surpris- 
ed that  no  observation  had  been  made  in 
the  King's  Speech.  It  related  to  the  con- 
dition of  Greece.  He  was  surprised,  that 
after  the  repeated  mention  which  had  been 
made  of  the  condition  of  Greece,  in  the 
Spetche*  from  the  Thnme^  and  after  the 


sbgular  events  which  had  reoently  talcoi 
place  there,  no  notice  of  Greece  should  be 
found  in  the  Speech.  He  asked^  whether 
the  circumstances  of  the  counti^  were 
such  as  would  enable  the  noUe  Lord  to 
give  him  an  answer  upon  these  points? 

Viscount  PalmerstoH :  As  to  the  first  que^ 
tion  put  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Baionet, 
I  can  only  say,  that  the  decision  made  1^ 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands  is  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  on  the  first  Monday 
of  next  month ;  and  that  I  cannot  make 
any  communication  upon  that  subject  until 
after  that  time.  As  to  the  question  which 
he  has  put  to  me  respecting  Greece,  the 
reason  why  no  mention  was  made  of  that 
country  in  the  Speech  is,  that  the  mattecs 
connected  with  it,  under  the  oonddentioB 
of  the  Conference,  are  not  at  present  in 
such  a  state  as  would  justify  the  Goteni* 
ment  in  eiving  any  final  answer  on  that 
point.  My  right  hon.  friend  must  know, 
that  the  most  important  matter  is  the  se- 
lection of  the  Sovereign  for  that  oountzyi 
which  has  not  yet  been  made.  I  can  assure 
my  right  lion,  friend,  that  when  the  ^o» 
gress  of  our  measures  shall  allow  us  to 
make  a  communication  to  Parliament^  we 
shall  be  most  happy  to  make  it,  and  to  ac- 
company it  with  the  fullest  disclosures. 

Su:  Robert  Inglis  said,  he  conceived  the 
communication  which  had  taken  placeduring 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  between  the 
Chairman  of  the  Birmingham  Union,  and 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  hec^  of  his  Migestj^s 
Government,  were  most  improper  and  nn« 
usual.  He  did  not  think  the  Unions  were 
of  so  harmless  a  nature  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Westminster  had  represented  than- 
Was  is  it  a  matter  of  indifierence  that  a 
public  meeting  should  be  called  on  to  dedace 
all  hereditary  distinctions  of  rank  unnatuiaU 
and  that  they  ought  to  be  abolished?  He 
regretted  to  hear  some  hon.  Members  es-* 
press  much  sympathy  for  the  fate  of 
Portugal,  while  none  seemed  to  be  felt 
for  Holland,  now  engaged .  in  an  unequal 
struggle  against  a  powerful  combination. 

Mr.  Ewart  would  not  have  troubled  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion,,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  very  extraordinary  speech 
which  his  noble  Colleague,  for  whom  he 

Srofessed  the  greatest  respect,  had  just  de« 
vcrcd.  He  understood  his  noble  Col- 
league to  assert,  in  effect,  that  if  hon. 
Members  were  to  examine  the  opinions  of 
their  constituents  individually,  and  to  strike 
a  balance  between  the  conflicting  opinions 
of  individuals  in  private,  and  of  the  same 
individuals  in  public  meetings,  they  would 
find^  that  a  very  dLBTerent  opmion  as  to  Ae 
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iBftriU  pf  thfi  ]E(4i&na  Bill  pervaded  the 
country  at  the  present  moment,  in  com- 
pariaon  with  that  which  prevailed  in  the 
W  Session.  He  was  now  speakins  before 
the  public,  and  he  stated  fearlessly,  that 
the  majority  of  his  eonatituents  were  deci- 
dedly in  favour,  not  only  of  the  principles, 
hut  also  of  die  details,  of  the  late  Beform 
BiU.  There  might  be  one  or  two  pro- 
visions in  that  3ill  which  they  did  not 
think  liberal  enough,  but  that  was  the  only 
objection  which  he  had  heard  them  make  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  due  to  himself  and  to  his 
constituents  to  make  this  statement,  and  he 
was  sorry  that  his  noble  collea^e  should 
have  given  so  erroneous  a  descnption  as  he 
had  done,  of  the  sentiments  entertained  by 
their  joint  constituents  at  l^iverpooL 

The  Report  on  the  Address  agreed  to, 
and  the  Address  was  ordered  tp  be  present- 
ed to  his  Ifi^esty. 

OxNXRAXi  BaaxaTjUTiOM  09  DsiDa.] 
Mr.  Jokn  CompbsU  moved  fbr  leave  to 
brin|f  in  a  Bill  for  the  Becistration  of  Deeds, 
in.  m  England  and  Wahs.  This  was  one 
of  a  series  of  bills  he  had  brought  in  last 
Session,  and  he  did  not  apprehend  any  oppo- 
sition to  it  at  this  early  stage  of  its  progress. 

Lord  illorpe/Asaid,  that  he  had  lately  been 
amongst  his  constituents  in  Yorkshire,  who 
had  universally  expressed  a  wish  to  him  to  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill ; 
and  he  therefore  begged  to  express  a  hope, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
have  the  goodness  to  propose  the  exemption 
of  the  county  of  York  himself,  when  he 
brought  forward  the  measure. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  him  to  consent  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  for  he  had  himsw  received 
repeated  and  numerous  requests  from  people 
residing  in  Yorkshire,  wishbg  that  county 
to  be  ineluded  in  his  Bill. 

Sir  CharUs  WethereU  should  feel  it  his 
duty,  when  the  proper  stage  should  ar- 
rive, to  offer  his  sentiments  on  the  subject 
of  the  Bill  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
ftiend  had  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in ;  but 
he  would  take  the  present  opportunity  to 
assure  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  that  he 
intended  to  give  it  the  most  earnest  and 
strenuous  opposition  in  his  power.  There 
were  a  variety  of  provisions  in  the  Bill  to 
which  he  felt  insuperable  objections. 

Mr.  Striokland  pledged  himself  to  a  simi- 
lar course  of  opposition,  he  also  felt  it  his 
duty  to  appriee  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, that  he  had  attended  several  public 
meetings  sinoe  the  termination  oX  the  last 
8eisioD|  and  he  had  found  his  constituents 


in  general  wholly  averse  from  the  Bill, 
and  if  Yorkshire  was  to  be  included  in  it, 
the  Table  of  the  House  would  be  covered 
with  petitions  deprecating  fhe  measure. 

Mr.  SchottSfvar  added  his  testimony  as  to 
the  general  dissatisfaction  that  prevailed  in 
and  near  Hull  with  the  proposed  change  in 
the  law  of  registration. 

Lord  Morpeth  hoped  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed friend  would,  by  a  prudent  concession, 
exonerate  him  from  the  necessity  of  moving 
that  the  county  of  York  diould  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  3iU« 

Mr,  Paget  assured  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  tliat  he  had  read  the  Bill,  and  be- 
lieved no  person  but  a  professed  lawyer 
could  comprehend  it«  Tnere  were  many 
circumstances  which  would  make  ^e  opei^ 
ation  of  the  Bill  inconvenient*  A  main 
one  was,  that  it  wouid  go  to  throw  gnat 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  booefft  aftd  eflter- 
nrisjng  jpe<^Ie«  who  w0repc«aiionaUy  in  the 
habit  01  raising  moq^gn  ^e  deeds  <^  |Nr«>- 
perty  they  poasessed  in  land  by  ieogtiting 
fiuch  deeds  as  securities  with  Aeis  bankers. 

Mr.  John  Campbell 'm  explanatioo,  ok* 
served,  that  it  was  not  intended  to  render 
it  necessary,  that  the  original,  but  only  a 
duplicate,  of  the  deeds  should  be  regist^ed 
under  the  Act ;  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  measure  would  facilitate  the  transac- 
tions to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  alluded, 
instead  of  rendering  them  more  difficult. 

Leave  given,  Bifi  brought  in,  and  read  a 
£jrst  time- 

Arranobmbnt  op  BnaiNBSB.]  Lord 
AUhorp  said,  considerable  inconvenience 
often  resulted  to  hon.  Members  who  had 
notices  of  Motions  before  the  House,  which 
they  were  obliged  to  postpone  from  tinfH  to 
time,  in  consequence  of  the  business  of  Go- 
vernment being  allowed  to  have  preoedenoe 
of  that  originating  with  Members  not 
forming  part  of  the  Administration.  An 
attempt  had  been  made  last  Session  to  esta- 
blish an  improved  clasrification  of  buriness ; 
the  expermient  had,  however,  ftdled,  or 
rather,  had  not  been  put  to  the  test  of  oper- 
ation, owing  to  the  intense  interest  felt 
upon  the  sul^ect  of  Parliamentary  Reform, 
in  which  all  minor  considerations  and  mat- 
ters of  form  merged.  It  was  his  intention 
to  submit  a  proposition  now  to  the  House, 
with  a  view  to  afibrd  opportunities  to 
hon.  Members  not  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  on,  positively,  business 
in  which  they  felt  interested,  without  run- 
ning the  risk  of  being  disappointed,  as  was 
now  the  case.  He  intended  to  propose, 
that  a  day  should  be  set  apart  wheii  these 
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notices  should  not  be  superseded  by  Go- 
vernment business  which  happened  to  be 
also  on  the  paper. 

Mr.  Hume  believed  it  to  be  highly  ne- 
cessary that  a  different  arrangement  from 
that  now  in  force  should  take  place  before 
hon.  Members  could  feel  satisfied  with  the 
chance  they  had  of  executing  business  con- 
fided to  their  care.  He  had  always  thought 
it  would  be  a  far  better  plan,  that  instead  of 
taking,  as  they  did  now,  arbitrarily,  the 
first  or  thirty-first  topic  on  the  list,  they 
should  be  each  taken  up  and  debated  in  the 
exact  order  in  which  they  were  placed  on 
the  list. 

Lord  AUhorp  observed,  that  he  could 
not  accede  to  a  proposition  which  he  felt 
would  be  productive  of  great  inconvenience 
to  Government,  He  hoped  the  arrange- 
ment he  proposed,  would  prove  that  he 
really  was  anxious  to  afford  greater  facilities 
to  individual  Members,  though  at  an  ex- 
pense to  the  officers  of  Government.  He 
should,  therefore,  move  a  resolution  that 
Orders  of  the  Day  should  take  precedence 
of  notices  on  Mondays,  Wednesdays,  and 
Fridays,  and  that  on  Wednesdays  those  of 
Government  should  not  be  entitled  to  pre- 
cedence. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  December^,  1831. 

MmuTBS.]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
TxYiTHAM,  the  amount  of  Duty  paid  on  Hops,  for  the 
year  1831,  and  the  number  of  BuaheU  of  Malt  that  have 
paid  Duty  in  the  same  year. 

His  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress.]] The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he 
begged  to  inform  the  House,  that  their 
Lordships  had  waited  upon  his  Majesty 
with  the  Address  of  that  House,  to  which 
his  Majesty  was  pleased  to  return  the 
following  most  gracious  answer. 

"My  Lords: — I  thank  your  Lordships  for 
your  loyal  and  dutiful  Address,  and  I  rely 
with  just  confidence  upon  your  zealous  co- 
operation in  all  measures  (^culated  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  my  subjects,  and  to 
maintain  the  honour  and  high  character  of 
my  country." 

Earl  Grey  moved,  that  his  Majesty's 
most  gracious  answer  to  the  Address,  be 
entered  on  the  Journals. 

Ordered  accordingly. 

Affairs  of  India.]]  Lord  Ellen^ 
borough  said,  he  rose  to  move  for  certain 
Returns,  and  he  did  so  at  that  early  period 
of  the  SessioD^  because  it  would  take  some 


time  to  prepare  the  documents  he  required. 
He  wished  to  move  for  Returns  respecting 
the  Financial  Affairs  of  India,  and  also  for 
a  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  of  last  Session,  with  a  view  to 
determine  how  far  the  commercial  means 
of  the  East-India  Company  went  to  meet 
its  expenditure,  without  calling  upon  the 
assistance  of  the  mother  country.  He  could 
not  help  taking  advantage  of  that  oppor* 
tunity  to  say  a  few  words  with  respect  to 
the — as  it  appeared  to  him — extraordinary 
omission  of  all  allusion  to  the  affairs  of  our 
Indian  possessions  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  He  must  infer  from  that  omission, 
that  it  was  not  intended,  during  the  present 
Session,  to  bring  the  question  of  the  East- 
India  Company's  Charter  before  Parliament. 
He  owned^  that  he  was  not  surprised  at 
this,  when  he  considered  that  the  parlia- 
mentary  duties  of  the   President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  were  so  severe  during 
the  last  Session,  that  it  was  physically  im« 
possible    he    could   have    discharged    the 
ordinary  duties  of  his  office  in  an  adequate 
and  proper  manner.     He  knew  it  might 
be  said,  that  the  Charter  of  the  East-India 
Company  did  not  expire  until  1834 ;  but  he 
begged  to  remind  their  Lordships,   that 
they  were  now  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session  of  183^,  and  that,  if  they  put 
off  the  consideration  of  this  great  question 
to  the  next  year,  they  would  defer  it  to 
the  last  moment,  and  be  compelled  to  come 
to  a  hasty  decision  upon  a  question  of  the 
last  importance  to  the  community.    Indeed 
he  felt,  that  the  opinions  expreraed  by  the 
noble  Lords  opposite,  in  1813,  when  the 
question  was  brought  forward  at  an  ad- 
vanced period  of  the  year,  were  so  strongs 
in  condemnation  of  the  postponement  of 
the  measure  until  the  eleventh  hour  at  that 
time,  that  he  could  not  avoid  entertaining 
great  hopes  that  Government  would  now 
afford  complete  time    for  the   discussion 
of  the  subject.     Upon  that  occasion  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  their  Lordships  pro- 
perly to  consider  the  question.      The  bill 
for  regulating  the  aiiairs  of  India  was 
passed  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
13th  of  July ;  it  passed  the  Lords  on  the 
l6th,  and  received  the  Rojral  Assent  on  the 
21st  of  the  same  month.     He  again  said, 
that  for  these  reasons  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  the  noble  Lords  opposite  would  not 
fall  into  the    course  they  had  then    so 
severely  and    properly  condemned;    but 
would  now  afford  the  amplest  time  to  their 
Lordships  for  considering  this  great  ques- 
tion in  all  its  bearings.     Since  the  period 
to  which  he  had  alluded^  a  Committee  h$d 
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been  appointed,  at  which  the  noble  Marquis 
opposite  (the  Marquis  of  Lansdown)  was 
a  constant  attendant ;  and  certainly  the 
papers  which  were  issued  by  it  could  alone 
be  justified  by  the  fact,  that  there  had  been 
a  full  examination  of  all  persons  connected 
with  the  affairs  of  India,  then  in  England. 
He  thought  it  would  be  advisable,  that  this 
Committee  should  be  renewed;  for  it 
should  be  observed,  that  persons  were  con- 
tinually returning  to  this  country  from 
India,  and  that  the  best  information  was, 
of  course,  to  be  derived  from  the  last 
comers.  If,  therefore,  that  Committee  was 
not  renewed  in  time  to  take  advantage  of 
such  evidence,  he  gave  notice,  that  he 
would  submit  a  motion  on  the  subject.  Not 
only  did  he  insist  upon  the  re-appointment 
of  the  Committee  on  this  account,  but  also 
because  there  was  an  ureent  necessity  that 
at  no  distant  period  there  should  be  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  financial  branch  of 
the  question,  for^  upon  the  view  taken  by 
Parliament  of  the  financial  affairs  of  India, 
would  depend  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  commercial  means  were  such  as  to 
enable  the  Company  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment without  any  assistance,  direct  or 
indirect,  from  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  for  Returns  con- 
nected with  the  financial  branch  of  the  East- 
India  question — for  the  Reports  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  by  giving  notice 
of  motion  for  a  Committee. 

Earl  Grey  was  free  to  acknowledge,  that 
the  omission  of  any  allusion  to  the  affairs  of 
India,  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  was, 
as  the  noble  Baron  had  inferred,  owing  to 
the  circumstance  that  Ministers  did  not 
intend  to  bring  any  question  relating  to 
the  important  subject  of  Indian  affairs 
before  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session.  He  would  also  acknowledge,  that 
the  noble  Baron  was  partly  correct  in  his 
statement  of  the  amount  of  the  duties  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control. 
He  would  admit,  likewise,  the  correctness 
of  the  noble  Baron's  statement,  that  very 
little  consideration  had  been  bestowed  upon 
the  subject  on  the  renewal  of  the  Charter 
in  1 8 1 3«  On  that  occasion,  as  the  noble  Baron 
had  remarked,  many  noble  Lords,  and  he  ac- 
knowledged that  he  had  been  one  of  them, 
loudly  exclaimed  against  the  conduct  of  the 
then  Government,  in  calling  for  so  important 
a  measure  as  the  renewal  of  the  East-India 
Company's  Charter,  with  so  little  prepara- 
tion ;  but  he  pledged  himself,  that  ample 
time  should  be  given  for  its  discussion  in  all 
its  bearings  on  the  next  renewal.    He  con* 
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sidered,  however^  that  a  great  part  of  the 
difficulty  and  responsibility  attending  the 
settlement  of  such  an  important  question, 
in  which  so  many  interests  were  involved, 
had  been  obviated  in  consequence  of  the 
very  comprehensive  and  diligent  inquiries 
that  had  been  carried  on  for  some  time  past 
by  means  of  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  In  point  of  fact,  nearly  all  . 
the  information  that  could  be  obtained,  was 
at  this  moment  before  Parliament, embodied 
in  the  Reports  of  these  Committees,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  both  Houses 
coming  to  a  decision  as  to  the  renewal  of 
the  Charter  at  a  very  short  notice.  For 
these  reasons  Ministers  had  not  deemed  it 
expedient,  during  the  present  Session,  to 
bring  forward  any  measure  on  the  sub- 
ject. With  respect  to  the  noble  Baron's 
intended  motion  for  the  re-appointment 
of  the  Committee,  all  he  could  then  say 
was,  that  Ministers  would  take  the  subject 
into  early  consideration,  and  that  Parlia- 
ment would  find  them  most  willing  to  co- 
operate, not  only  in  bringing  forward  every 
information  in  their  power,  but  also  to  assist 
in  making  inquiries  in  every  other  quarter 
from  which  additional  information  might  ' 
be  derived. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Poor-laws.]  The  Marquis  of  Salis^ 
bury  begged  to  inquire  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  whether  it 
was  his  intention,  or  that  of  any  other 
member  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  to 
redeem  the  pledge  given  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  during  the  last  Session,  to 
submit  some  proposition  to  their  Lordships  ' 
for  amending  the  present  system  of  Poor- 
laws.  He  felt,  that  this  subject  was  of 
vital  importance  to  the  country,  and  seeing 
that  no  allusion  was  made  to  it  in  his 
Majesty's  Speech,  he  feared  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  Ministers  to  overlook  it  for  the 
present. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  would  not  under- 
take to  say  whether  it  was,  or  was  not,  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
call  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  this 
important  subject,  or,  if  they  did,  at  what 
period  of  the  Session  it  was  probable  they 
would  do  so  ;  but  this  he  would  say,  that  if 
no  other  individual  undertook  the  duty,  he 
would  undertake  it  himself,  and  unques- 
tionably some  measure  on  the  subject 
would  be  brought  forward  by  some  member 
of  his  Majesty's  Government. 

The  Marquis  of  Salisbury :  During  the 
present  Session  f 
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The  lA)rd  Chancellor :  Yes ;  certainly, 
he  meant  during  the  present  Session. 

Tithes  (Ireland).  ]  Viscount  Mel' 
iidunw  gave  notice,  that  on  Thursday  next 
he  would,  pursuant  to  the  recommendation 
in  the  Sixiech  from  tlie  ITirone,  with 
respect  to  the  payment  of  Tithes  in  Ire- 
land, move  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  j)rescnt  Tithe-system  in  that  country. 

I^)rd  Cloncurry  had  a  number  of  Pe- 
titi(ms  to  present  with  respect  to  the  pay- 
ment of  Tithes  in  Ireland,  which  he  would 
take  nn  early  occasion  to  submit  to  their 
Lordships,  but  he  could  not  forego  the 
j)leasure  of  takinc  that,  the  first  oppor- 
tunity, of  stating  tne  satisfaction  he  felt  at 
the  reconmicndation  in  his  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Sjwech,  on  a  subject  so  important 
to  the  best  interests  of  Ireland.  The  tithe- 
laws,  in  their  present  operation,  were 
partial  and  oppressive — they  had  one  mea- 
sure for  the  rich,  and  another  for  the  poor, 
though,  he  admitted,  that  to  remedy  the 
evils  would  be  a  measure  of  extreme  dif- 
ficulty. 

The  Earl  of  JVicklotv  rose  to  order,  aiid 
bcp^gcd  leave  to  remind  the  noble  Baron, 
that  it  was  irregular  to  enter  into  state- 
ments which  were  likely  to  pn)voke  discus- 
.sion,  on  giving  a  notice.  Tlie  more  regular 
courso  would  be,  to  defer  his  observations 
until  he  brought  forward  the  petitions. 

Lord  Cloncurry  said,  that  his  chief 
object  was,  to  express  his  thankfulness  to 
Ministers  for  the  very  fair  and  considerate 
manner  in  which  they  had  introduced  the 
subject,  by  a  recommendation  from  the 
Throne  for  the  Parliament  to  take  it  into 
consideration.  The  opposition  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes  was  chiefly  among  the  small 
tenants,  and  if  the  landlords  of  Ireland  would 
pursue  a  more  liberal  policy  towards  their 
tenantry>  he  was  sure  it  would  go  far  to 
mitigate  the  evil.  The  clergy  he  had  ever 
found  moderate  in  their  demands. 

I^)rd  Ellenborough  begged  to  know, 
whether  the  prayer  of  the  petitions  in- 
trusted to  the  noble  Baron  was  merely  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  operation  of  the  tithe- 
^systeni  in  Ireland  ? 

Lord  Cloncurry :  The  petitions  simply 
arniigned  the  ])artial  and  oppressive  cha- 
racter of  the  tithe-system  in  Ireland. 

Lord  Klh'uhorou}ih  said,  it  was  most  de- 
sirable, that  all  petitions  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  alx)ut  to  be  appointed,  in 
ordt  r  that  it  might  be  deiirly  ascertained 
wh(?re  the  gnniuil  of  complaint  lay. 

Bklgic  Ne(JOTiations.]    The  Karl  of 


Aberdeen  wished  to  know  from  the  noble 
Earl  (Grey)  opposite,  whether  he  was  pre- 
pared to  lay  before  their  Lordships  those 
documents  which  would  throw  fight  on 
the  conclusion  to  which  the  representatives 
of  the  five  Powers  had  arrived,  with  respect 
to  the  settlement  of  the  ouestion  between 
the  king  of  Holland,  and  Belgium  ? 

Earl  Grey  was  not  then  prepared  to 
state  when  the  documents  alluded  to  could 
be  laid  before  the  House,  as  the  treaties 
had  not  yet  been  ratified. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  saidj  the  noUe 
Earl  well  knew  that  the  articles  of  that 
treaty  had  been  published  in  every  news- 
paper in  tlie  kingaom.  In  the  whole  courK 
of  the  negotiations  a  considerable  degree  of 
mystery  had  been  persevered  in,  whidk 
should  be  now  cleared  up.  He  would.  how<p 
ever,  then  make  no  further  observations  qd 
the  subject,  than  simply  tQ  giye  notioe,  01^ 
the  part  of  his  noble  friend  (the  fitike'of 
Wellington),  that  the  noUe  tilfte  Woajd 
submit  a  motion  to  their  l4ord8hli3f  oil  this 
subject,  as  soon  as  his  hefdth  wouut  petniik. 
It  was  earnestly  to  be  hoped  tha(  Ihe 
health  of  the  noble  Duke  would  enahle 
him  to  submit,  as  soon  as  possible,  sUch  a 
motion  to  their  Lordships,  because  thf 
afiairs  of  the  Neth  rlands  were  arrived  at 
such  a  crisis  that  the  honour  and  justice-^ 
and,  he  would  add,  the  character — of  the 
country  were  materially  implicated.  In- 
deed, he  felt  this  so  strongly,  that  should 
the  health  of  the  noble  Duke  not  permit 
him  soon  to  resume  his  place  in  that  Houses 
he  would  take  the  responsibility  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  subject  on  himself,  and 
submit  a  motion  respecting  it. 

Anatomical  SciBKCE.]  The  E^l  of 
Ilarrotuby  begged  to  present  a  Petition  tp 
their  Lordsliips^  which  he  thought  wai 
entitled  to  their  attention,  coming,  as  it 
did,  from  able  and  respectable  gentlemen, 
and  couched  as  it  was  in  proper  and  rp* 
spectful  terms.  It  was  signed  by  the 
Chairman  andSecretariosof  the  ''Hunteriao 
Society,"  meeting  in  Aldermanbuiy;  00 
behalf  of  its  several  members.  I(  set  lo^rtll 
the  great  importance  of  the  question,  and 
that,  so  far  back  as  1828,  the  present 
Petitioners  had  ventured  to  call  their  Lord* 
shi^is'  attention  to  it ;  that  the  state  of  the 
Liw  loudly  called  for  the  consideration  of 
their  Lordships;  that,  as  the  law  now 
stocnl,  subjects  could  not  be  procured  for 
anatomists  without  exposing  the  parties  to 
prosecutions  for  misdemeanors,  or  prompt- 
ing those  parties  to  the  commission  of 
crimes  which  it  was  revolting  to  Kinhan 
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nature  to  reflect  on ;  that  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  students^  surgeons,  and  others, 
to  attain  expertncss  in,  and  the  requisite 
qualifications  for,  their  professions,  without 
haying  opportunities  to  dissect  human 
bodies ;  that  in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
^  the  law,  and  of  particular  occurrences,  the 
obtaining  of  subjects  had  become  almost 
impossible;  that  the  impediments  thus 
thrown  in  the  way  of  most  important 
studies  threatened  to  be  most  serious  to 
society :  and  that  they  therefore  prayed  their 
Lordships  to  institute  inquiries,  to  ascer- 
tain whether  any  remedy  could  be  applied 
to  the  evils  and  diffieultics  apprehend^  by 
the  petitioners.  This  subject  was  of  great 
importance  in  connexion  with  recent  events, 
and  he  therefore  wished  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsaek  would 
inform  himj  whether  his  Majest/s  Ministers 
contemplated  the  proposition  of  any  inquiry, 
or  the  introduction  m  any  measure  on  this 
subject  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  state,  that  the  subject  appeared  to 
him  to  be  one,  the  difficulty  of  which  was 
equalled  only  by  its  importance.  However, 
he  thought,  in  the  present  excited  state  of 
the  public  mind,  it  would  be  as  well  to 
avoid  all  discussion  on  the  subject,  and  that 
it  would  be  especially  wise  to  delay  any 
legislative  measure  regarding  it  till  that 
excitement  had  abated. 

The  Petition  was  read. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowhy,  in  moving  that 
the  petitioTvdo  lie  on  the  Table,  remarked, 
that  in  presenting  this  petition  he  consi- 
dered he  had  only  performed  his  duty ;  but 
that,  with  respect  to  its  prayer,  which  was 
for  inquiry,  he  had  no  intention  of  origi- 
nating any  motion  on  the  subject. 

Petition  to  lie  on  tlie  Table. 

Political  Unions.]  The  Earl  of 
WiHckilsea  was  anxious  to  learn  from  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  whether  Ministers  in- 
tended to  bring  forward  any  measure  with 
a  view  to  nutting  down  those  Political 
Unions  and  illegal  combinations  which, 
according  to  the  noble  Earl,  were  incompa- 
tible witn  good  government,  trenched  upon 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  Parliament,  and 
were  opposed  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  Crown?  It  was  the  more  necessary 
that  they  should  have  distinct  information 
on  this  head,  as  but  one  Political  Union— 
that  of  Brighton — had  dissolved  itself,  in 
obedience  to  thcproclamation  issued  by  the 
Government,  ihe  others  had  merely  sus- 
pended their  proceedings  for  the  present. 

Earl  Orey:  In  answer  to  the  noble  Earl, 


I  have  only  to  say  this-^that  believing  as 
we  do,  that  the  authority  with  which  the 
law  arms  the  Government,  is  fully  equal  to 
the  suppression  of  all  Associations,  be  their 
character  or  title  what  they  may,  which  at 
all  afiect  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  and 
the  rights  and  honours  of  the  Prerogative, 
it  is  not  our  intention  to  submit  to  the 
Legislature  any  measure  for  additional 
powers. 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday  f  December  8,  1831. 

Mmursii.]  The  Houne  met  proprmdt  and  the  Speaker,  oc- 
efNupanjed  by  the  Mover  and  Seotmdcr,  ami  several  mem- 
bers of  Uie  Privy  Council,  proceeded  to  SL  James's  to 
present  the  Addreic  in  answer  to  his  Majesty's  Speech. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  December  9,  1831. 

MfMUTSS.]  New  Writ  ordcfied  for  the  Borough  of  Leo- 
minster in  the  room  of  Thomas  Beayev,  £»].,  who 
had  accepted  the  Chiltcm  Hundreds. 

BUI  brought  in.  Read  a  first  time ;  to  provide  payment  for 
Outstanding  Lottery  Tickets. 

Rctvjna  ordfirwL  On  the  Moticm  of  Sir  Francis  Burdrtt, 
the  Parochial  Rates,  Taxes,  and  Assessments,  paid  by  Die 
Inhabitants  of  .SL  James's  Westminster: — On  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  Hunt,  the  nimilicr,  Ace  of  the  Yeomanry  force  of 
England  and  Wales : — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Alderman 
Wood,  the  number  of  Acres  of  Land  under  the  Cultiva- 
tion of  Hops,  in  the  year  1831,  distinguishing  the  Parishes, 
and  the  amount  of  the  duties  on  Hops,  for  tlic  same  year, 
distinguishing  the  old  Arom  tlie  new  duty :— On  the  Motion 
of  Sir  John  BCrke,  of  Fines  levied  on  Jurors  for  non- 
attendance  or  other  causes,  during  the  last  five  years  in 
Ireland.  On  the  Moticm  of  Mr.  Mabxrly,  of  all  Hemp, 
Flax,  and  Linen  yarn,  tlic  produce  of  Foreign  Countries 
exported,  and  imported,  during  the  year  1851 ;  the  same  for 
the  produce  of  Ireland ;  an  Account  of  all  British  Linen 
Cloth  exported,  and  imported,  from  diflteent  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  Foreign  Countries,  and  the  amount 
for  Home  consumption,  with  an  account  of  the  Bounty 
paid  upon  exportation,  and  the  amount  of  duties  paid 
upon  (breign  Hides  imported. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Morpsth,  fh>m  Martin  Sta- 
pylton,  praying  the  House,  that  in  any  Reform  which 
might  pass  into  a  Law,  there  might  be  included  an  Enact- 
ment to  prohibit  any  pemn  fWun  taking  Ills  seat  in  that 
House,  who  should  be,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  himself  or 
friend,  guilty  of  any  act  of  Bribery  ;  and  from  the  Land- 
owners of  Northallerton  and  its  vicinity,  praying  that  the 
county  of  York  might  not  be  included  in  the  provisions  of 
the  General  Registration  Bill.  By  Mr.  John  Wood,  from 
Persons  in  Birmingham,  for  the  new  Beer-shops  to  Ix* 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  Licensed  Public-houses.  By 
the  Attornbt-Gxwsral,  to  the  same  eflbct,  from  Not- 
tingham. By  Mr.  Labouchsrb,  for  tliv  abolition  of  tlie 
Duty  on  Soap. 

Hr8  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  7\d- 
DRESS.3  The  Speaker  stated,  that  he  had  to 
read  to  the  House,  his  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  Address,  which  was  as  follows  :— 

"  I  return  you  my  sincere  thanksfor  your 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address,  and  for  your  as- 
surance that  you  will  make  such  provision 
as  may  he  required  for  the  public  service. 
I  rely  entirely  on  your  attachment  to  my 
permn  and  gOTcrnment,  and  on  your  «eal- 
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ous  co-operation  in  such  measures  as  may  be 
necessary  for  maintaining  the  honour  of  my 
Crown,  and  promoting  the  safety  and  wel- 
fare of  my  people." 

It  was  resolved,  nembie  contradicente, 
'*That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Majesty,  to  return  his  Majesty  the 
thanks  of  this  House  for  his  most  gracious 
Answer  to  their  address." 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland.)]  ^t, Leader 
rose  to  present  a  Petition  from  part  of  the 
county  cess  payers,  in  the  important  barony 
of  Duhallow,  in  the  county  of  Cork.  The 
petitioners  were  the  cess  payers  of  the 
northern  part  of  this  district,  and  in  which 
there  had  been  no  resident  gentry  for  many 
years.  They  stated,  they  had  paid  a  large 
amount  of  county  cess,  and  had  never  re- 
ceived a  remunerating  shilling,  in  the  way 
of  presentment,  within  the  district  of  their 
residence,  while  the  other  part  of  the  barony, 
in  which  the  Grand  Jurors  generally  re- 
sided, was  cut  up  into  ornamental  and  cir- 
cular roads.  At  the  same  time  the  charges  to 
which  the  petitioners  were  subjected  were 
increased  annually  by  new  valuations,  and  en- 
larged charges,  without  the  smallest  attention 
being  paid  to  the  honest  expenditure  of  the 
sums  raised  for  the  benefit  of  the  barony  in 
general.  The  petitioners  stated.  That  the 
applications  to  Magistrates  at  the  Petty 
Sessions  was  a  mockery;  that  their  appli- 
cations were  sometimes  passed  at  such  Petty 
Sessions,  but  were  regularly  cashiered  by 
the  Grand  Jury ;  that  the  mode  of  nomi- 
nating Grand  Juries  was  degrading  to  the 
administration  of  justice,  as  it  led  to  a  cor- 
rupt, partial,  and  wasteful  expenditure  of 
the  public  money  ;  that  some  material 
changes  ought  to  be  made  in  the  manner  of 
appointing  Grand  Juries  if  such  persons 
were  to  continue  to  have  the  irresponsible 
power  of  disposing  of  funds  raised  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public  generally.  The  pe- 
titioners suggested,  that  if  such  large  sums 
were  to  be  annually  raised,  the  cess  payers 
ought  to  have  the  election  of  those  by 
whom  they  were  so  severely  taxed,  and  that, 
while  the  great  county  and  barony  roads 
were  maintained  by  trusts  or  public  Boards, 
the  parishes  should  have  the  laying  out  of 
their  own  money ; » under  the  control  of 
government  engineers.  The  petitioners 
proceeded  to  illustrate  the  hardships  of  their 
situation^  by  shew^ing  the  severe  local  in- 
juries they  had  endured,  from  the  corrupt 
and  improvident  manner  in  which  their 
funds  were  managed,  which  were  so  great, 
to  use  their  own  words,  "  that  the  neglect, 
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calculated  to  drive  them  reluctantly  to  in« 
subordination,  and  almost  to  compel  them 
to  acts  of  riot  and  disturbance."  This 
petition  was  signed  by  several  hundreds  of 
respectable  occupiers  of  land,  and  its  prayer 
was  fully  corroborated  by  what  had  been 
stated  at  a  meeting  of  the  county-rate 
payers  of  Tyrone.  They  stated,  "  That  the 
Grand  Juries  of  Ireland  are  nearly  perma- 
nent, and.  virtually  self-constituted  bodies. 
That  in  the  county  of  Tyrone  the  great 
and  influential  majority  of  the  Grand  Jury 
now  are  either  the  same  identical  men  who 
constituted  the  Grand  Jury  five-and-twenty 
years  ago,  or  the  heirs  or  successors  of  such 
of  them  as  have,  since  that  time,  either  died 
or  been  removed,  holding  very  nearly  the 
same  places  respectively  on  the  panel,  from 
year  to  year,  to  the  present  time ;  and  that 
such  is  the  constitution  of  Grand  Juries 
throughout  the  kin^om.  That  bodies 
thus  constituted  are  altogether  beyond  the 
reach  of  efficient  control,  and,  like  all 
oligarchical  and  irresponsible  bodies,  have 
a  natural  tendency  to  disregard  trust,  neg- 
lect duty,  blink  the  public  weal,  and  to 
co-operate,  confederate,  and  combine  with 
one  another,  to  advance  their  own  inter- 
ests, and  to  protect  their  own  creatures, 
for  the  purpose  of  screening  their  own  cor- 
ruptions, 'iliat  the  Grand  Juries  through- 
out the  kingdom  are  generally  composed  of 
the  second  class  of  landed  proprietors,  and 
the  agents  of  the  great  estates  whose  prin- 
cipals are,  for  the  most  part,  absentees. 
That  the  parties  to  a  Grand  Jury  present- 
ment are  most  commonly  the  following 
description  of  persons:  first,  the  head  Over- 
seer, who  is  almost  always  the  agent  for, 
or  owner  of,  the  premises  through  which 
any  old  road  has  been  passed,  or  any  new 
one  is  intended  to  be  passed.  This  gentle- 
man receives  the  money  presented,  from  the 
county  Treasurer,  but  makes  no  affidavit 
whatever,  nor  does  he  otherwise  appear 
ostensibly  in  the  undertaking.  The  person 
next  in  consequence  to  him,  is  the  account- 
ing Overseer,  an  inferior  person,  who  is  to 
the  road  jobbers  in  a  county  what  the  tithe 
proctor's  viewing  and  valuing  Bailiff  is 
to  him  in  the  parish.  To  this  man's  con- 
science is  intrusted  the  principal  affidavit 
required  by  the  law.  Next  downwards  in 
the  scale  of  degradation,  are  two  persons, 
called  by  the  county  treasurers,  applicants, 
and  who  are,  in  point  of  fact,  persons  still 
lower  in  degree  than  the  accounting  Over- 
seer, and,  generaUy  speaking,  his  depend- 
ants. To  these  two  last-mentioned  per- 
sonages, as  the  law  now  stands,  is  intrusted 
the  initiation  of  all  rqad  pr«sentw^Qtt^  ^d 
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all  other  matters  and  things  connected  with 
roads  in  Ireland.  That  these  two  last- 
mentioned  agents  are  set  in  motion  by  the 
head  Overseer  and  accounting  Overseer  al- 
luded to^  or  one  of  them^  is  what  ought  not 
to  be  disputed^  and  cannot  be  denied  with 
truth.  They  are  the  first  persons^  how- 
ever^ who  make  their  appearance  in  any 
presentment^  and  are  supposed  by  the  laws 
to  act  voluntarily^  and  for  the  public  good. 
They  appear — imagine  the  utility,  limit  the 
direction,  and  estimate  the  whole  expense 
of  every  newly-projected  road.  Each  makes 
an  affidavit  before  certain  Magistrates  at  the 
road  sessions,  of  the  truth  of  his  estimate, 
&c.  Upon  this  rotten  foundation  rests  all 
the  presentments  for  new  roads  made  in 
Ireland.  In  practice,  there  is  now  no  in- 
quiry instituted,  either  as  regards  utility, 
expense,  or  direction,  by  the  Magistrates,  at 
the  road  sessions ;  and,if  the  Grand  Jury  to 
whom  the  application  is  referred  do  not 
throw  it  out,  the  work  goes  on  under  the 
inspection  of  the  accounting  Overseer,  who 
never  fails  to  swear,  that  the  work  has  been 
duly  executed  according  to  the  estimate,  and 
that  all  the  money  presented  has  been  duly 
expended  on  the  work."  Such  were  the 
opinions  of  the  landed  proprietors  of  the 
county  of  Tyrone,  and  what  was  the  result 
of  such  a  system — why,  that  clubs  were 
actually  formed  for  the  redress  of  local 
grievances,  such  as  road  jobbing,  and  all 
other  misapplications  of  the  county  cess, 
and  the  Tyrone  Independent  Club  was 
compelled  to  enter  into  large  subscriptions 
to  do  what  Parliament  had  evaded  doing, 
namely,  to  redress  the  local  and  almost  in- 
tolerable grievances  of  the  Irish  people. 
What  were  the  facts  disclosed  in  the  ap- 
pendix to  the  reports  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  State  of  the  Poor,  page  63, 
and  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  of  1827,  page  4.  Before 
the  Union,  the  presentments  were  400,000/. 
annually;  in  1810  the  Grand  Jury  present- 
ments were  632,693/. ;  in  1820,  741,829/. ; 
and  in  1829,  888,932/.  Such  was  the 
enormous  increase.  To  this  must  be 
added  the  great  charges  on  the  account  of 
tithes  made  by  the  Church.  He  implored 
the  House  to  attend  to  the  fact,  that  pre- 
vious to  the  Union,  the  whole  government 
of  Ireland,  civil,  military,  and  naval,  in- 
cluding local  improvements,  was  carried  on 
by  a  local  legislature,  for  a  million  per 
annum,  and  part  of  that  was  raised  by  a 
lottery.  At  present  the  cost  was  double  that 
sum,  and  the  charge  was  so  large,  that  the 
industry  of  the  country  was  wholly  weighed 
down  by  iu    In  such  a  state  ^  UungSj  it 


was  easy  to  account  for  clubs,  and  unionsi 
and  associations,  when  prosperous  harvests 
only  tended  to  aggravate  the  sufferings  of 
the  people.  He  felt  it  to  be  his  bounden 
duty  to  press  these  considerations  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  for  no  Government 
could  ever  give  satisfaction  in  Ireland  while 
there  were  so  many  grievances  arising  from 
local  taxation  and  oppression. 

Sir  John  Brydges  said,  there  was  one  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  Member  which  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  notice,  that  was,  that  the 
amount  of  tithe  had  increased  of  late 
years ;  but  that  evidently  arose  from  the 
increase  of  agriculture,  growing  out  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country.  He  thought  the 
attack  on  the  Church,  therefore,  unfair,  and 
he  regretted  to  observe,  that  such  attacks 
were  at  every  opportunity  brought  forward. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  as  the  manufacturers  of 
Ireland  had  been  sacrificed,  that  country 
had  now  nothing  but  agriculture  to  support 
her  people,  and  he  felt  it  his  duty,  therefore, 
to  watch  with  unceasing  care,  that  the 
charges  upon  that  were  not  increased  un- 
necessarily to  add  to  her  misfortunes  and 
sufferings. 

Petition  to  be  Printed. 

Drawback  on  Spirits.]  Mr.  George 
Dawson  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  During  the 
course  of  the  last  Session,  a  Committee  had 
sat  upon  the  question  of  the  drawbacks 
allowed  to  the  exporters  of  Irish  and  Scotch 
spirits  distiUed  from  malt,  and  the  result 
of  this  inquiry  was,  that  the  Committee 
stated,  that  great  frauds  were  practised  with 
respect  to  those  drawbacks,  but  they  came  to 
no  decision  as  to  the  course  that  was  proper 
to  be  adopted,  leaving  the  whole  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  He  under- 
stood, that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  proposed  a  Bill  either  to  do  away  with 
the  drawback  altogether,  or  to  modify  it  in 
such  a  way  as  to  remove  the  means  by 
which  these  frauds  were  now  committed. 
He  wanted  to  know  if  that  was  the  fact  ? 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  wished,  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  put  in  the  presence  of  his 
noble  friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He,  however,  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  the  matter  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Ministers,  and  that 
they  would  shortly  be  prepared,  to  submit 
a  measure  to  Parliament  growing  out  of 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
of  last  Session. 

Fines  and  Recoveries,  dec]  Mr. 
JoAa  Campbell  moyei  Uie  aeoond  reading 
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of  the  Fines  and  RecoYcries  BilL  He  said^ 
that  the  Bill  was  exactly  the  same  as  that 
introduced  hj  him  last  Sessicm,  and  he 
.should  not,  therefore^  trouble  the  House 
with  any  observations  on  the  sobject. 

Mr.  Spence  was  convinced  of  the  expedi'- 
ency  of  passing  this  Bill^  and  he  recom- 
mended Gentlemen  who  were  at  all  opposed 
to  it,  to  read  a  report  of  what  had  passed 
only  two  days  ago,  relating  to  a  suit  which 
h'dd  been  instituted  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, the  object  of  which  was,  to  get  rid  of 
transactions  which  had  taken  phice  with  cer- 
tain property  from  the  year  1723  down  to  the 
present  time,  in  consequence  of  a  flaw  in 
levying  the  fine  in  1723;  and  the  decision 
of  the  Court  was,  that  the  claimant  was 
entitled  to  recover,  notwithstanding  that  the 
))ropcrty  was  mortgaged,  and  had  passed 
through  several  hands. 

Bill  read  a  second  timc^  as  were  likewise 
the  Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  the  Cour- 
tesy of  England  Bill,  the  Dower  Bill,  and 
the  Inheritance  Bill,  brought  in  by  Mr. 
John  Campbell. 

Lord  AUItorp  moved,  that  the  House  do 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France.] 
Mr.  Robinson  wished  to  know  whether 
the  negotiations  which  had  taken  place 
1>etwccn  this  country  and  France,  in 
consequence  of  the  treaty  of  navigation  of 
1 82(),  had  been  brought  to  a  conclusion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  negotiations 
were  going  on,  and  that  he  had  every  rea- 
son to  hope  that  they  would  soon  be  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  ? 

Silk  Smugglers  »—  Prosecutions.] 
Mr.  Alderman  Vcnabhs  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  CJentleman,  the  Vice-President 
</f  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether  the  prose- 
cution for  smuggling,  which  had  been  in- 
stituted against  a  house  in  the  silk- trade  in 
the  city  oi'  London,  had  been  continued  or 
not,  and  what  was  the  result  ? 

The  AUorncif  General  said,  that  his 
li^lit  hon.  friend,  to  whom  it  properly  be- 
longed to  answer  that  question,  was  not 
present,  but  he  thought  he  might  take 
upon  himself  to  give  an  answer  to  the  hon. 
( xcntlenian.  The  prosecution  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded,  was  a  prosecution 
for  penalties  for  evading  the  payment  of 
the  duty  on  certain  silks.  There  were 
others,  but  one  alone  was  about  to  be 
brought  to  trial,  when  it  was  com|)romi8ed 
for  a  sum  of  2(),()()()/.  ProljabJy  the  whole 
amount  of  the  linos  to  which  the  parties 
had  lubjucted  thomfdv^,  XQigbt  ^m^'un^  ^ 


about  25,000/.  He  beUered,  thai  tke 
amount  received  as  a  compromise  ims  the 
largest  the  Goremment  hod  ever  obtaiBed 
from  such  a  prosecution.  There  were 
goods  to  be  taken  hack,  iriiich  night  pos- 
siUy  amount  to  5,000/.  So  tkat  the  of- 
fending paarties  wouU  have  to  pay  a  snm 
of  15,000/1,  whidi  was  sufficient  to  make 
them  sufier  so  severely  as  to  be  a  eiuuranlee 
that  they  would  not  repeat  the  ooence. 

Mr.  Alderman  VemMet  wished  to  put 
one  mme  question,  which  he  did  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  silk-trade  generally.  They 
wished  to  know  for  what  particular  rea- 
sons the  compromise  was  effected  ?  for  tbej 
felt  very  strongly,  that  it  was  a  most  inju- 
dicious course,  to  compromise  sudi  actions. 
They  were  the  more  anxious  on  this  sub- 
ject, on  account  of  the  distress  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  trade,  and  the  facilities  which 
existed  for  smuggling. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  adverted  to  this 
subject  last  Session,  and  he  then  received 
what  he  understood  to  be  a  distinct  pledge 
that  no  oompromise  should  take  place.  He 
would  Tenture  to  assert,  that  three  times 
the  amount  of  silk  was  smuggled  into  the 
country  beyond  what  was  paid  for,  and  he 
knew,  that  the  trade  had  felt  the  utmost 
anxiety  on  this  subject,  and  had  expected 
penalties  to  the  amount  of  50,000/.  to  be 
recovered. 

The  Attorney  General  was  bound  to 
state,  that  this  matter  had  come  into  his 
hands  without  instructions  or  restrictions  as 
to  what  he  was  or  was  not  to.  do.  He  be- 
lieved, that  in  the  pledge  spoken  of  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston,  his  right  hon.  friend 
only  intended,  that  the  case  ^ould  be 
brought  into  Court,  to  be  there  dealt  with 
as  might  be  proper ;  and  so  far  there  had 
been  no  violation  of  the  pledge.  The  fact 
was,  that  if  every  thing  charged  could  have 
been  proved,  the  penalties  could  only  have 
amounted  to  25,000/.  The  compromise, 
therefcare,  was  only  for  a  sum  of  5,000/. 
less  than  might  have  been  obtained  had 
every  thing  been  fully  proved  against  the 
parties. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venablet  was  bound  to 
say,  that  Government  had,  on  this  occasion, 
obtained  a  more  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  prosecution  than  had  ever  before  been 
obtained ;  but  the  objection  to  any  compro- 
mise still  existed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  as  this  case  had 
excited  a  great  deal  of  attention,  he  thought 
it  would  he  of  advantage  if  the  papers  con- 
nected with  it  were  laid  on  the  Table. 
Those  papers  would  show  the  way  in  which 
the  4olie0  bid  been  oifgfaially  evaded,  md 
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the/  would  inflict  tbat  punishment  wbidi 
de  oompromise  hud  enabled  the  guilty 
parties  to  avoid,  but  which  was  the  most 
effective  that  could  be  employed  against 
them--7he  meant  the  punishment  of  nub- 
licity.  If  the  compromise  was  cffectea^  as 
he  supposed  it  was,  before  the  trial*  of 
cou^rse  there  could  have  been  no  publication 
of  tho  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  the 
disgrace  attendant  on  such  a  publication 
was  wanting  to  complete  that  punishment 
which,  wit£)ut  it,  would  be  haidly  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  parties  firom  being  -guilty 
of  the  same  ofi'ence. 

Lord  Alihorp  saidj  the  object  of  Govern- 
ment most  assuredly  was,  to  prevent  smuff- 
glin^  if  possible,  and  the  object  of  the 
parties  in  this  case,  in  agreeing  to  a  com- 
promise for  so  large  a  penalty,  was,  per- 
haps, chiefly  with  the  view  of  avoiding  the 
additional  punishment  of  publication,  other- 
wise he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  principle,  that  every  publication 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  since  it  was  tho  ol)|ect  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such 
gflcnces. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venahlcs  siiid,  that  he 
should  take  an  early  opportunity  of  moving 
for  the  papers. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  Tliat  part  of  the  King's 
Speech  whicu  informed  the  House  that  his 
Majesty  had  directed  the  Estimates  for  tlie 
epsuing  year  to  be  laid  on  the  Table,  having 
been  read. 

Lord  Althorp  moved^"  That  it  is  the 
opiidon  of  this  Committee,  that  a  Supply 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty." 

On  the  question  that  the  Resolution  be 
agreed  to^  being  repeated. 

Affray  in  thk  County  of  Kilken- 
ny.] Mr.  George  Dawson  said,  he  l)cgged  to 
be  allowed  to  take  the  present  opiK)rtunity, 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  It  appeared,  from  the  state- 
ments in  the  Irish  newspapers,  that  there 
had  been  a  regular  battle  between  his  Ma- 
jesty's troops,  and  some  insurgents  or 
White  Boys,  or  he  knew  not  what  to  call 
them,  in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  and  that 
in  that  battle  twelve  men  had  been  killed, 
and  forty-six  wounded.  He  believed  this 
statement  to  be  true,  because  he  had  re- 
ceived a  similar  account  from  a  Magistrate 
of  the  county.  It  was  necessary,  therefore, 
to  put  some  questions  to  tho  Government, 
and  what  he  wished  to  ascertain  was,  wlie- 
ther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received 

vkj  report  fxam  Uie  Lord4ieutcaaat  of  th^ 


county,  relating  to  this  unhappy  transac- 
tion, and  whether  he  would  lay  the  pa^H^rs 
before  tlie  House  ?  If  there  was  no  report, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  institute  an  inquiry  into 
the  matter  ?  He  thought  it  well  wnrth  an 
inquiry,  for  he  asserted,  that  within  the 
last  year,  under  the  present  liajipy  system 
of  Government,  there  had  been  mure  UocmI 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects  shed,  at  Castle- 
pollard,  at  Newtownbarry,  at  Morthyr- 
Tydvil,  and  at  Bmtol,  than  hiid  boon  spilt 
in  some  of  those  great  battles  tliat  had  de- 
cided the  fate  of  nations. 

Mr.  Stanley  had  not  the  smallest  diffi- 
culty in  answering  the  question  of  tlie 
right  hoii'.  Gentleman,  and  he  should  the 
more  readily  give  an  answer,  as  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  right  hon.  Cicntlcman, 
since  it  would  show,  that  his  friend,  who 
had  given  him  the  infonuation,  hud  made 
a  statement  containing  a  most  extnionlinary 
exaggeraiicm  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
melancholy  as  he  allowed  they  were. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  without 
necessity,  referred  to  Castlo- Pol  lard,  to 
Newtownbarry,  to  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and  to 
Bristol.  Without,  however,  tmswering 
those  observations,  he  would  state,  witli 
resi)ect  to  this  particular  matter,  that  the 
facts  of  this  Inittle,  as  the  right  hon.  ( ien- 
tleman  called  it,  between  a  i>ortion  of  his 
Majesty's  troops  were  these :  A  siniill  party 
of  police  had  succeeded  in  apprdiending 
eight  persons,  charged  with  having  com- 
mitted an  assault  iijwn  a  house,  and  were 
alxmt  to  convey  these  persons  to  ))rison, 
when  they  were  attacked  by  a  body  of 
peasantry,  for  the  purix)sc  of  ellccting  a 
rescue.  The  newspapers  had,  he  believed, 
given  as  full  information  as  had  been 
received  by  the  Government.  The  assist- 
ance of  the  military,  however,  was  required, 
and  the  result  was,  that  inste:ul  of  there  hav- 
ing beeutwclve  persons  killed,  there  had  been 
three  men  killed,  and  three  or  four  wound- 
ed. He  deeply  regretted,  that  this  loss  of 
life  should  have  occurred ;  but,  at  least, 
this  was  not  as  bad  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  represented  it  to  be. 
The  party  of  police  ultimately  succeeded  in 
conveying  their  prisoners  to  the  county 
gaol ;  and  from  all  the  information  the 
Government  had  received,  he  believed  that 
not  the  smallest  blame  was  attached  to  the 
officers  commanding  the  troops  on  the  oe<« 
casion.  If  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
quired the  papers  after  this  explanati(jn,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  their 
production. 
Mr.  Giorge  Damon  was  perfectly  satis* 
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of  the  Fines  and  Recoveries  Bill.  He  said^ 
that  the  Bill  was  exactly  the  same  as  that 
introduced  by  him  last  Session,  and  he 
should  not,  therefore,  trouble  the  House 
with  any  observations  on  the  subject 

Mr.  Spcnce  was  convinced  of  the  expedi- 
ency of  passing  this  Bill,  and  he  recom- 
mended Gentlemen  who  were  at  all  exposed 
to  it,  to  read  a  report  of  what  had  passed 
only  two  days  ago,  relating  to  a  suit  which 
had  been  instituted  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, the  object  of  which  was,  to  get  rid  of 
transactions  which  had  taken  place  with  cer- 
tain property  from  the  year  1723  down  to  the 
present  time,  in  consequence  of  a  flaw  in 
levying  the  fine  in  1723;  and  the  decision 
of  the  Court  was,  that  the  claimant  was 
entitled  to  recover,  notwithstanding  that  the 
property  was  mortgaged,  and  had  passed 
through  several  hands. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  as  were  likewise 
the  Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  the  Cour- 
tesy of  England  Bill,  the  Dower  Bill,  and 
the  Inheritance  Bill,  brought  in  by  Mr. 
John  Campbell. 

Lord  AltJvorp  moved,  that  the  House  do 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Commercial  Treaty  %vith  France.] 
Mr.  Robinson  wished  to  know  whether 
the  negotiations  which  had  taken  place 
l>etween  this  country  and  France,  in 
consequence  of  the  treaty  of  navigation  of 
1 826*,  had  been  brought  to  a  conclusion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  negotiations 
were  going  on,  and  that  he  had  every  rea- 
son to  hope  that  they  would  soon  be  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  ? 

Silk  Smugglers  »—  Prosecutions.] 
Mr.  Alderman  Vcnables  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether  the  prose- 
cution for  smuggling,  which  had  been  in- 
stituted against  a  house  in  the  silk-trade  in 
the  city  of*  London,  had  been  continued  or 
not,  and  what  was  the  result  ? 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  his 
right  hon.  friend,  to  whom  it  properly  be- 
longed to  answer  that  question,  was  not 
present,  but  he  thought  he  might  take 
upon  himself  to  give  an  answer  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  prosecution  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded,  was  a  prosecution 
for  penalties  for  evading  the  payment  of 
the  duty  on  certain  silks.  There  were 
others,  but  one  alone  was  about  to  be 
brought  to  trial,  when  it  was  com{)romi8ed 
for  a  sum  of  20,000/.  Probably  the  whole 
amount  of  the  fines  to  which  the  parties 

had  subjected  thcmaelv^S;  migbt  amount  to 


about  25,000/.  He  believed,  that  the 
amount  received  as  a  compromise  ^as  the 
largest  the  Government  had  over  obtained 
from  such  a  prosecution.  There  were 
goods  to  be  taken  back,  which  tiiight  pos- 
sibly amount  to  5,000/.  So  that  the  of- 
fending parties  would  have  to  pay  a  sum 
of  15^00()/.>  which  was  sufficient  to  make 
them  suffer  so  severely  as  to  be  a  guarantee 
that  they  would  not  repeat  the  oSence. 

Mr.  Alderman  Vcnables  wished  to  put 
one  more  question^  which  he  did  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  silk-trade  generally.  They 
wished  to  know  for  what  particular  rea- 
sons the  compromise  was  effected  ^  for  they 
felt  very  strongly,  that  it  was  a  most  inju- 
dicious course,  to  compromise  such  actions. 
They  were  the  more  anxious  on  this  sub- 
ject, on  account  of  the  distress  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  trade,  and  the  facilities  wfaii^ 
existed  for  smuggling. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  adverted  to  this 
subject  last  Session,  and  he  then  recetved 
what  he  understood  to  be  a  distinct  pledee 
that  no  compromise  should  take  place.  He 
would  venture  to  assert,  that  thiee  times 
the  amount  of  silk  was  smuggled  into  the 
country  beyond  what  was  paid  for^  and  he 
knew>  that  the  trade  had  felt  the  utmost 
anxiety  on  this  subject,  and  had  expected 
penalties  to  the  amount  of  50^000/.  to  be 
recovered. 

The  Attorney  General  was  bound  to 
state,  that  this  matter  had  come  into  hb 
hands  without  instructions  or  restrictions  as 
to  what  he  was  or  was  not  to.  do.  He  be- 
lieved, that  in  the  pledge  spoken  of  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston,  his  rigjhthon.  friend 
only  intended,  that  the  case  diould  be 
brought  into  Court,  to  be  there  dealt  with 
as  might  be  proper ;  and  so  far  there  had 
been  no  violation  of  the  pledge.  The  fact 
was,  that  if  every  thins  charged  could  have 
been  proved,  the  penslties  could  only  have 
amounted  to  25,000/.  The  compromise, 
therefOTC,  was  only  for  a  sum  of  5,0001. 
less  than  might  have  been  obtained  had 
every  thing  been  fully  proved  against  the 
parties. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venahles  was  bound  to 
say,  that  Government  had,  on  this  occaaon, 
obtained  a  more  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  prosecution  than  had  ever  before  been 
obtained ;  but  the  objection  to  any  compro- 
mise still  existed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  as  this  case  had 
excited  a  great  deal  of  attention^  he  thought 
it  would  be  of  advantage  if  the  papers  con- 
nected with  it  were  laid  on  the  Table* 
Those  papers  would  show  the  way  in  wfaidi 
I  the  dttliM  bad  b^n  originally  evaded,  mid 
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the/  would  inflict  that  punishment  which 
tha  compromise  hod  cnabkd  the  guilty 
partieg  to  avoid,  but  which  was  the  most 
effective  that  could  be  employed  against 
them— ^he  meant  the  punishment  of  pub- 
licity. If  the  compromise  was  effectea^  as 
he  suppoi^id  it  waSy  before  the  trial*  of 
cou^rse  there  could  bave  been  no  publication 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  the 
disgrace  attendant  on  such  a  publication 
was  wimtinjg  to  complete  that  punishment 
wbid)i  witCiut  it^  would  be  hardly  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  parties  firom  being  ^ilty 
of  the  same  oflence. 

Lord  Alihorp  said^  the  object  of  Govern- 
ment most  assuredly  was,  to  prevent  smug- 
gling if  possible,  and  the  object  of  the 
parties  in  this  case,  in  agreeing  to  a  com- 
promise for  so  large  a  penalty,  was,  per- 
haps, chiefly  with  uie  view  of  avoiding, the 
additional  punishment  of  publication,  other- 
wise he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  principle,  that  eveiy  publication 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  since  it  was  the  ol)|ect  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such 
Qflbnccs. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venahlcs  said,  tluit  he 
should  take  an  early  opportunity  of  moving 
for  the  papers. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Suofdy.  That  part  of  the  King's 
Speech  which  informed  the  House  that  his 
Majesty  bad  directed  the  Estimates  for  the 
cluing  year  to  be  laid  on  the  Table,  having 
been  read. 

Lord  Alihorp  moved—*'  That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  a  Supply 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty." 

On  the  questlan  that  the  Resolution  be 
agreed  to^  being  repeated. 

Affray  in  thb  County  of  Kilkkn« 
NY.]  Mr.  George  Dawson  said,  he  begged  to 
be  fdlowed  to  take  the  present  opportunity, 
to  put  a  question  to  the  r^ht  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  It  appearecC  from  the  state- 
ments in  the  Irish  ncw^apcvsy  that  there 
had  been  a  regular  battle  between  his  Ma- 
jesty's troops,  and  some  insurgents  or 
White  Bojrs,  or  he  knew  not  what  to  call 
them,  in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  and  that 
in  that  battle  twelve  men  had  been  killed, 
and  forty-six  wounded.  He  believed  this 
statement  to  be  true,  because  he  had  re- 
ceived a  similar  account  from  a  Magistrate 
of  the  county.  It  was  necessary,  therefore, 
to  put  some  questions  to  the  Government, 
and  what  he  wished  to  ascertain  was,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received 
Wf  report  ftam  tbe  Lgrd4ieuteiunt  of  th^ 


county,  relating  to  this  unhappy  transac- 
tion, and  whether  he  would  lay  the  papers 
before  the  House  ?  If  there  was  no  report, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  institute  an  inquiry  into 
the  matter  ?  He  thought  it  well  worth  an 
inquiry,  for  he  asserted,  that  within  the 
last  year,  under  the  present  happy  system 
of  Government,  there  had  been  more  blood 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects  shed,  at  Castle- 
poUard,  at  Newtownbarry,  at  Mcrthyr- 
Tydvil,  and  at  Bristol,  than  had  been  spilt 
in  some  of  thoso  great  battles  that  had  de- 
cided the  fate  of  nations. 

Mr.  Stanley  had  not  the  smallest  difli- 
culty  in  answering  the  (question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  should  the 
more  readily  give  an  answer,  as  it  would 
bo  satisfactory  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
since  it  would  show,  that  his  friend,  who 
had  given  him  the  information,  had  made 
a  statement  containing  a  most  extraordinary 
exaggcracion  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
melancholy  as  he  allowed  they  were. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  without 
necessity,  referred  to  Castle-Pollard,  to 
Newtownbarry,  to  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and  to 
Bristol.  Without,  however,  answering 
those  observations,  he  would  state,  witli 
respect  to  this  particular  matter,  that  the 
facts  of  this  l)attle,  as  the  right  hon.  Cren- 
tleman  called  it,  between  a  portion  of  his 
Majesty's  troops  were  these :  A  small  party 
of  police  had  succeeded  in  apprehending 
eight  persons,  charged  with  having  com- 
mitted an  assault  u]X)n  a  house,  and  were 
about  to  convey  these  persons  to  prison, 
when  they  were  attacked  by  a  body  of 
peasantry,  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a 
rescue.  The  newspapers  had,  he  believed, 
given  as  full  information  as  had  been 
received  by  the  Government.  The  assist- 
ance of  the  military,  however,  was  required, 
and  the  result  was,  that  instead  of  there  hav- 
ing bcentwelve  persons  killed,  there  had  been 
three  men  killed,  and  three  or  four  wound- 
ed. He  deeply  r^rcttcd,  that  this  loss  of 
life  should  have  occurred;  but,  at  least, 
this  was  not  as  bad  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  represented  it  to  be. 
The  party  of  police  ultimately  succeeded  in 
conveying  their  prisoncars  to  the  county 
gaol;  and  from  all  the  information  the 
Government  had  received,  he  believed  that 
not  the  smallest  blame  was  attached  to  the 
officers  commanding  the  troops  on  the  oc-« 
casion.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re* 
quired  the  papers  after  this  explanation,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  their 
production. 
Mr.  Giorge  Dawson  was  perfectly  satis* 
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fied  with  this  explanation  at  present.  If  a 
trial  was  ahout  to  take  place,  he  should 
not  want  the  papers  ;  but  if  there  was  not 
to  be  a  trial,  he  should  certainly  wish  them 
to  be  produced.  It  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  country  to  see  how  the  new  Lord- 
lieutenants'  Bill  had  operated  in  Ireland. 

Municipal  Police.]  Sir  Robert  Peel 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  putting  a  question  to  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer), in  reference  to  the  measure  con- 
templated by  Government  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Police.  The  House  was  aware 
that  there  was  a  law  in  existence,  which 
enabled  small  towns  and  parishes,  with  the 
consent  of  a  certain  number  of  the  inhabit- 
ants, to  establish  a  Local  Police,  for  the 
security  of  persons  and  property.  What 
he  was  desirous  to  learn  was,  whether  the 
measure  contemplated  by  Ministers  would 
interfere  with  the  operation  of  the  Act  to 
which  he  had  just  alluded  ? 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  difficulty  in  stating, 
in  reply,  that  the  measure  in  contemplation, 
for  the  establishment  of  Municipal  Police, 
would  not  interfere  with  the  Act  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred. 

Military  and  Naval  Establish- 
ments.] Mr.  Hume  asked  whether  the 
Estimates  for  the  Military  and  Naval 
Expenditure  were  not  to  be  reduced  }  He 
contended  that  they  were  now  much  too 
large. 

Lord  Althorp  replied,  that  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  at  this  period  to 
enter  into  any  explanation  as  to  the  finan- 
cial views  of  Government;  but  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  and 
the  House,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Ministers  to  adhere  to  the  strictest  economy 
in  framing  the  Estimates  for  the  public 
service.  He  must,  however,  decline  stating 
anything  further. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  did  not  ask  for  the 
particular  account  of  each  separate  Esti- 
mate, but  for  information  on  the  simple 
fact,  as  to  whether  the  amount  of  the  whole 
Estimates  exceeded  or  fell  short  of  those  of 
last  year.  Something  ought  at  once  to  be 
known  on  the  subject.  Last  year  the 
Establishments  had  been  considerably  in- 
creased, llie  Army  had  been  increased 
from  81,000,  to  88,000  men,  and  the  Navy 
from  29,000,  to  32,000  men — andtheexpen- 
diture  for  these  services  had  increased  from 
16,800,000^  to  17,800,000/.  He  contend- 
ed,  tliat  before  the  Resolution  was  agreed 
to^  some  infonnatioii  on  the  subject  ought 


to  be  given.  If  none  was  now  afforded, 
he  should,  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  move  an  amend* 
ment. 

Resolution  agreed  to.  House  resumed. 

Buckingham  Palacb.]  Lord  Dun- 
cannon  moved,  that  the  House  should 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  propriety  of 
appropriating  a  portion  of  the  land  revenue 
of  the  Crown,  for  the  completion  of  the 
repairs  and  improvement  of  Buckingham 
Palace. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped,  that  some  dear  under- 
standing would  be  come  to,  as  to  the 
amount  which  the  public  were  to  be  called 
upon  to  expend  for  the  building  and  repairs 
of  Palaces.  An  estimate  ought  to  have 
been  presented,  having  this  object  in  view, 
during  the  last  Session,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  forthwith  furnished. 

Lord  Duncannon  said,  he  could  not  ex- 
actly say  when  such  a  return  would  be 
presented;  it  ought  to  be  made  by  the  Board 
of  Works. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  Duncannon  moved  a  Resolution, 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  it 
was  expedient  that  a  sum  not  exceeding 
78,750/.,  arising  from  the  sale  of  part  of 
the  land  revenue  of  the  Crown,  should  be 
applied  to  defray  the  expense  incurred  by 
the  repair  and  improvement  of  Buckingham 
Palace,  and  the  charges  of  the  architect 
employed  in  completing  the  works. 

Mr.  Hume  inquired  whether  the  amount 
named  in  the  Resolution  would  complete 
the  Palace,  including  the  necessary  furni- 
ture, &c.,  or  whether  it  was  probable,  that 
another  demand  would  be  made  hereafter 
for  furniture  ? 

Lord  Duncannon  said,  the  sum  now 
proposed  to  be  granted  would  complete 
the  building  and  repairs  of  the  Palace,  and 
render  it  fit  for  the  reception  of  his 
Majesty ;  but  no  part  of  this  sum  was  in- 
tended to  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of 
furniture.  There  was  a  large  quantity  of 
furniture  in  store,  which  his  Majesty  had 
directed  should  be  applied  to  furnishing 
Buckingham  Palace,  but  it  would  not,  he 
believed,  be  sufficient.  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  provide  some  furniture. 

Mr.  Hume  certainly  did  not  object  to 
furnishing  a  Palace,  the  building  of  which 
had  cost  the  country  above  500,000/. ;  all 
he  desired  was,  to  know  how  much  the 
country  was  to  be  called  upon  hereafter  to 
pay  for  furniture.  He  also  wished  to  know. 
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whether  it  was  intended  to  expend  any 
more  money  on  St.  James's  Palace^  which 
had  already  cost  the  country  a  very  large 
sum? 

Lord  Duncannon  replied,  that  after 
Buckingham  Palace  was  completed,  and  fit 
for  the  occupation  of  his  Majesty,  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  had  heen, 
that  no  further  outlay  should  take  place  on 
St.  James's  Palace. 

Mr.  John  Wood  ha  been  one  of  the 
members  of  the  Select  Committee,  by 
which  body  it  was  recommended  that 
Buckingham  Palace  should  be  finished,  and 
that  afterwards  the  Palace  of  St  James 
should  be  applied  to  some  other  public 
purpose.  The  House  would  be  guilty  of  a 
dereliction  of  its  duty,  if  it  did  not  take 
care  that  that  recommendation  was  carried 
into  effect. 

Mr.  Goulburn  hoped  it  would  not  be 
understood,  that  the  Committee  had  unani- 
mously decided,  that  no  more  money  was  to 
be  expended  on  St.  James's  Palace.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  that  the 
building  must  hereafter  require  some  ex- 
penditure, if  it  were  only  to  prevent  it 
from  falling  into  decay. 

Mr.  Croker  entirely  concurred  with  his 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Goulburn).  The 
idea  of  abandoning  St.  James's  Palace  had 
never,  as  he  understood,  been  decided  on 
by  the  Committee.  It  was  allowed,  that 
St.  James's  was  not  suited  for  a  royal 
domestic  residence,  and  that,  to  make  it 
applicable  for  such  a  purpose  would  create 
great  expense.  Upon  these  grounds  it  was 
resolved  to  finish  Buckingham  House,  and 
keep  St.  James's  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  how  far 
Ministers  intended  to  follow  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee?  for  after 
what  they  had  just  heard,  it  became 
necessary  to  understand  whether  the  opin- 
ions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  those 
of  the  Committee,  were  to  be  preferred. 

Lord  Dtmcannon  begged  to  explain.  He 
thought  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  be  justified  in  suffering  St.  James's 
Palace  to  fall  into  decay.  All  he  meant  to 
state  was,  that  when  Buckingham  Palace 
was  completed,  no  addition  would  be  made 
to  St.  James's ;  but  there  must  be  some  ex- 
penditure to  keep  it  from  falling  into  decay. 

Sir  George  Warrender  thought,  it  would 
be  very  1^  economy  to  abandon  St. 
James's  Palace,  on  which  a  large  sum  had 
been  expended,  and  which  contained  some 
of  the  finest  apartments  in  England. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  see  no  sufficient  reason 
for  oontinuiog  to  occupy  Stt  James's  Palace^ 


when  Buckingham  Palace  was  completed. 
It  was  not  without  precedent  to  pull  palaees 
down  that  cost  much  in  construction,  and 
he  mentioned  Kew  and  Carlton  Palaces  as 
instances.  He  had  heard  it  asserted,  how- 
ever, that  his  Majesty  preferred  the  old 
Palace,  and  he  wished  to  ascertain  whether 
the  King  proposed  to  live  in  Buckingham 
Palace  if  it  was  completed. 

Lord  Duncannon  said,  he  understood  his 
Majesty  intended  to  reside  in  Buckingham 
Palace  when  it  was  made  habitable  and  fit 
for  his  residence. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  he  had  understood 
that  the  Committee  had  come  to  no  decision 
respecting  St.  James's  Palace;  they  had  left' 
the  point  to  be  determined  by  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  John  Wood  hoped,  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  would  be  soon  printed, 
that  the  House  might  be  in  possession  of 
sufficient  information,  before  it  decided 
upon  these  matters.  He  had  understood 
that  the  state  apartments  in  St.  James's 
Palace  were  gradually  falling  into  ruins, 
and  if  so,  the  sooner  they  were  pulled  down 
the  better. 

Lord  Duncannon  knew  that  it  had  been 
the  wish  of  the  Committee  that  much 
money  should  not  be  expended  at  St. 
James's  Palace — no  more,  in  fact,  than  was 
necessary  to  keep  it  in  repair.  , 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  his  hon.  colleague 
appeared  to  have  started  a  fresh  hare.  He 
was  afraid,  by  what  he  could  understand, 
that  the  plan  of  the  Committee  would  not 
be  attended  with  any  decrease  of  expense, 
if  they  were  to  keep  up  the  State  apart- 
ments of  St.  James's  Palace.  78,000/.  was 
required  for  Buckingham  House  alone,  and 
it  would  probably  be  better  to  havc^new 
state  apartments  built  at  the  latter  palace, 
rather  than  be  at  the  expense  of  keeping 
up  two  palaces. 

Lord  Duncannon  begged  to  say  in  reply, 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  that  idl 
that  was  intended  by  the  vote  at  present 
before  the  House,  was  to  make  Bucking- 
ham Palace  a  fit  residence  for  the  Sovereign, 
but  no  further  expense  would  be  incurred 
without  a  direct  application  to  Parliament. 
There  was  no  doubt,  that  very  splendid  state 
apartments  already  existed  at  St.  James's 
Palace,  but  if  their  condition  was  so  bad 
that  they  would  soon  fall  down,  it  was 
evident  some  measures  must  be  taken  to 
supply  their  place.  For  the  present,  how- 
ever, he  would  assure  the  Committee,  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  expend  more  money 
on  them  than  was  sufficient  to  keep  them 
fit  for  use. 
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Reialtttion  agreed  to.    The  House  n> 
suiaecL     - 

Public  Buildinos.]  Ijor^DuncamioH 
voee  to  mpve  £df  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
unitiiig  the  oflko  of  Surveyor  Grencral  of 
bis  Mmjegt3^f  Works  and  Public  Buildings 
mth  the  office  of  the  Commissioners  of  bis 
Majesty's  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Reve* 
nues.  He  thought  it  necessary  to  give  a  brief 
explanation  of  the  views  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  prc^osing  this  consolidation.  It 
was  the  intention  of  Ministers,  that  for  the 
future  the  Surveyor-general  of  Public 
Works  should  be  one  of  the  Commissioners 
of  -Woods  and  Forests;  they  proposed  also 
to  retain  the  services  of  the  Deputy  Sur<^ 
veyor  of  the  Board  of  Works,  who  was  an 
architect;  in  other  respects  considerable 
qhanges  would  be  made  in  these  departments. 
A  gceat  number  of  subordinate  officers 
would  be  dispensed  with,  who  were  now 
employed  at  a  considerable  expense.  It  was 
intended  for  the  future,  that  all  articles  fur^ 
nished  to  the  public  buildings  should  be 
supplied  by  competition  and  contract,  with 
the  exception  of  the  smaller  articles,  which 
would  be  furnished,  as  at  present,  by  the 
Board  of  Ordnance.  To  some  of  the  offi- 
cers who  would  be  thus  displaced— namely, 
those  who  had  given  up  the  whole  of 
their  time  and  services  to  the  duties  of  this 
department,  and  who  had  been  employed 
in  it  for  a  considerable  period,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  give  compensation.  But  that 
allowance  was  not  to  be  given  to  those  who 
had  only  been  employed  for  a  short  period, 
or  partially.  He  trusted  this  course  would 
meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  House. 
In  canying  this  arrangement  into  effect,  it 
was  found  necessary  to  apply  to  Parliament, 
because  the  accounts  of  the  office  of  the 
Board  of  Works  were  audited  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Accounts,  and  those  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests  by  the  Auditor  of 
Land  Revenues.  It  was  proposed,  that  both 
should  henceforward  be  audited  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Accounts,  and 
that  the  place  of  Auditor  of  Land  Ileve« 
nues  should  be  abolished.  But,  as  the 
latter  was  a  patent  office,  it  was  necessary 
that  compensation  should  be  given  for  its 
Ion,  and  on  that  point  the  Government  re- 
quired the  sanction  of  the  House.  He 
should  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
that  purpose,  and  should  proixise,  that  the 
consideration  of  the  proper  allowance  to  be 
given  as  compensation  should  be  decided  by 
arbitrators,  one  to  be  choien  by  the  Com- 
missioneis  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  other 
b7  the  patentee.    The  0DI7  other  point  to 


which  there  was  any  necessity  for  blm  to 
allude  at  present,  related  to  the  valuable 
documents  in  the  custody  of  the  Land 
Revenue  department,  the  preservation  of 
which  was  alike  important  to  the  public  and 
the  Crown ;  and  ii  would,  therefore,  be  ex- 
pedient to  make  some  provisicm  to  take  care 
of  them*  He  believed,  that  the  arrange- 
ment contemplated  would  be  usd*ul  to  Uie 
public,  and  he  hoped,  that  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  his  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
effect  the  proposed  objects.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  iat  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts,  10  Geo. 
4th,  c  50,  and  54  Geo.  3rd,  c.  157>  and  for 
the  purpose  of  uniting  the  office  of  the 
Surv^or-general  oi  his  Majesty's  Works 
and  Public  Buildings  with  the  office  of  the 
Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's  Woods* 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenues. 

Mr.  Maherlif  said,  he  was  anxious  that 
the  principle  of  consolidation  should  be 
carried  into  effect  wherever  it  might  be 
practicable,  as  he  was  convinced  such  a 
practice  would  lead  to  a  considerable  saving 
in  the  public  expenditure,  but  he  thought 
that  it  would  have  been[better  in  this  case  to 
transfer  the  whole  duties  of  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  Ordnance  department ;  tind 
that  he  was  satisfied,  might  have  been  dope 
without  any  increase  of  expeiise.  It  seemed 
to  him,  that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  could  know  nothing  of  public 
buildings,  while  the  Board  of  Ordnance 
was  fully  in  possession  of  all  the  necessary 
knowledge,  and  quite  equal  to  the  duty  c^ 
taking  care  of  them.  That  Board  had  a 
number  of  engineers  attached  to  it,  who 
were  in  full  possession  of  the  requisite 
knowledge,  and  the  increase  of  their 
salaries,  to  allow  them  to  perform  the  ad- 
ditional duties,  would  bear  no  proportion 
to  the  expense  of  a  whole  establishment  of 
such  persons,  who  would  be  required  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  to 
carry  these  new  duties  into  execution.  He 
therefore  hoped  his  noble  friends  would 
take  this  subject  into  their  further  oon« 
sideration,  for  he  was  convinced  their  great 
object  was  economy  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  public  money. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  Board  of 
Works  was  designed  for  the  purpose  prin- 
cipally of  attcndiuig  to  the  public  buildings 
which  were  connected  with  Crown  property, 
and  his  Majesty's  Government  tbeught 
that,  as  in  the  management  of  private 
property,  the  same  individual  should  attend 
both  to  the  land  and  the  buildings  upon  it« 
so  it  ought  to  be  with  rcspeet  to  Uie  Crown 
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this  reasmi  they  proposed  the  incorporation 
of  the  Board  of  Public  Works  with  that 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests,  and  he  did  not 
think,  that  this  alteration  would  materially 
increase  the  expense  of  the  management  of 
the  latter  department,  while  a  considerable 
saving  would  be  effected  in  the  office  con- 
nected with  the  Land  Revenue.  Besides 
this  advantage  an  individual  responsibility 
would  be  secured,  in  the  management  of  the 
business,  by  which  he  hoped  me  works  un- 
dertaken would  be  better  performed.  He 
did  not  think,  that  the  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Ordnance  were  analogous  to  those  con- 
nected with  the  palaces  belonging  to  the 
C'rown,  and  he  considered  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  his  noble  friend  much  better 
than  that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  the  Board  of 
Works  had  the  superintendence  of  public 
building  to  the  amount  of  40,000^  or 
50,000/.  a  year,  including  that  House 
amongst  the  rest,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  transfer  these  duties  to  the  Board 
of  Ordnance,  which  Board,  there  were  good 
reasons  for  believing,  would  be  able  to  per- 
form the  duties  most  effectually,  as  it  had 
already  had  the  management  of  barracks, 
and  other  public  buildings  connected  with 
them,  and  was  provided  with  engineers 
and  all  necessary  officers.  That  Board  had 
the  su|x;rintcndence  of  the  public  buildings 
in  Dublin,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  difference  there  could  be  between 
the  repairs  of  palaces  and  other  public 
offices  belonging  to  the  Government.  No 
man  approved  more  than  he  did  of  consoli- 
dation, but  he  hoped  that  no  superannua- 
tion or  compensation  would  be  given  until 
it  had  been  first  submitted  to  the  Treasury, 
and  by  them  submitted  to  that  House. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  that  the  only  rea- 
son he  had  for  objecting  to  the  arrange- 
ment was,  that  he  thought  a  permanent 
officer  more  likelv  to  do  the  duty  effectively 
than  a  removable  officer,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Woods  and  Forests  were, 
akhough  he  admitted  that  there  was  no 
reason  to  complain  either  of  the  present  or 
the  last  persons  who  filled  that  office.  He 
thought,  that  if  the  buildings  now  under 
the  control  of  the  Lord  Chamberlain  were 
placed  under  the  same  office,  it  would  be 
a  great  saving  and  benefit  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Goulburn  merely  rose  to  observe, 
that  the  arrangement  proposed,  relating  to 
the  Lord  Chamberlain's  department,  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Bridport,  had  been  carried 
into  effect  some  years  aco. 

Leave  given,  and  Sdl  brou^t  in  and 
read  a  first  time, 


Compensation  9o  Offiobrb  op  Land 
Revbnur.]  Lord  Duncantum  gave  notice, 
that  he  should,  pa  Monday,  v^ore  for  the 
appointment  a£  ^  Cammittee  to  consider 
of  the  expediency  of  aboHshiag  the  office 
of  Auditor  of  Lapd  Revenue. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  9  hope,  that  no 
compensation  would  be  given  without 
ample  prdof  that  th^  o63ce  W99  ^  patent 
one,  and  therefore  he  tryi;^  the  patient 
would  be  l4id  upp|>  t\n^  T^bl^>  in  order 
that  he  might  be  satisfied  if  ^o  holder  was 
entitled  tq  compensation. 

Mr.  Maherty  did  Qpt  ^nk^  tbdt  the 
present  temper  of  the  country  was  at  ^1 
favourable  to  giving  large  reti):{pg  allow- 
ances |o  ofllcers  bwding  plac^  of  enudu- 
ment.  He  trusted  the  precedent  affi)rded 
by  the  ca^es  of  the  Cominissioncrs  fpr 
Lotteries  woji^  be  avoided ;  these  persons 
had  received  large  allowanoes  on  giving  up 
places  which  had  no  dutie?  Attached  to 
them* 

BusiNB^  OF  T0B  HoiJ^iir]  Mr.  GmU 
burn  vfhikei  to  have  some  understanding 
on  the  subject  of  en  arr^jgement  which 
was  proposed  last  S^ion,  &r  n^aking 
Wednesoay  an  order  day.  He  was  not 
aware  that  that  was  intended  as  a  per- 
manent regulation,  bat  that  it  had  ipcrely 
beoi  adopted  on  account  of  the  particular 
circumstances  of  tlie  last  Session.  If  it 
were  permanently  adooted,  the  result 
would  be,  that  WednesOey  would  be  the 
only  day  on  which  Gentlemen  not  con- 
nected with  the  Government  could  bring 
forward  business ;  for^  without  meaning  to 
impute  any  want  of  courtesy  to  Ministers, 
he  thought  he  might  safely  Kiy,  that  they 
would  not  allow  Gentlemen  unconnected 
with  them  to  bring  on  business  on  Monday 
and  Friday.  From  this  a  great  impediment 
to  the  pubUc  business  would  necessarily 
arise. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  arrangement 
of  making  Wednesday  an  Order  day  had 
been  proposed  as  an  experiment,  but  there 
never  haul  been  an  opportunity  of  trying 
the  experiment,  owins  to  the  Reform  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  would  never  allow 
Gentlemen  unconnected  with  them  to  bring 
their  business  on,  either  on  Monday  .or 
Friday.  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  he  should  not  wish  to 
take  advantage  of  the  courtesy  of  tibe 
House,  when  Wednesday  was  an  Ox^^ 
day,  any  more  than  when  it  was  not.  He 
was  sure  the  Government  would  not  i^re- 
vent  Gentlemen  from  biingbg  on  Vimness 
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on  Monday  and  Friday,  when  it  could  be  ho«^  ^^  ^^^'  Gto««*e«hire,  far  th«.boUtk»  of 
made  convenient.     But  he  could  give  no 

jpecific  pledge  on  tbe  subject  fi'^her  than  Co^^f,SArio^,-LAr,D  Rbvknuk  Db- 
to  say,  that  on  Wednesday  the  Government  ^^^^^^^.^  l^^  Duncannon  moved, 
wodd  not  ask  precedence.  ^^^  ^^^  ^J^^  ^  ^^^  ^  Committee  on  the 

Bill  for  granting  Compensation  to  Officers 


0»#W»  »■»!»■ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS,  in  the  Land  Revenue  Department. 

TLT    J         n         k      lo    1Q01  On  the  question  being  put, 

Monday,  December  12,1831.  j^^.  ^^^^  thought  it  would  be  desirable 

MiwoTM.]  Bills.  Brought  in,  by  Mr.  crampton,  to  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire  whether 

miend  the  7Ui  of  Geoige  4th,  called  the  suWetting  Act.  -^        j^    ^  ^ie  better  to  transfer  the  duties 

to  ooniolidate  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Junes  in  ^     ,       ^        j     />  xir     i  i.      /^  j 

Ireland.   By  Mr.  Etams.  to  prevent  the  application  of  of  the  Doard  01   Works  to  the  Uronance, 

Corporate  Funds  to  Election  purposes.    Read  a  second  than  tO  the  Woods  and  ForestS. 

iil?«  ^^!^^1^^.^^^  ..      .  t  ^  ,      o  Lord  Duncannon  said,  he  thought  there 

Returns  ordered.    On  the  Motion  of  Lord  John  Russsli.,  •       r  i.  •         • 

Copies  of  the  Instructions  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  WaS    nO   necessity  tor   SUCh  an    inqUUy  ;    a 

Home  Department  to  the  Parliamentary  Commisdoners,  great    part  of  the  busineSS  of  the  Board  of 

l^M^^?V^y^T't'^^^'^''^T'  ^  Works  was  already  done  by  the  Office  of 

the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hums,  the  Salary  and  Emoluments  -__      ji  -i  -r:^  •  r 

received  by  the  Auditors  of  the  Land  Revenue  during  the  the    Woods    androreStS;    certain   parts   Ot 

last  twenty  years ;  and  a  statement  of  the  Offlccs  which  parks    and  buildlngS   Were    Connected  with 

I!?"**.^?*^^^^'"!**  ""'.t^T^T^^r^^'  the  latter  Office,  and  other  parts  with  the 

dation  of  the  Board  of  Works  with  the  Board  of  Woods  .  ,  .      '  r^       , 

and  Forests,  with  retiring  allowances,  pensions,  Ac;  and  former — and  it  WaS  tO   prevent  the  present 

all  the  Emoluments  derived  by  the  Clerks  of  the  Post-  collision  between  the   tWO  Boards,  that  the 

office  ftom  the  transmission  of  Newspapers  to  Ireland :—  „«popnf  measure  Wft«j  introduced 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Robirt  Imolis,  of  the  number  of  P^^/f"*^  ?l^    ,  .  i  ^?^°^"*^-    ,  , 

Jesuits  and  Priests,  or  other  Monastic  Orders,  in  Great  Mr.    Maberly   Said,    it    WOUld    be    much 

Britain  and  Ireland,  and  all  Tithes  belonging  to  Laymen  better,    in   his   Opinion,   aS    he   had   already 

'l^T^'^^^'^'^-^'^ll::^  «t?'fd.  to  transfer  the  busineas  connects! 

Election,  the  probable  number  of  Voters  and  the  present  With    the    DOard  Ot     Works,   tO    the    Ord- 

number  of  Freemen  in  all  the  Corporate  towns  of  Ireland:  nance,     which     Board     had     a     Competent 

■;;^^T^^^^ZT^:^^^'^'^  estaWishm^xt    of  office™   and    engineer,, 

ary,  1800,  With  Copies  Of  the  Resolutions  on  which  they  capable      01      superintending      all       pUOllC 

were  founded;  of  all  appointments  to  places  in  the  Excise  buildings,     aS      they     already      did      those 

and  Customs' Departments  during  the  last  twelve  romths:  connected    with    militarv    nurooses.       The 

and  of  all  persons  who  have  retired  when  superannuated,  CO"necieQ    Wltn    miiuary    purposes.        -^  ac 

andtheamountof  their  pensions,  in  Ireland:  the  public  question,    thereiore.    Simply    waS,   Whetuer 

Income  and  Expenditure  for  the  four  last  years  up  to  5th  they  should  consolidate  the  Board  of  Works 

iT'^t^nf  ?n^JTir"*^^!r*  5L^  ^J^^'^V'^x  with  those  of  an  established  and  perfectly- 

the  erection  of  Fortifications  m  the  Netherlands ;  of  all  *      ^    :%  i.i.i_ 

Excise  prosecutions  for  the  recovery  of  Duties  on  Paper,  for  Organized    department,    Or    Wbetber    these 

the  last  fourteen  years:  the  quantity  of  Malt  manufactured  dutieS    should    be    transferred    tO     perSOnS 

and  brought  to  charge  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  from  5th  ;„„-^-«,„4.   ^f"  *!,«:-   nafii«.o        TIia  <i;iir<i«if<i«»« 

January  1830,  to  5th  January,  1831 ;  aU  Spiriu  distilled  in  *g"?^"^   ^^  ^^^^^   nature.       1  he  advantMC 

Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ftom  1825  to  January,  1831 :  of  01  this  latter  arrangement,  according  tO  hlS 

Malt  charged  with  duty  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  of  noble  friend,  WOuld  be  the  consolidation  of 

Malt  imported  Into  each  country:  and  of  the  quantity  j^i        nc         /. .,      Boftrd  of  Works  with  that 

used  in  distillation  in  ScoUandand  Ireland  ftom  1825  to  ^"^  °™5f  01  ^"^  D^Q  01  WorkS  WUn  tnaC 

January  last;  of  the  sums  paid  by  the  Excise  and  Customs  01  the  Woods  and  rorestS  ;   but  SUrely  thlS 

for  Saccharometers  and  Hydrometers  ftom  1823;  of  Spirits  could  not  bc  equal  in   advantage  tO    tnUlS- 

S^a^aT4ir;o'f.:r„ZSrp^':Z  fernng  the  duties  to  the  Orfnance      He 

had  emigrated  to  various  Colonies  and  Countries  since  periectlV  agreed  With  hlS  noble  fnend,  that 

the  passing  of  the  Act  9th  George  4th :  of  Malt  Spirits  it  was  most  advisable  to  abolish  the  Board 

distilled  by  each  Distiller;  and  of  Corn-wash,  also  dis-       r  Works      On  the  whole   however    ffivinff 

tiUed  by  them  ftmn  10th  of  October  1827 ;  of  Malt  Spirits  "'  ,    ""^^r         "       ^  ^     i  .'     Vy   ^Ti  ^^^"g 

bonded  ftom  5th  of  January,  1826  to  5th  January,  1831 :  full  credit  tO  hlS  noblc  friend  for  hlS  Ultcn- 

of  the  Sums  advertised  to  be  appUed  to  the  diichargc  of  tions,    he     thought     the    proposal     of     his 

the  National  Debt  during  the  last  eight  quarters;  and  of  l  f-Jonj^    tbp    mpmlv^r  for   Midi^louPT 

•nrplus  revenue  really  appUed  to  the  discharge  of  Debt;  ^^^'   ineno*  tHe    memDCr  tor  MlUaiCSex 

abstract  of  Votes  in  Supply  in  the  last  three  years ;  and  that   the    Subject   should    be  referred  tO    a 

amount  actuaUy  expended  j  of  the  sums  due  to  the  Excise  Committee— mOSt  proper. 

'^Z^:^^^^^^^.^^:^        Lord  Du,u^annon    said,   the   Ordnance 

duties  on  Spiriu  under  Ut  WUliam4th;  of  aU  Steam  COUld    UOt    pOSSlbly    perform    the   dutlCS  of 

Vessels  belonging  to  the  Public,  and  their  employment;  of  the     Board    of     Works     Without     a    large 

t,r^^^^^ZToS^uf:r.  "l^i^on  to  the  present  establishment  ^of 

Return  of  Malt  made,  and  duty  thereon,  ftom  lOlh  of  Omccrs. 

October,  1827  to  10th  October,  1828.  Xhe  noble  Lord  Duncannon  laid  upon  the 

ISSZSrS-K:  T^:^^^::;^^:^  TaWe  a  copy  of  the  patent  of  the  office  of 

chittorthstBoioufiiiiitheiriihiufocaiBiu.  ByMr.  Auditorof  Land  Revenue^  aadmoved  a  Ro^ 
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solution^  declaring  that  compensation  ought 
to  be  granted  out  of  the  Land  Revenues 
of  the  Crown  to  the  holder  of  the  patent 
office  of  Auditor  of  the  Land  Revenue. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  should  object  to  any 
compensation  calculated  on  the  fees  and 
emoluments  of  the  last  few  years.  In 
consequence  of  the  improvements  in  Re- 
gent-street and  Regent's  Park,  doubtless  a 
larger  salary  had  been  received  by  the 
Auditor  of  late  than  at  any  fomer  period^ 
or  than  he  was  ever  likely  to  receive  again. 
The  average  should  be  taken^  therefore^ 
for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  not  for 
the  last  six  or  seven. 

Lord  Duncannon  said^  the  present 
question  was  simply,  that  a  compensation 
be  made  to  these  parties^  but  it  was  in- 
tended the  question  of  amount  should  be 
settled  by  arbitratiou — one  arbitrator  to  be 
chosen  by  the  Crown. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  begged  the  noble  Lord 
would  inform  him,  whether  the  sum  of 
250,000/.  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
Board  of  Works  had  been  wholly  applied, 
or  was  any  part  of  it  to  be  repaid  to  the 
Treasury,  and  what  portion  of  it  had  been 
expend^  on  Buckingham  palace  ? 

Lord  Duncannon  stated,  that  100,000/. 
had  been  repaid  to  the  Treasury,  and  that 
the  remainder  was  in  course  of  payment. 

Resolution  agreed  to.  * 

Supply — Insurance  Duties.]  Lord 
Althorp  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
receiving  the  Report  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Cripps  wished  to  avail  himself  of 
that  opportunity  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
whether  Ministers  proposed  to  make  any 
reduction  in  the  Insurance  Duties?  The 
subject  was  very  important  at  present,  when 
so  many  fires  were  taking  place  in  various 
parts  of  the  country. 

Lord  Althorp  trusted  he  should  be  ex- 
cused, if  he  did  not  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  at  that  moment,  be- 
cause it  would  evidently  be  very  inconve- 
nient if  he  were  to  be  called  upon  to 
answer  prematurely  questions  connected 
with  the  revenue.  He  hoped  the  House 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  expect 
him  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  the  expedi- 
ency of  reducing  those  duties  at  present. 

Supply  —  Public  Distress.]  Sir 
Richard  Vyvyan  was  anxious  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord,  on  a  subject 
of  great  importance.  The  Speech  delivered 
to  Parliament  from  the  Throne,  said,  that 
^eat  distress  existed  in  the  country,  and 
t{i«  (}ue9tion  which  be  wished  to  putj  was 


whether  it  was  the  intention  of  his  Majes« 
ty's  Government,  to  propose  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  tb  consider  whether 
any  means  could  be  devised,  of  alleviating 
that  distress  which  was  felt  so  deeply,  and 
generally  throughout  the  country.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  him,  at  present,  to  state 
his  opinion  of  the  causes  of  that  distress, 
but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  the 
quarantine  regulations,  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  some  hon.  Members  as  one 
great  cause  of  it,  was  entirely  inadequate 
to  produce  such  extreme  suffering. 

Lord  Althorp  replied,  that  it  was  not  at 
present,  the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  propose  any  Committee. 

Supply— The  Bubkbrs.^  Mr.  HufU 
rose  to  put  a  question  to  a  Member  of  Go- 
vernment, and  he  was  sure  that  the  public 
mind  would  be  greatly  relieved,  by  an  an- 
swer from  the  proper  authority.  It  had 
been  stated,  in  a  letter  which  bore  the  sig- 
nature of  a  Magistrate  of  the  county  of 
Middlesex,  that  the  persons  who  had  been 
lately  executed  for  the  crime  of  burking, 
instead  of  confessing  to  having  committed 
three  or  four  murders  only,  had,  on  the 
day  previous  to  their  execution,  confessed 
that  the  number  amounted  to  sixty,  and 
that  they  were  going  on  in  their  narrative, 
when  they  were  stopped  by  the  Ordinary 
of  Newgate.  He  might,  perhaps,  have  ex- 
pressed himself  in  a  laughable  manner  upon 
this  question,  and  judging  from  the  conduct 
of  some  hon.  Members,  he  was  sure  that 
must  be  the  case,  but  he  would  say,  that  it 
was  one  which  had  very  much  agitated  the 
public  mind,  and  which  was  in  itself  very 
important.  Not  that  he  was  at  all  dispos^ 
to  believe  the  fact,  because  he  saw  it  stated 
in  a  newspaper.  But  there  were  a  great 
number  of  persons  who  did  believe  it  on 
that  account ;  and  he  wished  that  the  l)on. 
Under-Secretary  of  State  would  let  the 
House  know,  whether  the  fact  was  as  had 
been  stated. 

Mr.  Lamb  was  not  aware  upon  what 
authority  the  communication  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded,  had  been  put 
forth  by  the  newspapers.  The  office  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong,  had 
heard  of  no  confession  made  by  those 
parties,  beyond  what  had  been  already  pub- 
lished. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said,  that  he 
had  seen  the  criminals,  and  had  communi- 
cated with  the  Sheriffs  and  the  Under- 
Shcriffs  on  their  case.  He  had  observed 
the  report  in  question,  and,  in  consequence 
of  it,  applied  to  the  Sheriffs,  whp  anured 
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hitttg  that  the  men  had  declared^  in  the 
most  positive  manner^  over  and  over  again^ 
that  they  had  told  all  they  knew.  He  was, 
therefore,  astonished  when  he  saw  the 
statement  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  sorry  that,  according  to 
his  view,  the  matter  was  still  left  in  a  state 
of  considerable  doubt.  The  hon.  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  said,  that  he  had  heard 
of  no  other  confession  than  that  which  was 
published.  But  the  statement  was,  that  on 
the  night  before  the  execution,  another  con« 
fession  was  made  to  a  certain  person  of 
sixty  murders,  and  which  confession  was 
going  on,  when  it  was  stopped  by  the  Or- 
dinary of  Newgafe.  Neither  the  hon. 
Under-SecretaiT  nof  the  worthy  Alderman 
stated,  that  he  had  had  any  communication 
with  the  Ordinaiy — and,  although  he  be- 
lieved the  facts  to  be  as  they  stated,  still  he 
thought  their  statement  would  not  be  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  public,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  obtain  further  information. 

Mr.  Lamb  regrett^  that  his  answer  had 
not  been  as  satiSTactory  as  he  intended  it 
should  be.  H^  had  had  no  communioation 
with  the  Ordinary  of  Newgate;  but  he 
would  say,  that  all  the  confessions  which 
the  criminals  made,  had  been  published. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said,  that  he 
had  had  a  communication  with  the  Or- 
dinary, and  could  say,  that  no  other  con- 
fession was  made,  than  that  which  had 
been  published* 

Report  of  Supply  brought  up. 

Supply  —  Decgan  Phize  Money.] 
Mr.  Hume  begged  to  put  a  question  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, respecting  the  Dcccan  Prize 
Money.  Six  months  ago,  the  noble  Lord 
had  said,  that  he  hoped  in  a  few  weeks  to 
be  able  to  communicate  the  measures  which 
were  in  progress  for  the  ultimate  settle- 
ment of  ihat  afiair.  Since  then,  he  and 
other  hon.  Members  had  asked  for  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  but  had  been  unable  to 
obtain  it.  He  wished  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  now  give  some  answer  that 
might  be  satisfactory  to  the  numerous  ap- 
plicants. 

Lord  AWiQrp  said*  that  he  should  be 
prepared  to  give  an  answer  on  a  future  day, 
and  in  the  mean  time  he  would  take  care 
to  have  the  documents  consulted. 

Mr.  Hume  would  repeat  his  question  on 
the  next  Supply  day,  and  then  ask  whether 
the  delay  had  arisen  from  any  defalcation  of 
money  in  tlie  hands  of  individuals?  He 
thought  it  just  to  all  parties,  to  give  them 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  themselves. 


Supply— Fbirndly  Socibtiss.]]  Mr. 
Portman  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Boston  a  question  relating  to  a 
subject  which  had  much  excited  the  public 
mind.  He  alluded  to  a  notice  given  by 
that  hon.  Member  last  Session,  of  hiB  in- 
tention to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
to  amend  the  present  laws  for  the  regula- 
tion of  Friendly  Societies.  As  he  (Mr. 
Portman)  had  conducted  the  present  Act 
through  the  House,  he  had  received  many 
communications  on  the  subject,  which  he 
was  unable  to  answer,  and,  therefore,  took 
the  liberty  of  asking,  what  were  the  inten- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member,  and  what  was 
the  precise  object  of  the  Bill  which  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce  ? 

Mr.  fVilks  said,  that  his  intention  was 
principally  to  regulate  the  period  within 
which  all  friendly  societies,  although  they 
should  have  been  already  enrolIo£  would 
be  compelled  to  re-enrol  themselves.  Three 
years  were  allowed  for  the  purpose  br  the 
present  Act,  which  three  years  would  ex- 
pire in  July  next;  and,  as  there  were 
7^000  societies  which  remained  un-enrolled, 
it  would  be  a  very  great  inconvenience  to 
them  if  the  time  were  not  extended.  His 
object  was,  to  extend  the  time  for  two 
years,  as  related  to  existing  societies. 

Report  agreed  to. 


Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England — First  Staoe.]  Lord  John 
Russell  moved,  that  that  part  of  the  King's 
Speech  which  related  to  Reform  in  Par- 
liament should  be  read.  It  was  read  ac- 
cordingly, as  follows — 

'^  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty,  in  the  first 
place,  to  recommend  to  your  most  careful 
consideration,  the  measures  which  will  be 
proposed  to  you  for  a  Reform  in  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament.  A  speedy  and 
satisfactory  settlement  of  this  question,  be- 
comes daily  of  more  pressing  importance  to 
the  security  of  the  State,  and  to  the  con- 
tentment and  welfare  of  my  people."— 
After  which 

Lonl  John  Russell  addressed  the  House 
nearly  as  follows : — In  answer  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's most  gracious  Speech,  delivered  from 
the  Throne,  at  the  o])ening  of  the  present 
Session,  there  was  a  vote  of  this  House, 
that  an  humble  Address  should  be  presented 
to  his  Majesty,  in  which  the  following 
words  formed  a  part : — "  We  beg  to  assure 
your  Majesty,  that  we  receive,  with  all 
humility  and  respect,  your  Majesty's  gra- 
cious recommendation,  that  we  should  enter 
u[)on  the  careful  consideration  of  the  mea. 
sures  which  will  be  proposed  to  us  for  a  Re« 
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fonn  in  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament, 
and  that  we  feel  convinced,  that  the  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  this  question, 
becomes  daily  of  more  pressing  importance 
to  the  security  of  the  state,  and  to  the  content- 
ment and  welfare  of  the  people."  With  that 
sentiment,  in  which  this  House  concurred 
without  a  division,  there  are  few  now  present 
who  will  not  be  ready  to  agree,  for,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  merits  of  the  measure 
that  was  proposed  in  the  former  .Session,  or 
of  that  which  I  am  now  about  to  propose, 
there  is  no  one  who  has  attended  to  this 
groat  question,  and  noticed  the  manner  in 
which  it  has  aeitatcd  the  country  from  time 
to  time,  the  agitation  increasing  with  every 
returning  peripd  of  distress,  but  must  be 
convinced,  that  the  time  has  now  arrived, 
when  its  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement 
is  of  an  importance  very  nearly  equal  to  that 
of  the  question  itself.  It  so  happfms,  that  in 
thiscountry,  where  freedom  of  debate  always 
has  existed,  and  I  hope  ev^ r  wiU  continue  to 
exist,  that  the  topics  chopen  by  the  advocates 
of  the  measure,  or  by  its  opponents,  have 
always  been  urgiBd  to  an  extreme  point,  so 
that  both  parties  respectively  exalt  the 
benefits,  or  deplore  the  evils,  of  the  me^ 
sure  they  support  or  oppose,and  they  do  this 
to  such  an  extent,  that  at  length  the  country 
has  reached  a  condition  in  which  it  is  dan« 
gerous  to  suspend  any  longer  a  final  deci- 
sion on  a  subject  which  has  caused  much 
discussion,  and  on  which  so  much  difference 
of  opinion  has  prevailed.  It  becomes,  in 
consequence,  the  duty  of  Parliament,  with 
all  convenient  expedition,  to  put  an  end  to 
these  conflicting  opinions,  and  to  bind  im- 
|)atient  desires  on  the  one  hand,  and  ob- 
stinate resistance  on  the  other,  by  the  com- 
pelling, yoke  of  parliamentary  law.  That 
such  has  been  Uie  state  of  different  ques- 
tions which  have  been  the  topics  of  debate 
in  this  country,  few  who  have  attended  to 
them,  will  deny.  We  all  recollect  the 
great  measure  passed  a  few  Sessions  ago— 
7  mean  the  question  of  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion. On  that  occasion,  although  I  am,  and 
always  have  been  convinced,  that  right  and 
reason,  and  political  expediency,  were  on 
one  side,  yet  I  think  it  cannot  be  denied, 
that  the  immediate  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  that  measure  for  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  instant  tranquillity  that  was 
expected  to  flow  from  it,  were  grossly  ex- 
aggerated on  the  one  hand ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
topics  of  the  utter  subversion  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  aiul  of  the  threatened  dis- 
cord tx^tween  the  two  classes  of  the  people, 
or  the  renewal  of  persecution,  were  in  like 


manner  grossly  exaggerated,  until  it  be^ 
came  the  duty  of  Parliament  then  not  to 
leave  any  longer  the  topic  of  discussioa 
open  to  agitation,  but  to  place  under  the 
solid  sanction  of  their  authority  and  ap- 
proval, a  measure  the  best  calculated,  m 
their  opinion,  to  effect  a  speedy  and  satisfac* 
tory  settlement  of  the  great  question  which 
then  agitated  the  pubUc  mind.  A  similar 
state  of  things  exists  at  present  with 
regard  to  the  great  measure  which  I  am 
al^ut  to  introduce  to  the  House ;  no  one 
thinking  calmly  can  fail  to  allow,  that  both 
the  evils  to  be  remedied,  and  the  advaotagfa 
to  be  derived  from  that  remedy,  are  highly 
coloured  on  the  one  hand»  and  that,  on  tne 
other,  the  dangers  to  tke  Constitution* 
which  it  is  said  we  are  ^ing  to,  overturn, 
and  to  our  established  institution^,  have 
been  made  the  subject  of  many  meri^l]^ 
imaginary  fears.  It  is,  thereon,  not  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  measu^  itsdl^  but  alflo 
with  regard  to  the  present  state  of  the 
country,  that  his  Majesty's  Goverpmont  has 
called  Parliament  together,  to  endeavour  to 
effect  that  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlo- 
ment  of  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
Reform  which  Ls  so  desirable,  and  to  com- 
pose those  differences  which  have  divided 
parties  and  Parliament  upon  this  great 
topic*  It  will  be  our  duty  so  to  act, 
that  whatever  may  be  the  evils  from 
which  the  country  at  any  time  suffers 
— whatever  may  be  the  causes  that  em- 
barrass its  commerce,  or  the  difficulties 
under  wliich  its  trade  may  be  labouring, 
that  to  those  embarrassments  and  difficult 
ties,  these  topics  of  denied  political  rights, 
and  disregarded  political  interests,  shall  not 
be  brought  in  to  agsravate  the  distress,  and 
sharpen  the  complaints  of  the  people.  We 
must  now  do  our  best  to  settle  the  question* 
in  order  that  we  may  be  the  more  able  to 
give  our  free  and  full  attention  to  other 
important  subjects,  whicb  cannot  fail  to 
demand  our  early,  our  serious,  and  our  most 
deliberate  consideration.  It  will  bo  recol- 
lected, that  at  the  end  of  last  Session*  whon 
the  Reform  Bill  was  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  declared,  that  ho 
remained  in  office  only  with  the  intention 
of  bringing  forward  a  measure  not  leas 
efficient  than  that  which  had  been  rejected. 
The  noble  Earl  made  the  declaration  in  the 
face  of  Parliament,  and  he  made  it,  too* 
under  the  eye  of  his  Sovereign,  who  was 
graciously  pleased  to  express  his  wish  that 
the  noble  Earl  should  remain  in  office^  By 
that  tic  he  has  remained  in  the  situation  ho 
now  holds,  and  by  that  same  tie  he  holds  the 
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confidence  of  the  people^  which  was  imme- 
diately expressed  to  him,  on  his  making  the 
declaration,  that  any  future  measure  to  he 
brought  forward  by  him  should  be  no  less 
efficient  than  the  former.  This  House 
likewise  declared,  that  to  the  principles  of 
that  Bill,  and  to  the  leading  provisions  of 
it,  they  were  firmly  attached.  I  recal  these 
circumstances  to  the  minds  of  the  Members 
of  this  House,  because  they  will  save  me 
from  the  necessity  of  stating  those  general 
topics  of  Reform,  or  re-arguing  those 
reasons,  on  which  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
which  was  rejected  last  Session  mainly  rested. 
His  Majesty's  Government  resting  upon 
the  foundation  of  Lord  Grey's  declarations, 
and  upon  the  pledge  given  by  this  House, 
in  favour  of  the  BiU  introduced  by  the 
Government,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
arffue  in  support  of  the  provisions  of  the 
BuL  which  I  am  about  to  ask  leave  to 
bring  in.  It  will  be  sufficient  for  me  to  say, 
that  it  is  founded  on  the  principles  on  which 
alone  the  Government  can  propose  a  Bill  of 
Reform  to  this  House,  and  on  which  alone 
this  House,  consistently  with  its  own  de- 
clared sentiments,  can  entertain  it.  The 
arguments,  therefore,  which  I  shall  address 
to  the  House,  will  turn  merely  upon  the 
best  mode  of  carrying  these  principles  and 
these  provisions  into  effect ;  upon  Uie  mode 
by  which  they  can  be  made  most  permanent, 
and  most  likely  to  be  adapted  to  the  state 
of  the  country,  without  those  alterations 
to  which  almost  every  great  measure  must 
be  subject  in  a  course  of  years.  The  first 
great  principle  of  the  last  Bill,  introduced 
to  the  House  last  Session,  was  to  get  rid  of 
the  nomination  boroughs,  by  the  disfran- 
chisement of  such  of  them  as  were  decayed, 
and  had  become  inconsiderable.  The  next 
was  the  enfranchisement  of  certain  large 
and  populous  towns,  and  giving  new 
Members  to  large  counties.  The  third 
related  to  the  right  of  voting  which  we 
proposed  to  introduce  into  all  boroughs. 
With  regard  to  the  principle  of  disfranchise- 
ment, it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  that  we  declared,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  direct  power  of  nomination,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  take  a  certain  number  of  small 
boroughs,  where  freedom  of  election  could 
not  be  hoped  for,  or  obtained,  and  to  draw  a 
line  of  demarcation  between  them  and 
boroughs  of  somewhat  more  consideration, 
and  into  which  we  could  introduce  a  greater 
numberof  electors,  so  as  to  establish  more  fully 
the  principle  of  tliis  Bill,  which  is  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  that  elections  ought 
of  right  to  be  free.  In  order  to  take  certain 
borouipha  out  of  the  operation  of  the  priq- 


ciple  of  complete  disfranchisement,  we  took 
the  census  of  1 821,  and  established  a  certain 
line  of  population,  below  which  the  borough 
to  be  disfranchised  would  have  no  right  to 
send  Members  to  Parliament.  Since  that 
time  the  new  census  has  been  nearly  com- 
pleted, and  it  is  natural  that  such  an  im« 
portant  circumstance  should  not  be  thrown 
out  of  view.  At  the  aame  time  I  think 
there  are  certain  objections  to  that  census, 
which  I  stated  formerly,  one  of  which  is, 
that  the  census  of  1831,  being  made  at  a 
time  when  a  particular  cause  was  assigned 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  boroughs  of 
small  population,  it  was  almost  impossible, 
that,  in  some  instances,  at  least,  persons 
would  not  be  gathered  together  in  certain 
of  these  small  boroughs,  in  order  to  make 
up  the  number  of  inhabitants  to  the  required 
amount  of  2,000.  We  have  thought, 
therefore,  that  as  the  test  of  population  might 
not,  in  all  cases,  be  perfectly  accurate,  it 
would  be  better  to  take  the  number  of 
houses,  rather  than  that  of  persons ;  it  being 
less  likely  that  improper  practices  could  be 
resorted  to,  with  regard  to  the  return  of  the 
number  of  houses,  than  with  regard  to  the 
return  of  the  number  of  persons.  But  there 
was  another  reason  why  we  considered  it 
proper  to  take  houses  instead  of  persons. 
There  were  other  difficulties,  besides  those 
I  have  alluded  to,  respecting  the  census  of 
1821,  which  much  embarrassed  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  of  last  Session.  When  that 
census  was  first  taken,  it  was  supposed,  that 
the  difference  between  the  limits  of  the 
borough,  with  regard  to  its  population,  and 
the  limits  of  the  borough  with  regard  to 
that  portion  of  it  which  was  entitled  to 
send  Members  to  Parliament,  was  not  so 
material  as  to  make  any  great  difference. 
But  it  appeared,  in  the  discussions  which 
arose  upon  the  Bill,  that  there  was  often  a 
great  difference  between  the  two,  and  the 
difficulty  was,  to  draw  the  line  where  the 
census  ought  to  be  disregarded,  and  where 
it  ought  to  be  adhered  to.  I  think  that  we 
drew  the  line  as  fairly  as  we  could,  but  the 
census  itself  was  imperfect,  and  nothing 
could  more  fully  prove  that  fact,  than  the 
statements  of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  with  regard  to  a  place,  which,  ac- 
cording to  another  estimate,  never  could 
expect  to  retain  its  right  of  returning  a 
Member;  I  allude  to  the  borough  of  Saltash. 
When  I  say,  that  we  drew  the  line  as  fairly 
as  we  could,  I  must  not  omit  to  remark 
upon  the  recommendations  of  two  hon. 
Members  who  may  be  supposed  to  have 
much  considered  the  subject.  The  hon. 
member  for  Thctford^^  who  has  paid  a  ffiea^ 
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deal  of  attention  to  this  subject^  said^  that 
in  order  to  get  a  fair  criterion^  we  should 
leave  out  from  the  Returns  for  the  towns 
all  persons  connected  with  agriculture ;  and 
thehon.  member  for  Bossineysaid,  that  there 
was  a  ffreat  difference  in  extent  between 
the  parishes  of  the  north  and  the  parishes 
of  the  souths  and  that  we  ought  not,  there- 
fore,  to  take  parishes  in  the  norths  as  from 
their  superior  size,  they  did  not  form  a  fair 
criterion  for  those  of  the  south.  Had  we 
adopted  eitherof  these  suggestions,  es])ecially 
the  latter^and  had  we  said,  that  beyond  a 
certain  line  one  way  we  would,  and  beyond 
a  certain  line  the  other  way  we  would  not, 
recognize  the  existing  parishes  as  parishes, 
we  should  have  exposed  ourselves,  not  only 
to  attack,  but  to  ridicule.  Considering, 
therefore,  that  as  this  census  was  framed, 
it  was  not  calculated  to  give  us  as  just  and 
complete  a  view  of  the  boroughs  as 
was  requisite,  we  have  taken  every  means 
to  obtain  a  correct  account  of  them,  of  their 
importance,  their  population,  and  their  size, 
in  every  instance  in  which  this  Bill  will 
affect  them.  Those  Gentlemen  who  went 
through  the  last  Bill,  will  see  that  in  doing 
this,  we  have  had  a  matter  of  no  small 
difficulty  to  accomplish.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  bnng- 
ing  forward  his  scheme  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  in  1785,  said,  ''I  will  take  the 
criterion,  by  which  1  will  judge  what 
boroughs  are  decayed,  from  the  number  of 
houses  within  them.  This  is  a  mode  of 
judgment  which  is  not  liable  to  error,  and 
which  I  conceive  to  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  original  principle  of  Parliamentary 
Representation."*  But  I  think,  that  if  he 
had  gone  further  than  merely  to  make  the 
proposition,  he  would  have  found,  that  the 
course  he  had  marked  out,  was  not  so  easy 
tnd  simple  as  he  seemed  to  imagine.  For 
instance,  where  the  borough  contains  the 
whole  town,  he  might  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
result  ;  but  in  other  cases,  where  the  town 
goes  beyond  the  limits  of  the  borough,  he 
would  have  found  a  difficulty  he  did  not 
anticipate,  and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
say,  that  he  would  strictly  confine  himself 
to  the  borough,  and  not  sdlow  to  the  town 
the  importance  which  its  growing  size, 
wealth,  and  prosperity  deserved.  This  is  a 
matter  which  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain  with 
exactness,  and  even  within  these  few  days, 
with  resard  to  the  borough  represented  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite — I  mean 
the  borough  of  Tam worth— it  has  been 
donbted,  whether  the  number  of  houses  had 
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been  calculated  for  the  town  or  for  the 
borough.  Persons  residing  there  have  sent  up 
Returns,  which  those  who  have  visited  it 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  have 
thought  insufficiently  represented  the  ex- 
tent and  importance  of  the  borough.  Under 
these  circumstances,  therefore,  we  have 
taken  another  test,  which,  combined  with 
the  test  of  houses,  will  give  a  more  correct 
view  of  the  importance  of  the  boroughs. 
We  have  adopted  this  other  test,  in  order 
that  we  may  not  place  towns  with  a  number 
of  mean  low  houses,  in  a  situation  of  greater 
advantage  than  towns  with  a  smaller  number 
of  better  and  more  respectable  houses.  We 
have  not  taken  the  number  of  1 0/.  houses 
only,  but  the  amount  of  Assessed  Taxes, 
up  to  the  month  of  April  of  this  year.  To 
do  this,  it  was  necessary  for  us  to  take  the 
assessed  taxes  paid  by  the  whole  town, 
without  regard  to  the  exact  limits  of 
the  borough.  I  own,  that  I  thought, 
during  the  discussions  of  last  Session, 
that  it  was  in  vain  to  attempt  to  obtain 
such  accurate  returns  upon  these  points  as 
would  render  it  expedient  to  propose  them  to 
this  House,  as  the  basis  of  a  legislative  enact- 
ment ;  but  although  the  subject  is  sur- 
rounded with  difficulties,  1  hope  to  be  able 
to  produce  satisfactory  evidence  to  the 
House,  that  fair  grounds  have  been  taken 
with  respect  to  all  these  boroughs.  In  this 
part  of  our  labours  we  have  been  much 
assisted  by  those  Gentlemen  who  were  sent 
into  the  country  as  Commissioners  with  the 
object  of  defining  the  limits  of  the  various 
cities  and  boroughs.  They  have  paid  much 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  have  conse- 
quently been  able  to  give  us  much  valuable 
information.  Besides  this,  we  have  had 
letters  written  to  the  returning  officers  of 
different  boroughs ;  and,  although  in  some 
instances  the  instructions  have  not  been 
understood,  and  the  answers  have  been 
necessarily  sent  down  again  for  revision 
and  correction,  yet  I  am  bound  to  say,  the 
answers  have  been,  in  general,  fair  and  ex- 
plicit ;  and  in  the  majority  of  cases,  where 
they  have  been  corrected  by  the  Govern- 
ment Commissioners,  the  correction  has 
rather  gone  to  show,  that  the  returning 
officer  had  not  given  a  sufficient  breadth  to 
the  town,  than  that  he  had  taken  too  much 
for  its  limits.  Having  these  grounds  for  our 
information,  a  particular  task  was  intrusted 
to  Lieutenant  Drummond,  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department 
who  wrote  Mr.  Drummond  a  letter,  re- 
questing him  to  take  this  mass  of  informal 
tion  into  his  particular  consideration,  and 
from  it  to  make  out  a  series  of  100  bo- 
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roughs^  beginoiag  with  the  lowest^  and 
taking  the  number  of  houses  and  the 
amount  of  their  assessed  taxes  together  as 
the  bases  of  their  relative  importance. 
From  his  return  of  these  boroughs^  the 
grounds  on  which  he  calculated,  so  as  to 
arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion  being  fully 
detailed  in  the  letter  and  appendix,  expla- 
natory of  the  course  he  has  pursued  (which 
documents  are  before  the  House),  the  first 
clause  of  the  Reform  Bill,  the  schedule  A, 
has  been  framed.  The  next  question  for  the 
Government  to  decide  was,  what  they  would 
take  as  the  principle  of  disfranchisement, 
and  where  they  would  draw  the  line.  As 
I  have  before  said,  the  line  must  be  in 
every  way  an  arbitrary  line,  whether  we 
take  as  our  principle  the  number  of  houses, 
the  amount  of  assessed  taxes,  or  the  limits 
of  a  borough.  In  all  these  cases,  the  line 
must  be  an  arbitrary  line,  founded  on  the 
judgment  of  those  who  make  the  distinction, 
whether  we  take  ^,000  persons  or  500 
houses,  or  500/.  assessed  taxes.  In  this 
instance  we  have  been  guided  by  the 
number  of  boroughs  then  proposed  to  be 
disfranchised,  on  account  of  their  inconsi- 
derable sice,  which  was  fifty-six.  The  con- 
sequence of  taking  Lieutenant  Drummond's 
report  as  a  basis  for  disfranchisement,  and 
taking  the  same  number,  is,  that  some 
boroughs  which  formerly  escaped  disfran- 
chisement as  populous  and  large,  will  now 
be  placed  in  schedule  A,  while  others,  which 
are  better  towns  in  comparison,  will  be 
taken  out  of  that  schedule,  and  be  placed 
in  schedule  B.  The  latter  are  five  in 
number,  and  a  sixth  is  under  consideration. 
The  boroughs  that  are  to  be  taken  from 
schedule  B,  and  placed  in  schedule  A,  are 
Aldborough,  in  Yorkshire,  Amersham,  East 
Grinstead,Oakhampton,andSaltash.  There 
is  one  other  borough,  which  was  in  the  list 
of  the  forty-one  boroughs  in  schedule  B,  in 
the  late  Bill,  and  with  respect  to  which 
there  are  even  now  still  some  doubts  as  to 
what  are  the  proper  limits  of  the  borough. 
That  is  the  borough  of  Ashburton.  Sup- 
posing that  place  to  be  one  of  the  fifty-six, 
then  the  boroughs  that  are  taken  out  of 
schedule  A  and  placed  in  schedule  B  will 
be  Midhurst,  Petersfield,  Eye,  Ware- 
ham,  Woodstock,  and  Lostwithiel.  An- 
other part  of  the  disfranchising  clauses 
relates  to  the  boroughs  inserted  in  sche- 
dule B ;  and,  in  speaking  of  that  schedule, 
I  must  apprize  the  House,  that  it  stands 
upon  a  different  principle  from  that  which 
governs  schedule  A.  The  boroughs  placed 
in  schedule  A  were  inserted  therein  be- 
causcj  from  the  smallnets  of  their  size,  and 


the  limited  extent  of  their  population^  elec« 
tions  in  them  could  not  be  free,  and  became 
their  representatives  were  returned,  either 
by  nomination  or  by  the  influence  ^  mm 
corruption.  But  the  -  boroughs  placed  ia 
schedule  B  were  placed  there  on  the  principle 
of  not  giving  to  the  smaller  townsauch  a  la^ 
share  m  the  Representation  as  they  poneaa 
at  present,  and  it  was,  therefore^  judged 
proper,  that  one  of  the  Representatives  of  « 
certain  number  of  places  should  be  taken 
away.  This  would  also  have  the  further 
effect  of  diminishing  the  numbers  of  the 
House.  With  respect  to  the  propriety  of 
a  certain  number  of  boroughs  having  but 
one  Representative,  the  opinions  m  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  remam  unchangedt 
but  with  regard  to  the  number  of  the 
Members  of  the  House,  it  has  been  matter 
of  serious  consideration  whether,  after  the 
number  has  been  enlarged  from  that  point 
at  which  it  was  put  in  the  last  SetHUoa^  lo 
as  to  be  only  twenty-three  leas  than  it  is 
at  the  present  moment—whether,  aliter 
that  enlargement  of  numbers,  it  might  not 
be  more  advantageous  to  retain  its  numbers 
undiminished,  more  especially  as  those  who 
object  to  the  diminution  of  the  House  may 
be  conciliated  without  sacrificing  any  at  the 
principles  of  the  Bill.  In  considenng  that 
question,  another  advantage  was  neroeived ; 
namely  this.  It  had  been  one  ot  the  most 
constant  objections  to  the  measure  of  Go» 
vcrnment,  that  many  of  the  laros  towns 
left  with  only  one  Member  would  be  in  a 
state  of  discontent  tiU  they  had  obtained 
two.  Without  yielding  to  that  argument 
— for  I  think,  that  in  many  instanoes  one 
Member  would  be  fully  sufficient  to  repie> 
sent  the  particular  interest  of  these  towns« 
it  is  evident  that  there  will  be  a  great  adTan* 
tagc,  if,  by  giving  them  two  M^nber^  these 
objections  might  be  in  some  degree  db« 
viated,  and  the  larger  among  these  towns 
would  thus  be  plac^  in  a  better  situation  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  evident,  that 
if  we  proposed  to  give  the  whole  number 
of  vacant  places  created  by  the  schedule  B 
to  these  ]arge  towns,  we  should  be  giving 
a  degree  of  weight  to  the  manufacturing 
interest,  which,  without  some  balance  or 
counterpoise,  would  be  considered  objee- 
tionable.  It  then  came  to  be  a  questioa 
whether  we  should  give  an  additional  num« 
her  of  Members  to  the  large  counties.  It 
appeared  to  us,  tliat  it  would  not  be  an 
advantage  to  adopt  a  further  division  of 
counties  for  that  purpose,  or  to  give  three 
Members  to  those  counties  which  now  pos« 
sess  two.  The  only  way,  therefore,  to 
avoid  the  difficulty  was,  to  give  a  certain 
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mimber  of  these  Members  to  the  towns  of 
the  greatest  importance  which  had  been 
placed  in  schedule  B,  supposing,  that  we 
took  the  list  of  forty-one  towns  in  schedule 
By  as  it  stood  last  Session.  That  course 
was  resolved  to  be  adopted,  and  it  is  there- 
fore  proposed,  that  of  the  twenty-three 
Members  whose  seats,  after  the  arrange- 
ments I  have  mentioned,  will  remain  to 
be  disposed  of,  ton  shall  be  given  to  the 
more  considerable  towns,  that,  under  the 
last  Bill,  were  to  return  but  one  Member 
each  to  Parliament.  One  Member  we 
propose  shall  be  given  to  Chatham,  to  se- 
parate it  from  and  make  it  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  Rochester,  and  one  other  to  the 
county  of  Monmouth,  which  has  repeatedly 

e'tionad  for  another  Member,  and  which 
of  lato  years,  much  increased  in  popu- 
lation and  wealth;  and  the  other  eleven 
we  propose,  shall  be  given  to  the  larger 
towns,  which,  in  the  former  Bill,  were 
plaoed  in  schedule  B.  Thus  are  the 
whole  of  the  twenty-three  disposed  of. 
In  consequence  of  this  arrangement,  there 
will  be  thirty  boroughs  in  schedule  B,  in- 
stead of  forty-one,  and  instead  of  there 
being  sixty-nine  places  sending  but  one 
Member  each,  there  will  be  only  forty-nine. 
According  to  the  present  proposition,  and 
to  the  scale  which  I  have  mentioned, 
founded  upon  the  houses  and  the  assessed 
taxes,  we  have  prepared  the  list  of  the 
boroughs  in  scheaule  B,  which  are  now 
reducM  to  thirty,  and  which,  in  several 
instances  difibrs  fVom  the  former  lists, 
besides  the  eleven  boroughs  to  which  I 
have  already  referred.  [The  noble  Lord 
hero  read  the  names  of  the  places  included 
in  schedule  B,  for  which  see  the  Act  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Volume.]  Thereisanother 
circumstance  which  I  deem  it  right  to  state 
to  the  House.  It  was  the  subject  of  much 
comment  in  a  former  Session.  According 
to  the  rotums  respecting  those  small  towns, 
if  the  number  of  forty-one  had  been  taken, 
it  would  have  included  the  borough  of 
Tavistock.  As  this  borough  is  one  which 
has  been  more  Questioned  and  was  likely 
to  be  more  exammed  and  scrutinized,  than 
any  other,  I  am,  for  that  and  other  reasons, 
most  anxious  that  every  possible  lieht  should 
be  thrown  upon  its  condition  and  circum- 
stances. That  borough  will  retain  its  two 
Members  according  to  the  present  scheme. 
But  if  any  Gentleman  chooses  to  say,  that 
any  unfair  rule  has  been  attempted  to  be 
established  with  respect  to  that  borough— 
that  any  unfair  advantage  has  been  taken 
of  my  official  situation,  for  the  purpose  of 
phtcing  it  beyond  the  reach  <tf  dirfranchise* 


ment«— if  Grentlemen  say  that,  I  shall  only 
assert,  that  such  statement  is  utterly  false 
and  unfounded.  I  will  now  stete  to  the 
House,  the  names  of  the  places  to  which 
in  consequence  of  the  addition  that  is  to  be 
made,  we  propose  to  give  two  members  in- 
stead of  one.  The  towns  to  which  I  refer 
are  Bolton,  Brighton,  Bradford,  Blackbume, 
Macclesfield,  Oldham,  Stockport,  Stoke- 
upon-Trent,  Halifax  and  Stroud)  I  will 
now  pass  to  another  part  of  the  Bill, 
namely,  to  that  part  which  refers  to  the 
right  of  voting.  And  here  let  me  state, 
that  schedule  A,  and  the  10^  clause  were 
the  two  great  pillars  upon  which  the  former 
Bill  rested :  without  them,  it  would  dwindle 
away  to  nothing,  or  to  worse  than  nothing ; 
with  them,  any  defects  will  be  compensated 
by  the  great  advantages  which  will  be  de- 
rived ftx>m  the  disfranchisement  of  the  small 
boroughs,  and  by  estabUshing  i4  right  of 
voting  in  citiea  and  boroughs,  founded 
upon  the  old  common  law  of  the  land,  and 
adapted  to  the  present  state  of  society-^ 
a  right  of  voting  which,  it  is  hoped,  will 
bring  into  the  constituency  those  who  are 
best  qualified  to  exercise  the  important 
privilege,  from  their  education,  from  their 
general  intelligence,  and  from  the  stake 
which  they  have  in  the  country.  I  shall 
not,  however,  now,  unless  specially  ureed 
so  to  do,  discuss  the  merits  ot  that  question. 
On  the  second  reading,  a  fit  opportunity  will 
be  afforded  for  that  purpose,  when  I  will 
more  particularly  undertake  to  show,  that 
if  Ministers  had  raised  the  qualification  in 
large  towns,  and  diminished  it  m  small  towns, 
they  would  have  been  making  a  set  of  small 
scot-and-lot  boroughs,  and  would  have  been 
alienating  from  the  Government  a  large  mass 
of  active  and  intelligent  persons,  whom  they 
ouffht  to  endeavour  to  conciliate.  1  have 
only  now  to  state,  in  reference  to  it,  that 
our  intention  in  making  any  change  in  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  is  not  with  a  view  of 
diminishing  the  real  value  of  the  privilege 
conferred,  by  raising  the  amount  of  the 
qualification,  but  wiui  the  view  of  effecting 
such  an  alteration  as  will  make  thislprovision 
of  the  Bill  more  efficient,  and  better  calcu- 
lated to  attain  the  object  with  which  it  was 
originally  introduced— namely,  that  of  add- 
ing to  the  constituency  a  mass  of  intelligent 
and  well-qualified  electors.  In  respect  to 
this  portion  of  the  provisions  of  the  former 
BiU,  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  it  was  faulty, 
and  required  amendment.  The  only  doubt, 
however,  which  Ministers  had  reelecting 
it  was,  whether  it  was  drawn  up  in  such 
a  manner  as  would  enable  those  who  were 
to  derive  their  franchise  firom  it  to  exercise 
G2 
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it.  As  the  clause  stood  in  the  last  Bill,  the 
right  of  votingin  boroughs  was  tobeeiijoyed 
by  occujiiers  of  houses  assessed  to  the  house- 
duty  or  poor-rate  at  1 0/.,  or  rented  at  1 0/., 
or  of  the  annual  value  of  10/. ;  but  then 
this  right  was  afterwards  limited  thus : — 
that  no  one,  whose  landlord  compounded 
for  the  rates,  should  be  entitled  to  vote, 
unless  he  claimed  to  be  rated  in  his  own 
name  ;  and  that  no  one  should  be  entitled 
to  vote  for  any  premises,  unless  he  had 
occupied  the  same  premises  for  twelve 
calendar  months^  and  had  not  been  in 
the  receipt  of  parochial  relief  during  that 
time.  VVc  now  propose,  that  every  one 
who  occupies  a  house  of  the  value  of  10/. 
shall  have  a  right  to  vote  in  behalf  of 
it,  provided  he  is  rated,  not  that  he  shall 
be  rated  at  10/.,  but  that  he  shall  be  placed 
on  the  poor-rates;  and  then  the  only  question 
to  be  decided  will  be,  whether  the  house  or 
warehouse  occupied  be  of  the  value  of  1 0/. 
a  year.  This  clause  is  one  of  such  import- 
ance, that  I  trust  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  read  it  at  full  length,  as  I  intend  to 
move  'it  in  the  Bill.  [The  noble  Lord 
here  read  clause  twenty-seven  of  the 
Bill,  for  a  co])y  of  which,  see  the  Appendix 
to  this  Volume.]  There  is  also  another 
clause  similar  to  one  in  the  former  Bill, 
which  enacts,  that  any  person  who  is 
not  rated  to  the  poor-rates  may  demand 
to  be  placed  upon  them,  and  being  so 
placed  upon  them,  may  claim  to  be  put 
cm  the  registry.  The  mode  of  ascertaining 
the  value  of  the  house  where  any  dispute 
arises  respecting  it,  will  be,  that  on  a  fixed 
day,  is  in  the  former  Bill,  the  Barrister  to 
be  appointed  for  that  purpose  will  hold  his 
court,  and  will  there  examine  as  to  the 
value  of  premises  upon  which  parties  claim 
the  right  to  vote,  and  he  will  also  decide 
as  to  whether  all  the  names  placed  on  the 
list  bv  the  Overseers  shall  be  allowed  to 
remain,  and  whether  any  others  of  those 
claiming  shall  be  added.  This  may  appear 
to  some  Gentlemen  a  matter  of  difficulty, 
but  in  some  towns,  w^here  all  persons  assessed 
on  houses  of  a  certain  value  have  a  right 
to  vote  for  guardians  of  the  poor,  this  mode 
of  ascertaining  the  right  of  parties  claim- 
ing is  in  common  use,  and  in  some  very 
populous  places — at  Norwich,  for  instance, 
where  there  are  from  3,000  to  4,000  such 
houses  of  10/.  value, the  matter  is  managed 
with  little  difliculty.  Birmingham,  too, 
I  understand,  alfonls  a  similar  instance. 
In  fact,  it  is  nothing  difiercnt  from  a  scot- 
and-lot  (jJialilication,  exceptui;^  that  there 
is  ft  limit  afiixed  to  the  (jualifu ation.  'J'hose 
who  know  the  abuses  which  have  crept 


into  every  sort  of  privilege  in  this  country 
will,  I  am  persuaded,  feel,  that  this  is  much 
less  liable  to  abuse  than  any  other  that  has 
been  suggested,  and  that,  upon  the  whole, it 
affords  every  prospect  of  working  well  in 
practice.  It  will,  of  course,  be  fully  re- 
collected, that  to  the  former  Bill  many 
objections  were  made,  on  the  ground  that 
its  operation  would  be  unjust  towards  Cor- 
porations. It  was  said,  because  we  were 
about  to  take  away  the  corporate  right  of 
voting  for  Members  of  Parliament,  that  we 
were  destroying  Corporations.  That  I 
deny.  In  the  late  Bill,  however,  those 
privileges  of  voting  were  confined  to  the 
lives  of  the  present  possessors;  but  the 
Bill  which  I  now  ask  leave  to  introduce 
will  preserve  the  rights  of  freemen,  and 
the  inchoate  rights  of  apprentices  and 
others.  It  goes  a  step  further  than  the 
previous  Bill,  for  it  continues  the  fran- 
chise to  all  freemen  possessing  it  by  hirth 
and  servitude,  provided  they  are  resident 
in  the  towns  for  which  they  possess  the 
franchise.  There  are  many  who  set  a 
great  value  upon  those  rights,  and  it  is 
not  intended  to  effect  any  alteration  in 
them,  further  than  limiting  the  right  of 
voting  to  persons  residing  within  the  bo- 
rough, or  within  seven  miles  of  the  place 
of  voting.  There  is  another  point  to 
which  I  do  not  think  it  out  of  place  here  to 
advert: — it  is  a  clause  to  be  introduced, 
to  provide  for  the  possibility  of  new  char- 
ters being  given  to  boroughs  by  his  Ma- 
jesty. In  all  cases  of  such  charters,  the 
returning  officers  appointed  under  the  Bill 
will  cease  to  discharge  that  duty,  the 
Mayors  or  chief  magistrates  of  the  boroughs 
will  become  the  returning  officers.  Every 
person  must  acknowledge  how  desirable  it 
would  be,  could  it  be  effected,  to  unite  un- 
der charters  those  persons  who  possess  the 
right  of  voting,  and  that  giving  charters  on 
liberal  principles — such  as  that  of  the  most 
ancient  privileges  of  the  freemen  of  the  city 
of  Lond(m — would  be,  in  every  case,  an 
improvement ;  and,  whenever  such  an 
alteration  takes  place  with  respect  to  a 
borough — and  it  is  one  which  will  greatly 
contribute  to  the  quiet,  order,  and  good 
goveniment  of  towns — the  transfer  of 
those  duties  may  be  made  with  exceeding 
advantage.  There  is  another  right  re- 
served under  the  Bill,  to  which  I  shall  now 
call  your  attention.  In  cities  which  are 
counties  in  themselves,  the  freemen  stand 
in  a  different  situatitm  from  those  in  which 
other  freeholders  are  placed.  In  some 
cities,  being  counties  of  themselves,  the 
possession  of  a  freehold  gives  a  right  of 
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Yoting  for  the  county  nt  large.  In  other 
cases,  such  freeholds  give  the  right  of 
yoting  only  for  the  city;  and  in  other 
cases,  confers  no  privilege  of  voting  what- 
ever. It  is  intended  that  those  who 
vote  for  the  county  at  large  shall  remain 
undisturbed ;  those  who  vote  for  the  county 
of  the  city  will  also  be  allowed  to  retain 
their  vote;  but  it  declares,  that  those 
who  heretofore  possessed  no  privilege  of  vot- 
ing for  either  county  or  city  shall  be  thrown 
into,  and  vote  for  the  adjoining  county 
at  large.  Another  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  is,  that 
by  the  former  Bill,  certain  Commissioners 
were  appointed,  to  inquire  into  and  ascer- 
tain the  limits  of  boroughs,  and  make  a 
report  on  that  subject,  and  other  matters, 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  so  soon 
as  that  report  should  have  been  received 
and  adopted,  it  was  intended  to  be  acted 
on,  with  respect  to  such  places  as  should 
be  included  in  it.  In  most  instances, 
persona  have  been  sent  to  perform  the 
duties  that  would  have  devolved  upon  the 
Commissioners,  if  appointed,  and  such  an 
amount  of  information  has  been  acquired,  by 
the  ability  and  intelligence  by  which  their 
endeavours  have  been  conducted,  as  will, 
I  think  and  hope,  supersede  the  necessity  of 
appointing  any  Commissioners  by  the  bill. 
By  means  of  the  information  which  has 
thus  been  obtained,  and  which  we  expect 
to  be  able  to  lay  before  the  House  soon 
after  the  Christmas  recess,  we  shall  be  en- 
abled to  prepare  a  separate  bill,  to  define 
the  proper  limits  of  cities  and  boroughs, 
which  will  thus  be  determined  by  the 
judgment  of  Parliament  itself,  without 
reference  to  the  opinion  of  others.  I  have 
further  to  state,  that  from  the  reports  re- 
ceived from  the  gentlemen  sent  into  the 
country,  for  the  purpose  to  which  I  have 
adverted,  it  is  thought,  that  the  strict  rule 
of  requiring  300  electors  might  be  advan- 
tageously departed  from.  It  was  necessary, 
according  to  the  former  plan,  to  place  some 
limit  upon  the  Commissioners.  But 
Parliament  will  have  now  the  means  of 
legislating  in  connection  with  the  general 
measure,  and  of  making  up  a  constituency 
suited  to  the  present  circumstances  and 
feeling  of  the  country.  I  have  now,  I 
believe,  gone  through  all  the  essential 
alterations  made  in  the  Bill,  of  course, 
without  entering  into  any  of  its  details  or 
wording,  though,  even  in  these,  I  think  it 
will  be  found  that  many  material  improve- 
ments have  been  introduced.  It  will,  there- 
fore, now  be  for  the  House  to  determine 
whether  or  not  it  will  adopt  the  present 


measure,  and  to  how  far  it  can  be  adopted, 
consistently  with  bc?ing  pledged  to  the  lead- 
ing principles  of  the  measure  of  last  Session. 
In  all  its  leading  features  the  present  Bill 
will  be  found,  I  trust,  the  same,  or  nearly 
the  same  as  that  which  was  rejected  last 
Session  by  the  House  of  Lords,  improved, 
I  hope,  in  its  details,  but  not  w^eakened 
in  any  one  essential  point.  It  is  not  my 
wish  now  to  enter  further  into  those  de- 
tails. I  shall,  certainly,  if  it  be  the  plea- 
sure of  the  House  to  enter  at  once  into  the 
debate  on  this  Bill,  be  ready  to  enter  into 
those  details  immediately,  but  my  opinion 
is,  that  it  would  be  much  more  convenient 
to  postpone  the  debate  until  some  future 
time,  when  the  Bill  has  been  printed,  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Members.  I  am 
any  thing  but  willing  to  provoke  a  discus- 
sion at  this  moment ;  but  thus  much  I  may 
be  allowed  to  observe,  that  Ministers  had 
to  consider  what  was  their  duty  in  the  pre- 
sent situation  of  the  country,  and  of  the 
Reform  cpiestion ;  and  their  deliberate 
conviction  is,  that  they  could  not,  consist- 
ently with  what  they  owe  to  Parliament 
and  themselves,  do  otherwise  than  lay  the 
present  measure  before  the  House ;  and  I 
trust  the  time  is  coming  when  both  sides  of 
this  House  will  concur  with  those  out  of 
doors,  that  it  is  full  time  to  abandon  that 
which  can  no  longer  be  defended.  What- 
ever the  merits  of  the  ancient  system* 
might  have  been  in  its  time,  and  for  its 
purpose,  I  shall  not  now  stop  to  inquire ; 
the  only  question  for  us  now  is,  to  consi- 
der how  we  shall  best  form  a  new  svstem 
for  the  future  government  of  this  country 
— upon  what  principles  we  shall  best  pro- 
vide for  the  future  liberties  of  the  people, 
consistently  with  a  due  regard  to  the  privi- 
leges of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  If  my 
noble  friend  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  has  said — nay,  has  entered,  as  ' 
he  undoubtedly  has,  into  a  voluntary  en- 
gagement— that  the  measure  about  to  be 
introduced  shall  not  be  less  efficient  than 
the  former;  there  can  be  no  question  that 
he  made  that  engagement,  bound  by 
another  engagement  not  less  in  force,  and 
to  which  he  must  have  felt  himself  under 
the  necessity  of  reconciling  it,  and  in  con- 
formity with  which  the  public  must  receive 
it.  However  anxious  my  noble  friend 
may  be  to  concur  in  laying  before  Parlia- 
ment a  measure  not  less  efficient  than  the 
former,  yet  he  can  never  lose  sight  of 
that  other  principle  which  compels  him  to 
give  his  support  to  no  proposition  which 
does  not  respect  the  privileges  of  the  othel^ 


171    Parliamentary  Reform^       {COMMONS}  Bill  far  EngUmi. 


IW 


House  of  Parliament^  and  go  to  uphold  the 
just  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  U  there 
are  those  who,  referring  solely  to  the  vo- 
luntary eneageipent  ot  my  nohle  friend, 
would  require  him  to  go  further,  I  hope 
they  will  bear  in  mind  that  he  was  bound 
by  both  engagements.  The  monarchy  in 
this  country  is  at  the  present  moment  in  a 
situation,  which  makes  it  our  duty  to 
watch  over  the  rights  of  all  the  authorities 
of  the  State.  There  cannot  be  the 
slightest  question  that  my  noble  friend 
was,  and  must  have  felt  himself  bound  not 
to  concur  in  the  introduction  of  any  mea- 
sure inconsistent  with  those  privileges  and 
prerogatives.  If  I  look  back  to  what  has 
been  going  on  in  this  country,  and  through- 
out Europe— ever  since  I  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  ever  since  the 
peace  with  France — during  the  last  fifteen 
years,  there  has  been  a  constant  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  public  mind  and  the  intel- 
ligence of  this  country  to  obtain  an  altera- 
tion in  the  laws  and  institutions  of  Eng- 
land ;  in  those  very  laws  and  institutions 
which  we  have  been  most  accustomed 
to  regard  with  reverence  and  affection. 
Whether  we  refer  to  the  laws  relating  to 
trade  and  commerce — the  Navigation  Laws, 
which  were  once  looked  upon  with  a  sort  of 
superstitious  reverence — to  the  laws  re- 
lating to  religion,  by  which  it  was  thought 
to  protect  that  Protestant  Ascendancy 
which  so  long  excluded  Protestant  and 
Roman  CathoUc  Dissenters  from  the  privi- 
leges of  the  Constitution — we  shall  iiiid,  that 
each  and  all  of  them  have  been  successively 
attacked  and  successively  altered.  Or  if 
we  look  to  the  frame  of  our  criminal  laws, 
or  to  the  laws  of  property,  we  find,  that  the 
increasing  intellect  of  the  country,  has  de- 
manded extensive  change  and  reform.  On 
all  these  subjects  it  had  become  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  make  the  necessary 
changes,  and  admitting,  which  is  indisput- 
ble,  that  the  demand  for  alteration  is  impor- 
tunate and  extensive,  it  becomes  the  Legis- 
lature and  the  Government,  in  acceding  to 
that  demand,  to  proceed  without  running 
the  risk  of  destroying  that  which  we 
already  possess.  We  are  bound  not  to  put 
to  hazaid  the  excellent  frame  of  our  Con- 
stitution ;  though  at  the  same  time  we  can- 
not oppose  an  obstinate  refusal  to  the  well- 
foundei  demands  of  the  people,  when  jus- 
tified by  the  intellect  and  virtue  of  the 
country.  The  consequence  of  this  gene- 
ral feeUng  is,  that  few  now  remain  who 
think  that  no  change  should  be  made  in 
our  laws.  The  rieht  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Robert  reel)  has  himself  been  a 


large  reformer,  both  in  the  commercuil 
ana  the  criminal  laws.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  at  least,  must  acknowledge,  that  he 
had  not  feared  to  introduce  an  extensive 
reform,  with  the  view  (which  no  one  more 
applauds  than  I  do)  of  rendering  thoae 
laws  more  compatible  with  the  present 
state  of  society.  On  one  great  question, 
connected  with  which  there  was  more  diffi* 
culty  than  with  any  of  the  rest— I  mean  the 
change  which  put  an  end  to  religious  distinct 
tions — Parliament  yielded  to  the  author- 
ity of  those  to  whom  it  was  most  aocoatooi- 
ed  to  pay  deference,  and  such  a  change  was 
made  as  greatly  surpassed  all  others  in 
comparison.  When  I  see  all  this  going  on— 
when  I  sec  from  day  to  day  l»Us  mtroduced 
for  effecting  the  widest  and  the  most 
extensive  changes  in  all  that  we  have 
been  in  the  habit  of  clinging  to  with  mndi 
tenacity,  can  I  feel  surprise  that  a  loud 
and  importunate  demand  should  ha  made 
for  an  alteration — for  a  removal  of  thoae 
abuses  and  deformities  imputed  to  our  Re- 
presentative System  ?  Now,  then,  that  we 
have  arrived  at  the  time  when  a  change  is 
unavoidable,  let  us  fairly  set  about  con* 
sidering  the  mode  in  which  it  can  be  best 
effected,  consistently  with  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  three  branches  of  the 
Legislature.  The  question  we  have  to 
decide  is,  whether  imperious  circam« 
stances  do  not  require  us  to  make  a  consider" 
able  alteration  in  the  system  of  Represent- 
ation. Such  an  alteration  as  may  on  the 
one  hand  bind  the  people  still  closer  to  tihe 
Constitution,  and  on  the  other^  hold 
them  in  still  stronger  attachment  to  the 
three  branches  of  the  Legislature.  I  wili 
not,  however,  now  enter  into  the  argu* 
ments  which  may  be  urged  on  this  topic, 
but  I  will  say,  without  dwelling  upon  the 
demerits  of  the  ancient  system,  that  it  is  now 
doomed  to  last  no  longer.  I  take  the  de- 
claration from  those  most  attached  to  things 
as  they  ar&— from  their  declarations  at  Lon« 
don  and  Liverpool  and  other  places,  where 
the  utmost  efforts  have  been  made  to  exdte 
resbtance  to  public  opinion,  and  where  m 
sentiment  has  been  uniformly  expressed 
even  in  the  narrow  circle  of  the  opponents 
of  the  last  Bill  in  favour  of  Reform.  It  is^ 
therefore,  dear,  tliat  the  present  system  can- 
not last  long.  All  parties  admit,  that  some 
change  must  be  made,  and  I  trust  they  will 
agree  that  the  measure  which  I  have  now 
the  honour  to  propose,  instead  of  being  the 
monster  some  chose  to  represent  the  Bill  of 
last  Session,  is  calculated  to  promote  the 
peace,  the  welfare,  and  the  prosperity  of  the 
couQtxy.    I  now  move  for  leave  to  bring 
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in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Representation  of  the 
people  in  England  and  Wales. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
requesting  that  the  noble  Lord  (Althorp)^ 
would  be  pleased  to  state,  what  course  ne 
proposed  to  adopt  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  through  the  House. 

hord  Alihorp  said,  that  if  the  House 
should  aeree  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced and  read  a  first  time  on  this  evening, 
he  should  propose  to  carry  it  no  further 
than  the  secona  reading  before  the  Christ- 
mas recess.  After  the  Bill  should  have 
been  read  a  second  time,  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  till  afler  the 
holydays.  As  to  the  day  to  be  fixed  for 
the  second  reading,  he  thought,  that  as  the 
Bill  would  be  prepared  and  ready  for 
delivery  to  Members  early  on  Wednesday, 
it  would  not  be  too  soon  to  fix  the  second 
reading  for  Friday.  There  would,  he 
thought,  be  the  less  objection  to  this  course, 
as  the  Bill  had  been  so  fully  discussed  in 
the  last  session,  and  no  alteration  was  now 
proposed  in  the  principle.  He  should  hope, 
that  if  it  was  not  intended  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  in  the  present  stage  of 
the  Bill,  the  discussion  might  be  reserved 
for  the  second  reading:. 

^  Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  speaking  for 
himself  only,  without  saying  whether 
Friday  would  or  would  not  be  a  convenient 
day,  he  was  not  disposed  to  take  any  divi- 
sion on  the  motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  the 
Bill ;  and  was  willing  to  let  the  discussion 
be  taken  on  the  second  reading.  If  the 
House  took  the  same  view  of  the  subject, 
and  he  believed  it  was  disposed  to  albw 
the  Bill  to  be  brought  in,  any  discussion 
at  present  would  only  anticipate  that 
which  must  take  place  in  the  next  stage, 
and  would  be  at  once  unprofitable  and 
inconvenient  On  that  occasion  they  would 
have  to  discuss  those  great  questions  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  omitted  to  notice,  namelv, 
the  necessity  of  making  this  extensive 
change;  whether  that  necessity,  if  it  existed, 
arose  from  the  nature  of  things,  or  from  the 
conduct  of  his  Maiesty's  Ministers;  whether 
the  real  motive  for  the  Reform  Bill  was 
the  practical  permanent  good  it  was  to 
effect,  or  the  temporary  advantage  of  yield- 
ing to  a  clamour  for  Reform,  which  had 
been  mainly  encouraged  by  the  Ministers 
themselves.  These  were  questions  which 
must  be  discussed  on  the  second  reading; 
but  without  entering  into  any  of  them  on 
the  present  occasion,  there  was  one  feeling, 
which  it  was  vain  to  suppress*- one  in  whick 
there  must  be  general  and  unanimous  con- 
currence on  all  mei^that  of  rejoidngatthe 


great  escape  they  had  had  from  the  Bill  of 
last  session;  a  feeling  of  the  deepest  and 
sincerest  gratitude  to  those  to  whom  they 
were  indited  for  rescue  from  a  dan(^ 
which  he  had  never  fully  appreciate4  till 
he  heard  the  speech  which  the  noble  Lord 

S.ord  John  Russell)  had  just  delivered, 
e  would  not  say  by  what  mode  the 
House  ought  to  express  its  thanks  for 
that  escape,  and  for  the  opportunity  once 
more  afforded  to  it  of  again  deliberating  on 
the  important  change  proposed  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  country ;  but  this  he  did 
know,  that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  new  Bill,  now  moved  and  about  to 
be  introduced,  were  a  full  and  complete 
answer  to  the  calumnies  of  the  last  session, 
against  the  factious  delays,  as  they  were 
then  called,  of  those  who  sought  to  intro- 
duce those  very  modifications  which  were 
now  relied  on  as  the  great  improvements  of 
the  Bill.  The  advantage  of  those  much 
maligned  delays  and  objections  was  now 
visible.  He  saw  it  in  many  places;  for, 
on  hearing  the  outline  of  the  new  Bill,  he 
found  that  there  was  scarcely  an  amendment 
which  had  been  offered  from  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  which  had 
not  been  adopted.  The  princij^e  of  popula- 
tion was  abandoned — the  census  oi  the 
present  year  was  preferred  to  the  census  of 
1821— the  rights  of  freemen  by  birth  or 
servitude  were  preserved — schedule  A  was 
re-modelled  —  schedule  B  was  totally 
chanced,  and  many  other  modifications, 
which  the  Opposition  had  struggled  in  vain 
to  introduce  last  session,  were  now  volun- 
tarily admitted  by  the  noble  Lord  as  so 
many  improvements  in  his  plan  di  Reform. 
Even  Ine  Commissioners,  whom  the 
Ministers  had  so  strenuously  preserved  last 
session,  were  now  to  be  given  up.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  other  chances  which 
the  noble  Ixnrd  had  mentioned :  lie  would 
not  stop  to  inquire  why,  when  five 
boroughs  were  taken  out  of  schedule  A, 
as  many  more  should  be  added,  so  as  to 
make  it  contain  the  exact  arbitrary  num- 
ber of  fi(^y-six,  as  it  stood  in  the  last  Bill, 
when  clearly  fifty-one  was  the  proper 
number,  according  to  the  shewing  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  He  would  not  ex- 
amine why  the  number  of  boroughs  having 
but  one  Member  each  should  be  reduced 
from  sixty-nine  to  forty-nine ;  nor  would 
he  enter  into  any  inquiry  as  to  the  cause 
of  the  change  in  the  right  of  voting  in 
cities  and  counties ;  but  leaving  all  these  as 
matters  for  future  discussion,  he  must  con- 
gratulate himself  and  his  right  hon.  frienda 
on  the  opposition  they  made  to  the  last 
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Bill,  of  the  beneficial  effects  of  which  they 
had  now  such  unquestionable  proofs.  He 
admired  the  candour  and  justice  of  the 
noble  Lord,  in  commenting  so  severely  on 
the  blunders  and  defects  of  the  late  Bill, 
but  he  owned  he  was  not  prepared  for  such 
a  sacrifice  to  the  manes  of  the  late  Parlia- 
ment as  the  adoption  of  the  resolutions  of 
General  Gascoyne. 

An  Hon  Member,  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
here  intimated,  that  that  resolution  was 
not  adopted  in  the  new  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  no  desire  to  mis- 
represent what  fell  from  the  noble  Lord, 
but  he  had  distinctly  understood  him  to  say, 
that  the  present  number  of  Members  in  the 
House,  658,  would  be  preserved.  If  he  had 
misunderstood  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  of 
course  set  him  right. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  had 
stated  his  intention  to  preserve  500  Mem- 
bers for  England  and  Wales;  to  have  105 
for  Ireland,  and  5S  for  Scotland. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Which  numbers,  as  he 
calculated  them,  would  exactly  make  up  the 
present  number  of  the  House.  Now,  what 
were  the  words  of  General  Gascoyne's  reso- 
lution but  these  ?  "  That  it  is  the  opin- 
ion of  this  House,  that  the  total  number 
of  knights,  citizens,  and  burgesses,  returned 
to  Parliament  for  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  England  and  Wales, 
ought  not  to  be  diminished."  He  had 
understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  he 
intended  to  preserve  the  present  numbers  ; 
and  what,  he  would  ask,  was  that  but  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution  of  General 
Gascoyne  ?  As  to  the  proportion  of  Mem- 
bers to  be  given  to  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
he  would  only  observe,  at  present,  that 
they  should  be  able  to  form  a  more  correct 
judgment  of  the  Bill  for  England  and 
Wales,  if,  before  they  proceeded  to  its  consi- 
deration, they  were  informed  of  what  was 
intended  to  be  done  with  respect  to  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Bills.  The  noble  Lord 
had  told  them,  that  he  still  adhered  to  the 
10/.  clause.  He  cared  little  for  the  name: 
the  name  might  be  preserved,  and  yet  the 
character  and  nature  of  the  qualification 
professing  to  pass  under  that  name  might 
be  totally  changed.  The  circumstances 
under  which  the  occupier  of  a  10/.  house 
would  be  entitled  to  vote,  were  the  only 
questions  worth  Considering.  He  had  not 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  entering  into  an  ex- 
amination, or  of  seeking  for  any  present 
explanation  from  the  noble  Lord,  as  to 
any  part  of  the  BQl.  He  rose  chiefly  to 
vindicate  himself  and  his  hon.  friends  for 
the  course  they  took  last  sesaion,  in  oppos* 


ing  the  Bill  then  before  Parliament. 
After  all  that  had  been  said,  in  the 
House  and  out  of  the  House,  as  to  the 
nature  and  alleged  object  of  that  oppo- 
sition, what  was  at  length  the  result? 
Why,  that  it  was  now  declared  to  be  the 
deliberate' conviction  of  the  King's  Grovem- 
ment,  that  the  objections  the  Oppositicm 
then  took  were  well  founded.  On  this 
important  question  of  the  formation  of  a 
new  Constitution  for  the  country,  they  now 
saw,  that  the  objections  then  urged  were 
not  without  their  important  use,  and  that 
the  delay  of  a  few  months  could  not  now 
be  considered,  what  it  had  then  been  so 
constantly  held  up  to  be,  as  time  thrown 
away.  In  a  measure  of  this  magnitude,  an 
attention  to  the  most  minute  details  was  of 
the  utmost  importance,  and  the  alteraticms 
in  the  new  Bill  proved,  that  when  they 
came  to  discuss  matters  of  such  extreme 
interest,  involving  the  organization  of  a 
new  frame  of  government,  they  were 
bound  to  proceed  most  warily  and  discreetly, 
and  not  to  grudge  the  delay  of  a  few  months 
employed  in  preparing  the  materials  out  of 
which  a  new  Constitution  was  to  be  moulded. 
Why  the  opportunity  was  not  taken  last 
session  to  efiect  the  alterations  which  were 
now  proposed,  it  was  not  for  him  to  say, 
but  that  such  an  opportunity  then  pre- 
sented itself  could  be  no  more  denied  tnan 
that  such  an  opportunity  at  present  existed. 
Whatever  might  be  his  objections  to  the 
Bill  which  was  now  about  to  be  introduced, 
he  rejoiced,  for  the  sake  of  the  character  of 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House  with  whom 
he  had  thchonour  to  act,  that  such  a  triumph- 
ant refutation  had  been  brought  forward  of 
charges  which  had  been  made  aeainst  them. 
He  rejoiced  at  the  delay  which  had  taken 
place,  not  only  on  account  of  the  amend- 
ments which  had  been  made  in  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  but  because— if  the  House 
should  determine,  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  and  to  make  so  extraordinary  and 
extensive  a  change  in  the  frame  and  con- 
stitution of  the  government  of  this  country, 
they  would  be  enabled  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Kine's  Government,  and 
make  still  further  improvements  in  the 
details  of  the  Bill.  Another,  and  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  a  great  advantage,  arising 
from  that  delay  was,  that  they  would 
now  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
important  question  in  a  state  of  greater 
calmness,  influenced  by  less  excitea  feel- 
ings, and  altogether  under  circumstances 
better  calculated  to  enable  the  House  to 
arrive  at  a  wise  and  dispassionate  condu- 
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sion.  It  could  not^  certainly^  be  denied 
that  this  was  a  subject  which,  above  all 
others,  was  deserving  of  a  calm,  and  de- 
liberate, and  cool  consideration.  If  it  were 
true  that  upon  subjects  of  comparative  in- 
difference-^upon  matters  infinitely  less 
extensive  in  their  bearings  upon  the  in- 
terests and  welfare  of  the  country  at  large, 
discussion  was  to  be  deprecated  at  a  time 
when  public  excitement  and  agitation  pre- 
vailed with  regard  to  them — if  it  were  fit, 
according  to  the  just  doctrines  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  that  even  in  regulating  the 
practice  of  anatomy — even  in  taking  pre- 
cautions against  the  continued  commission 
of  foul  and  systematic  murder,  discussion 
should  be  postponed  until  the  first  burst 
of  indignation  and  alarm  had  subsided — 
surely  it  was  at  least  equally  fit,  that 
when  that  living  and  nobler  subject,  the 
Constitution,  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
amputation  and  dissection  of,  he  must  say, 
not  very  experienced  practitionerf ,  the  most 
delicate  operations  should  not  be  performed 
while  their  passions  were  heated,  and  their 
judgment  disturbed  by  external  clamour, 
and  while  their  hands  were  yet  trembling 
with  the  fever  ot  an  unusual  and  unna- 
tural excitement.  Greatly,  therefore,  did 
he  rejoice  at  what  had  occurred  at  the  close 
of  last  session,  and  highly  gratified  was  he 
that  they  should  be  enabled  to  benefit  by  the 
suggestions  which  had  been  then  made;  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  delay  which  had 
taken  place  with  respect  to  this  measure, 
they  could  now,  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
approach  the  consideration  of  the  subject 
with  that  calmness,  good  temper,  and  mo- 
deration, which  the  subject  demanded  and 
deserved.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
the  motion  to  the  House,  said,  that  an 
absolute  necessity  existed  for  the  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  this  question. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  extravagant 
hopes  had  been  excited — that  undue  ap- 
prehensions had  been  encouraged  —  and 
that  there  was  no  safe  alternative  but  to 
turn  the  expectations  of  the  people  into 
realities.  That  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  a  decisive  proof  how  cautious  a  re- 
sponsible Government  ought  to  be,  not  to 
encourage  expectations  which  it  might 
find  impossible  to  satisfy,  and  not  to  take  a 
course  that  necessarily  led  to  agitation  and 
excitement  which  it  might  find  it  difficult 
to  allay.  The  assertion  of  the  noble  Lord 
reminded  him  of  what  he  had  heard  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  towards  the  conclusion  of 
the  last  session.  That  noble  Lord  then 
^Id  them,  that  when  his  Majesty's  Minis* 


ters  first  proposed  the  measure  of  Reform, 
they  did  not  expect  that  it  would  be 
carried  by  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was 
a  remarkable  circumstance,  indeed,  that 
when  such  a  question  was  to  be  brought 
forward,  his  Majesty's  Government  should 
not  attempt  the  settlement  of  it  by 
means  of  the  free  and  unbiassed  judg- 
ment of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  but 
that  they  should,  in  the  first  instance, 
introduce  a  measure  which  they  expected 
would  be  rejected  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Q"  No,  no,"  from  Lord  Althorp.^ 
He  might  have  mistaken  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  alluded,  but  on  one  of  the  last 
days  of  the  session  he  did  understand  the 
noble  Lord  to  say,  that  when  the  measure 
of  Reform  was  first  brought  forward,  so 
little  did  the  Government  reckon  upon  the 
success  of  their  measure,  that  they  expected 
their  bill  would  be  at  once  rejected.  He 
for  one  deeply  regretted,  however  opposed 
he  was  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
as  to  the  extent  and  necessity  of  Reform, 
that  the  same  moderation  and  temper  which 
distinguished  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  night,  had  not  prevailed  in  the  coun- 
cils of  the  King's  Government  when 
this  question  had  been  first  introduced. 
Whether  they  were  to  expect  from  the 
tone  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night,  that  con- 
siderable modifications  would^'yet  be  allowed 
in  the  Bill,  he  did  not  know,  but  of  this 
he  felt  convinced,  that  he  should  best 
perform  his  duty  to  the  people  of  this 
country  by  viewing  such  a  measure  as  this, 
not  in  its  present  operation,  but  in  its  ulti- 
mate, and  permanent  effect?;  and,  if  be 
thought  it  would  be  ultimately  and  per- 
manently prejudicial  to  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  by  giving  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  a  steady,  and  firm,  though,  as  he  was 
unwilling  to  prolong  agitation,  a  reluctant 
opposition. 

Lord  AUhorphegged,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  be  allowed  to  explain  what  he  had 
really  said  towards  the  conclusion  of  the 
last  Session,  and  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  It 
was  quite  possible,  that  what  he  said  on 
that  occasion  might  have  been  misunder- 
stood, but  be  never  intended  to  say, 
that  when  his  Majesty's  Government  first 
brought  forward  the  measure  of  Reform 
they  bad  no  expectation  whatever  of  carry- 
ing that  question.  What  he  meant  to  say 
was,  that,  judging  from  the  impression 
which  the  statement  of  his  noble  friend 
made  upon  the  House  on  the  occasion  of 
bis  proposing  the  measure  in  the  first  in* 
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sttnce,  he  thouglit,  that  if  a  division  had 
taVen  place  upon  that  nighty  the  great 
prohahilitj  was,  that  the  Bill  would  nave 
oeen  rejected.  This  much  he  was  ready 
to  admit,  but  he  would  wholly  deny,  that 
Grovemment  brought  forward  the  measure 
having  no  expectation  of  carrying  it.  In 
order  to  ascertain  this  point,  the  motives 
that  induced  Ministers  to  bring  forward  the 
late  Bill  should  be  considered.  They  had 
not  taken  that  step  in  consequence  of  any 
excitement  which  they  themselves  had  pro- 
duced ;  but  it  was  the  natural  and  inevit- 
able consequence  of  the  long-continued  and 
everyday  increasing  opinion  on  the  part  of 
all  the  best  educated  and  most  intelligent 
classes  throughout  the  country,  that  a  Re- 
form in  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament 
was  become  indispensably  necessary.  That 
feeling  existed  throughout  the  country  to 
such  a  d^ree,  that  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  brine  it  to  the  recollection  of 
the  House,  and  that  it  had  such  an  exist- 
ence before  his  Majesty's  present  Ministers 
came  into  office,  he  supposed  no  reasonable 
man  would  deny.  By  their  accession  to 
office,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  expect- 
ations of  the  public  were  raised,  know- 
ing, as  they  dia,  the  opinions  which  were 
entertained  by  his  noble  friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  anticipating^ 
as  they  had  a  right  to  do,  that  those  opini- 
ons would  be  carried  into  effect.  In  that 
way  his  Majesty's  Ministers  might  have 
been  the  cause  of  some  excitement;  but 
that  a  general  expectation  and  desire  for 
Reform  prevailed  throughout  the  country, 
previous  to  their  coming  into  office,  he 
imagined  that  no  man  who  looked  back  at 
the  occurrences  of  the  last  year  could  for 
a  moment  doubt.  He  entirely  concurred 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the  opinion 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  this  question 
should  be  discussed  coolly,  deliberately, 
and  without  heat ;  but  he  could  not  avoid 
remarking,  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  quite  accord  with  nis  very 
proper  recommendation.  He  must  say, 
that  he  hardly  remembered  ever  having 
heard  a  speech  in  that  House,  which, 
though  it  preached  up  calmness  of  temper 
and  coolness  of  deliberation,  was  so  much 
calculated  to  excite  heat,  and  to  provoke 
warmth  of  discussion.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  that  all  the  alterations  which 
Ministers  had  made  in  the  Bill  should  have 
been  made  in  it  last  Session,  and  that  every 
one  of  them  had  been  then  suggested  from 
that  side  of  the  House.  But  he  begged 
to  sa^,  that  he  did  not  recollect   that  a 

ijuestum  bad  l)een  mored  from  ihat  (the 


Opposition)  side  of  the  House  with  respect 
to  any  one  of  the  alterations  which  had 
been  since  made  in  the  Bill.  Hii  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  certainly  given  their 
attention  to  every  reasonable  suffgestion 
which  had  been  made  with  rqgara  to  the 
detaik  of  the  Bill;  and  many  of  those 
alterations  which  were  now  proposed  might 
have  been  pressed  upon  their  considenitiim; 
but  he  did  not  remember  that  an  oppor- 
tunity had  been  given  them  from  that  side 
of  the  House,  durine  the  last  Session,  for 
adopting  such  alterations.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  that  he  considered  the  alter- 
ations which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  so 
many  improvements.  He  conceived  that 
they  were  all  improvements,  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  complained  that  they  had  not 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill  during  the 
last  Session.  But  the  state  of  the  case 
was  this: — Afker  his  Mtyesty's  Ministers 
had  brought  forward  the  measure,  objec- 
tions were  raised  to  some  of  its  details,  and 
various  improvements  were  proposed  in  it. 
The  Bill  having  been  thrown  out,  they 
employed  the  interval  that  had  sinoe 
elapsed,  in  endeavouring  to  remove  all 
reasonable  objections  to  tne  details  of  the 
measure,  and  in  introducing  such  improve- 
ments into  it  as  were  consistent  with  the 
great  principle  of  the  Bill;  and  because 
they  had  done  so,  and  because  they  had 
attempted  to  render  the  measure  as  perfect 
as  they  could,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now 
taunted  them  with  having  made  these 
alterations.  Would  it  have  been  the  con- 
duct of  men  of  sane  minds,  when  time  for 
consideration  with  regard  to  a  measure  of 
this  description  had  been  forced  upon  them^ 
not  to  employ  it  in  endeavouring  to  remove 
all  the  reasonable  objections  which  had 
been  raised  to  the  Bill?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  remarked,  with  an  air  of  tri* 
umph,  that  they  had  given  up  the  Commis- 
sioners; but  that  was  a  necessary  conse- 
quence of  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners 
had  now  made  their  inquiry,  and  there 
was  no  longer  any  need  of  their  services, 
which  was  the  reason,  and  the  onlv  reason^ 
for  the  omission  of  that  clause.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had,  upon  all  former 
occasions,  acknowledged  that  it  was  an  ob- 
jection, and  a  disadvantage  in  the  consider- 
ation of  the  effects  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  that,  previous  to  receiving  the  report 
of  the  Commissioners,  some  time  would  be 
left  to  their  discretion.  But  they  had  had 
now  time  to  make  the  necessary  inquiry, 
and  his  Majesty's  Ministers  considered  that 
it  would  have  been  a  great  dereliction  of 
their  duty  if  they  did  not  submit  tihe  lu 
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suit  of  that  inquiry  to  Parliament.  The 
ri^t  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the  great  alter- 
ations that  had  been  made  in  schedule  Ay 
and  congratulated  the  country  on  the 
escape  whidi  it  had  had  from  the  provisions 
of  the  late  Bill.  Now  as  to  schedule  A^ 
fifty-one  boroughs  out  of  fifty-six  remained 
as  before,  and  whether  the  alteration  which 
was  proposed  to  be  made  as  to  the  other 
fire  would  be  advantageous  or  disadvan- 
tageous, at  all  events  it  was  not  one  from 
which  Uie  right  hon.  Baronet  had  much 
reason  to  congratulate  either  himself  or 
the  country  on  having  had  a  great  escape. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  alluded  also  to  the 
10/.  clause,  and  with  regard  to  it  he  truly 
said,  that  no  great  difference  had  been 
made  in  that  clause  by  the  alteration 
which  had  been  introduced  into  it.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  clause  had  been  merely 
simplified  in  its  wording  and  provisions; 
but  in  its  practical  effect  it  woiild  be  pre- 
cisely similar  to  that  contained  in  the  late 
Bill.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  congratulate  the  coun- 
try upon  having  had  an  escape  in  that  in- 
stance. The  truth  was,  that  the  main 
principles  of  the  Bill  remained  precisely 
the  same  as  they  were  before,  and  in  all 
points  of  material  consequence  the  details 
even  would  be  found  similar  to  those 
of  the  late  Bill.  He  should  not  trou- 
ble the  House  further  on  this  occasion,  but 
he  could  not  avoid  making  those  few  ob- 
servations in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  would  only  ex- 
press a  hope^  that  discussion  would  on  that 
occasion  be  avoided,  and  that  the  motion  of 
his  noble  friend  for  bringing  in  the  Bill 
woald  be  acceded  to  without  opposition. 

Mr.CftMb^:  Sir,  if  it  had  not  been  for  one 
or  two  expressions  which  fell  from  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  I 
should  have  been  well  content  to  have  re- 
mained sUent  on  this  occasion,  and  rested  my 
defence,  and  that  of  my  richt  hon.  friends, 
on  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  and 
on  the  palinode  which  we  have  this  evening 
heard  irom  the  noble  Lord,  who,  as  the 
organ  of  Government,  has  introduced  this 
measure  to  the  notice  of  Parliament.  That 
noble  Lord  has  stated,  that  the  alterations 
that  have  been  made  in  this  Bill  owe  their 
origin,  not  to  any  desire  of  conciliation, 
or  to  the  purpose  of  giving  way  either  to 
the  damours  or  the  perseverance  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  thia  side  of  the  House;  but, 
to  the  desire  of  preventing  the  injustice, 
and  curinff  the  improprieties,  that  ought 
never  to  nave  beoi  admitted  into  the 
late  BilL    NqW|  after  tliii  itatemeot,  I ' 


beg  to  recal  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House  what  took  place  last  Session.  I 
then  took  the  liberty  of  opposing  the  se* 
cond  reading  of  the  Bill,  because  I  oelieved, 
that  I  saw  in  it  principles  that  would  prove 
dangerous  to  good  government,  and  because 
I  could  not  find  in  its  details  any  adequate 
compensation  for  that  danger—I  opposed 
it.  Sir,  because  I  thought  1  perceived  in  it 
an  attempt  to  shake  the  Constitution  to  its 
very  foundation,  or,  to  adopt  the  phrase  made 
use  of  by  a  learned  Lord  on  that  occasion 
— to  leave  neither  a  rag  nor  a  shred  of  the 
ancient  Constitution  bdiind.  But,  though 
these  were  the  causes  that  determined  me 
to  give  my  most  decided  opposition  to  the 
measure,  I  left  my  eeneral  objections  to 
the  principle  of  it  at  the  docn:  of  the  Com« 
mittee,  and  endeavoured  to  apply  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill,  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
itself,  so  that,  in  the  event  of  its  passing, 
it  might,  at  all  events,  be  as  perfect  in  its 
provisions  as  my  humble  efforts  could  make 
it.  The  first  complaint  that  I  made  in 
the  Committee  was,  that  the  noble  Lcnid 
had  mistook  and  misunderstood  the  prin* 
ciple  of  population  on  which  he  effected 
to  proceed,  and  that  he  had  confounded  the 
pjopulation  of  parishes  and  towns.  I  was  not 
singular  in  this  view ;  for,  besides  many  hon. 
friends  of  mine  who  agreed  with  me,  there 
were  several  independent  Gentlemen,  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  House,  who  concmred  in 
the  position  that  I  laid  down.  I  took  occanon 
at  that  time  to  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  its 
operation  would  be  what  I  then  called,  and 
what  he  now  admits  to  be,  injustice.  But 
did  he,  in  omsequenoe  of  my  represent* 
ations,  change  those  provisions  of  tne  B^  f 
No ;  he  then  persisted  in  adhering  to  what 
he  now  calls  erroneous,  and  the  result  was 
the  passine  of  a  Bill,  which  he  justly  says 
has  been  characterised  as  monstrous. 

Lord  John  RusseU :  I  did  not  say,  that  it 
was  justly  termed  monstrous. 

Mr.  Croker:  No,  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  say,  that  it  was  justly  so  caUed;  but  he 
stated  that  it  had  oeen  characterised  with 
that  epithet,  and  that  he  trusted,  that  that 
characteristic  was  now  remedied.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
chequer,  has  told  us,  that  he  cannot  charse 
his  memory  with  a  single  instance  in  whidi 
we  brought  to  the  test  of  a  division  any  of 
those  improvements  which  are  now  proposed 
in  the  present  Bill  by  his  Majesty's  (Govern* 
ment.  But  let  me  ask  the  noble  Lord,  if 
he  does  not  remember  the  vote  on  Aldbo« 
rouffh,  in  Yoikshire — a  motion  to  transfer 
which  place  from  schedule  B  to  schedule 
A  was  made  on  the  very  last  night  of  tbe 
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Committee^  and  which  was  resisted  by  a 
large  majority,  though  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  is  just  as  large  a  majority  pre- 
sent to-night  ready  to  vote  exactly  the 
other  way  ?  Let  me  also  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  whether  he  was  not  told,  that  the 
principle  which  he  was  applying  to  North- 
allerton was  false,  and  whether  our  advice 
on  that  point  was  not  rejected  ?  And  yet  we 
now  find, that  Northallerton  is  placed  in  that 
schedule  which  we  recommended.  Let  me 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  did  he  never  hear  of 
Morpeth  I  Did  he  never  hear  of  Calne  ? 
Does  he  not  remember,  that  he  was  told, 
that  to  Dorchester  and  to  Guildford  he  was 
applying  the  strict  borough  rule,  while  he 
was  allowing  Calne  and  Northallerton  to 
return  their  full  number  of  Members  ;  not 
because  those  boroughs  in  themselves  were 
sufficiently  populous  to  justify  the  claim, 
but  because  they  were  made  so  by  the  ad- 
dition of  adjoining  parishes?  Does  the 
noble  Lord  forget  our  division  on  the 
case  of  Chatham?  So  far,  then,  from 
agreeing  with  the  noble  Lord  in  what  he 
has  stated,  I  beg  to  repeat,  that  I  do 
not  remember  a  single  point,  as  far  as 
schedules  A  and  B  are  concerned,  that  was 
brought  to  a  division  in  the  Committee  by 
a  motion  from  the  Opposition,  wliich  has  not 
been  conceded  in  this  new  Bill. 

As  to  the  debate  being  adjourned  to  the 
second  reading,  I  am  perfectly  content  that 
that  arrangement  should  be  adopted ;  but  I 
beg  to  say,  that  my  great  objection  is,  as  it 
ever  has  been,  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  unless,  therefore,  I  see  a  great  alteration 
in  the  mode  in  which  the  Bill  is  to  operate, 
my  objection  will  be  quite  as  strong  as  it 
ever  has  been.  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that 
improvements  may  make  the  Bill  more 
perfect  in  itself ;  and,  indeed,  that  was  the 
very  point  which  I  was  so  desirous  of  en- 
forcing on  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
when  the  late  Bill  was  in  Committee ;  but 
though  this  is  true,  the  very  height  of  per- 
fection in  its  machinery  will  not  be  suffici- 
ent to  reconcile  me  to  the  Bill  itself. 

Before  I  sit  down,  I  beg  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  when  wc  are  likely  to  have  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  very  important 
information  which  he  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  ?  I  myself  have  pre- 
pared a  motion  for  the  production  of  such 
information  as  I  deem  necessary ;  but  as  I 
am  bound  to  believe,  after  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  will  supply 
the  desired  documents,  and  probably  in  a 
better  shape  than  I  could  propose,  I  shall 
postpone  my  motion  till   I   have  in   my 

pana  tb«  infonnation  which   the  noble 


Lord  offers,  and  which  I  hope  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  sufficiently  early  to  leave  time 
for  me  or  any  other  Member  to  move  for 
further  papers,  should  we  find  the  inform- 
ation produced  by  the  noble  Lord  inade- 
quate to  the  objects  which  we  have  in 
view. 

The   Marquis  of   Chandos,   as  it   was 
understood  that  no  opposition  was  to  be 
offered  to  the  Bill  at  present,  and  as  the 
debate  was  to  be  taken  on  a  future  stage  of 
the  measure,  would  trouble  the  House  with 
but  a  few  observations.     Whatever  might 
be  the  opinion  come  to  on  a  future  discus- 
sion with  regard  to  this  most  important 
measure,  he,  for  one,  could  not  but  lament 
the  circumstances  which  had  happened  up 
to  the  present  time.     He  could  not  but 
lament,  too,  that  those  circumstances  had 
not  been  viewed  in  a  different  light.     Had 
a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  concession  been 
manifested  upon  the  former  occasion,  and 
been  acted  upon  more  extensively  and  more 
liberally  in  that  House,  he  was  convinced 
that,  in  such  a  case,  it  would  have  been 
met  with  a  corresponding  spirit  in  another 
quarter.     He  hoped,  that  that  unfortunate 
defect  might  still  be  remedied,  and  if  it 
were  possible  that  a  Bill  of  Reform  should 
pass  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  that  it 
would  satisfy  the  country  at  larse,  and  not 
be  one  adopted  and  supported  solely  by  one 
party ;  although  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
party  was  a  large  and  most   respectable 
one.     He  regretted  the  power  which  had 
been  brought  into  action  to  facilitate  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.     He  could  not  help 
feeling  that  the  House  was  discussing  this 
most  important  subject  at  a  moment  when 
there  were  other  assemblies  sitting  in  this 
country,  promulgating  opinions  and  assum- 
ing powers  which  no  other  assembly  what- 
ever but  the  House  of  Commons  had   a 
right  to  promulgate  or  to  deliberate  upon. 
He   ho^)ed  and   trusted,  that   before  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  took  place, 
they  should  see  a  disposition  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  conciliate  and  to  concede. 
He  should  rejoice  to  behold  such  a  disposi- 
tion displayed.     He  must  say,  that  he  had 
objections  to  offer  to  many  parts  of  the 
BDI,  but  he  should  reserve  his  statement  of 
them   for   that  occasion.      He  could  not 
avoid,  however,  expressing  at  once  his  great 
objection  to  the  granting  of  so  many  addi- 
tional metropolitan  Members.    He  thought 
that  they  were  thus  throwing  away  Mem- 
bers, for  which  many  other  places  in  the 
country,  better  entitled  to  them  than  the 
metropolis,  would  be  grateful.     He  could 
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the  metropolis;  for^aAer  the  specimen  which 
he  had  lately  seen  of  the  means  which  might 
be  had  recourse  to^  to  overawe  the  votes  of 
the  Members  representing  the  metropolis  on 
this  question^  he  could  not  but  view  such  a 
grant  with  alarm  and  distrust.  He  felt 
strongly,  too,  as  to  the  giving  one  Member 
only  to  some  towns.  He  did  not  think,  that 
one  Member  could  properly  represent  the 
feelings  and  opinions  of  his  constituents, 
and  he  would,  therefore,  recommend,  that  to 
all  such  towns  two  Members  should  be 
given,  by  whom  alone  their  interests  could 
be  properly  represented.  There  were  other 
alterations  which  he  would  recommend  to 
be  made  in  the  Bill,  but  as  he  had  said 
already,  he  would  reserve  the  statement  of 
them  until  the  debate  on  the  second  read- 
ing. His  principal  object  in  rising  was, 
not  to  discuss  the  Bill,  but  to  guard  the 
House  a^nst  any  heat  or  warmth  which 
might  arise  from  what  had  been  said ;  and 
he  would  conclude  by  expressing  a  hope, 
that  this  important  subject  would  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  cool,  calm,  and  deliberate  spirit. 
An  Hon.  Member  said,  his  only  object  in 
rising  was,  to  warn  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
not  to  be  betrayed  into  any  unguarded  ex- 

Eressions  or  concessions  by  the  course  which 
ad  been  adopted  by  their  opponents,  and 
theopponents,  until  now,  of  all  Reform.  As 
he  believed  and  hoped  that  the  Bill  which 
they  had  now  produced,  was  one  well  cal- 
culated to  satisfy  the  just  and  reasonable 
expectations  of  the  country,  he  trusted 
they  would  stand  by  the  whole  of  its  essen- 
tial provisions,  and  if  there  was  to  be  any 
concession,  it  ought  to  proceed  from  the 
noble  Marquis  and  his  hon.  friends,  who 
must  now  be  fully  convinced,  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  intelligent  people  of  the 
country  were  in  favour  of  Reform. 

Mr.  Hunt  observed,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
when  introducing  the  former  Bill,  had 
spoken  of  the  Representation  of  the  people, 
but  upon  this  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had 
omitted  that  phrase  altogether,  and  now 
spoke  of  the  Representation  of  the  property 
and  intelligence  of  the  country.  He  was 
happy  the  noble  Lord  had  so  fairly  taken 
this  distinction,  for  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  though  he  would  admit,  that  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill  were  great  improvements  in  it,  that 
this  Bill  would  exclude  nine-tenths  of  the 
male  population  of  this  country  from  any 
share  in  the  Representation.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  this  Bill  should 
be  passed  into  a  law,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  passed,  seeing  the  disposi- 
tion with  which  it  had  been  received  on 


that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House^ 
that  it  would  not  be  found  satisfactory  to 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  had  been  accused  of  speaking 
favourably  of  the  late  Bill  in  that  House, 
and  unfavourably  out  of  it.  Nothing  could 
be  more  incorrect  than  such  a  charge  against 
him.  He  had  opposed  the  late  Bill  on  many 
occasions,  and  he  had  been  charged  as  its 
greatest  enemy  in  that  House  long  before  it 
went  out  of  it.  With  regard  to  schedule 
A,  he  did  not  care  one  farthing  whether 
certain  boroughs  were  taken  out  or  left  in 
it ;  but  he  was  glad  that  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters had  redeemed  their  character  for 
impartiality,  by  taking  the  notorious  bo- 
roueh  of  Calne  out  of  the  list  of  boroughs 
with  two  Members,  and  putting  it  in  sche- 
dule B.  There  was  one  change  in  the  Bill 
which  he  thought  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  country,  ana  that  was,  the  new  arrange- 
ments which  would  simplify  the  rights  of 
voting.  He  did  not  see  why  a  man  living 
in  a  10/.  house  should  be  compelled  to  pay. 
up  his  rent  in  order  to  entitle  him  to  vote. 
That  was  a  provision  in  the  former  Bill  of 
which  he  had  always  loudly  complained.  He 
had  then  said,  that  they  might  as  well  com* 
pel  a  man  to  pay  his  butcher  or  his  baker, 
as  to  pay  his  rent,  in  order  to  qualify  him  for 
an  elector.  It  appeared  to  him  that  all  those 
who  supported  the  former  Bill  had  no 
reason  to  disapprove  of  this,  except  through 
sinister  motives.  It  could  not  be  denied, 
however,  that  the  cuckoo  cry  of  "  the  Bill, 
the  whole  Bill,  and  nothins  but  the  Bill," 
was  now  blown  into  air,  and  he  hoped  they 
should  hear  no  more  of  it ;  for  the  present 
Bill,  without  altering  the  principle,  was  a 
complete  alteration  of  the  measure.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  aristocracy  had  anything 
to  fear  from  the  Bill,  for  it  had  been  shown 
lately  by  the  public  Press  that  it  would  not 
operate  against  them.  They  had  heard  a 
great  deal  of  the  labours  of  the  Parliament 
tary  Commissioners  through  the  country, 
which  labours,  he  believed,  consisted  prin- 
cipally of  eating  and  drinking.  At  all 
events,  he  knew,  that  in  the  town  of  Bolton 
the  Commissioners  did  nothing  beyond 
stopping  at  the  best  inn,  living  on  the  best 
fare,  and  sending  to  the  collectors  for  a 
return  of  the  assessed  houses.  In  that 
town,  with  a  population  of  42,000,  of 
which  14,000  were  adult  males,  there  were 
only  680  assessed  houses.  He  would  do 
the  best  in  his  power  to  simplify  and  amend 
the  Bill.  He  knew  it  would  pass,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  give  more  satisfaction  than 
the  other ;  at  the  same  time,  in  spite  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Kirkcudbright,  he  would 
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speak  hifl  opinians  on  the  subject  both  in 
and  out  of  die  House. 

Mr.  Leader  begged  to  say,  that  he  would 
support  the  Reform  Bill  for  England,  even 
were  no  Reform  to  be  extended  to  Ireland. 
He,  however,  deeply  lamented  the  declara- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  and  the  limitation  of  the  number 
of  Members  for  that  country,  which  he 
could  not  but  feel  to  be  unjust.  Ireland 
dealt  with  this  country  to  Uie  amount  of 
20,000,000/.  a-year,  and  its  population 
were  active,  enlightened,  and  energetic. 
He  would,  however,  suspend  any  further 
observations  for  the  present,  again  express- 
ing his  regret  that  the  number  of  Irish 
Representatives  was  not  to  be  increased. 
But  he  must,  however,  be  permitted  to 
remark,  that  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquis  (the  Marquis  of  Chandos)  that  the 
city  of  London,  which  drew  towards  it 
oonstantly  the  wealth  of  the  empire,  should 
not  have  such  a  number  of  Representatives 
as  would  preclude  other  and  more  distant 
portions  of  the  empire  from  their  fair  share 
of  the  Representation.  The  proportion 
now  fixed  for  Ireland  and  Scotland  would, 
he  feared,  lead  to  great  dissatisfaction. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  thought  the  changes 
proposed  were  of  very  little  consequence. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  remained  the 
same.  When  he  saw  such  a  mushroom 
place  as  Brighton  was  to  have  two  Mem- 
bers, while  Aberdeen  and  Dundee  were 
only  to  have  one  each,  as  well  as  the  county 
of  Invemess,though  all  were  of  so  much  im- 
portance, he  knew  his  countrymen  would 
be  dissatisfied  with  it.  He  had  hoped,  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  have  done  what 
was  expected  of  him  in  Scotland,  and  would 
have  protected  the  interests  of  his  country. 
He  would  say  loudly,  considering  the 
wealth  of  that  portion  of  the  empire,  and 
the  hiffh  character  of  the  people,  that 
justice  nad  not  been  done  to  them.  An 
adequate  number  of  Representatives  had 
not  been  granted  to  that  country.  In  every 
other  respect  he  disapproved  of  this  Bill  as 
much  as  he  did  of  the  former  one,  which 
was  a  monster  that  ought  never  to  have 
been  allowed  to  shew  its  face  in  that 
House.  They  oueht  to  have  come  down 
and  opposed  it  at  first,  and  if  they  had  done 
10  there  was  very  little  doubt  as  to  what 
would  have  been  the  result.  He  should 
continue  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  no  intimi- 
dation should  weigh  a  feather  in  the  scale 
munst  his  determined  opinion.  He  stood 
there  to  do  his  duty  according  to  his  con- 
science, and  do  it  he  would,  and  oppose 
this  monster  with  a  new  face  upon  all 


occasions^   let   who   would    gMoaay   hit 
motives. 

Lord  Ebringion  said,  that  after  the  dia« 
cussion  which  had  already  taken  plaoe,  it 
was  neither  his  wish  nor  hii  intentioa  to 
prolong  the  debate  for  more  than  a  regj 
few  minutes.  As,  however,atthe  daaeof  the 
last  Session,  he  had  called  upon  the  Hoiue 
to  declare  its  confidence  in  the  Grovemment* 
he  hoped  he  should  be  pardoned  finr  the 
anxiety  which  he  felt  to  say  a  few  woida 
on  the  present  occasion.  ThaX  audety  he 
should  have  felt  under  any  cureumataneea  ; 
although  not  in  so  great  degree,  ywhapf, 
had  the  observations  of  the  rigp^t  hon* 
Baronet  opposite  been  of  a  diflferenfc  eha* 
racter.  Notwithstanding  the  attack  whidi 
that  riffht  hon.  Baronet  had  made  uponhii 
noble  friend,  and  upon  the  Bill  wludi.  Ke 
had  that  evening  introduced,  he  felfc^  fbr  Uf 
part,  most  anxious  to  return  hia  gntafiil 
thanks  to  his  Miyesty's  Ministers,  ftr  tfte 
manner  in  which  he  conceived  thej  had 
redeemed  the  pledge  made  by  them  at  the 
dose  of  the  last  Session,  and  by  wliidi,  in 
his  opinion,  they  had  proved  thenudves 
fully  worthy  of  the  confidence  which  was 
reposed  in  them.  Had  they  made  in  thia 
BUI  the  changes  which  had  been  called  Ifar 
by  a  noble  relative  of  his,  he  (Loid 
Ebrington)  could  not  have  supported  it*  He 
should  then  have  felt,  that  they  had  acted 
inconsistently  with  their  duty,  and  with  the 
pledge  which  they  had  given  to  thecountry, 
and  that  they  were  calling  upon  the  Hoiue 
to  agree  to  a  measure  different,  in  many  in* 
portant  particulars,  from  that  which  had 
received  the  sanction  of  their  own  reooided 
opinions.  Jn  short,  he  should  have  felt,  that 
a  measure  so  brought  forward  would  not 
have  been  well  received  by  the  great  body 
of  the  intelligent  people  of  this  oountiy. 
The  Bill  whidi  his  noble  friend  had  intio- 
duced  this  evening,  was,  he  conceived,  in 
all  its  main  principles,  equally  as  efieetnal, 
equaUy  as  desirable,  as  that  of  the  last 
Session.  The  alterations  which  had  been 
made  were  such  only  as  would  tend  to 
simplify,  and,  consequently,  to  improve  iu 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  should  give 
it  his  undivided  support ;  and  he  doubted 
not  but  that  it  would  be  received  by  the 
country  at  large  with  the  satisfaction  and 
gratitude  which  it  seemed  to  him  to  deserve. 

Sir  John  M,  Doyle  felt  it  to  be  his  duty, 
both  as  an  Irish  man,  and  an  Irish  Membcu^ 
to  protest,  with  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Kilkenny,  against  the  crying  injustice 
of  not  alloting  more  Members  to  Ireland. 
The  Irish  Members  had  been  the  stanch 
f  upporters  of  the  late  measure,  they  intends 
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ed  to  be  ao  of  this,  but  they  expected  in 
return  that  their  own  country  would  be 
fairly  treated,  and  it  must  be  so,  if  the 
Legislature  expected  agitation  to  cease. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  he  was  ready  to  admit, 
that  it  was  desirable  that  this  question, 
which  agitated  the  country  from  one  end  to 
the  other,  should  be  set  at  rest.    He  felt 

2uite  confident,  that  there  were  no  hon. 
rentlemen  in  that  House,  who  would  pro- 
voke unnecessary  discussion  for  the  pur- 
poses of  delay;  but,  at  the  same  time,  those 
Gentlemen  who  were  sensible  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  question  at  issue,  could  not 
waive  their  privilege  of  examining  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  all  must  be  aware,  that  a  measure 
of  this  nature,  could  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  without  an  ample  discussion.  There 
was,  undoubtedly,  no  reason,  because  the 
country  was  looking,  as  he  admitted  it  was, 
with  great  anxiety  to  the  Bill,  and  was  de- 
sirous of  having  whatever  benefit  it  could 
bestow,  that  tluit  anxiety  should  prevent 
the  House  from  giving  to  the  Bill  due  de- 
liberatioD,  and  imluoe  it  to  pass  the  Bill 
without  subjecting  it  to  a  dose  examina- 
tion. He  had  heard  the  principal  part  of 
the  noble  Lord's  speech  with  satisfaction ; 
and,  though  he  could  not  say,  that  there 
were  many  substantial  alterations  in  the 
Bill,  yet  he  hoped,  that  the  tone  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  would  be  followed  out 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill;  and  the 
House  would  have  the  satisfaction  of  see- 
ing—what was  so  very  desirable —>  the 
spurit  of  conciliation  preside  over  all  the 
discussions.  Because  some  persons  cried 
out  against  discussion,  that  House  was  not 
to  pass  the  Bill  in  a  lump  without  due  con- 
sideration. If  that  were  the  case,  and  the 
same  persons  who  had  protected  them 
against  the  consequences  of  the  rash  mea- 
sure which  was  last  brought  forward,  should 
not  forget  what  was  due  to  themselves  and 
the  country,  it  would  be  impossible  that  the 
present  measure  should  not  have  the  same 
termination  as  the  last*  It  was  a  momen- 
tous question  to  alter  the  whole  Constitu- 
tion of  the  country,  and  provide  hereafter 
for  its  Government ;  and  though  he  would 
give  no  pledge,  he  would  repeat,  that  he 
was  sure  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Gentle- 
men on  that  side,  as  well  as  the  other— 
though  it  was  impossible  to  know  more  of 
the  bill  than  had  been  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord-^that  a  Bill  might  come  forth  out  of 
the  discussion,  which  should  satisfy  all  rea- 
sonable parties.  Undoubtedly  it  was  true, 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  people  were  in 
favour  of  Reform,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
was  true,  that  among  a  respectaUe  portion. 


if  not  numerically  great,  yet  in  possession 
of  great  property**-^  might  say,  nine* 
tenths  of  all  the  vested  interests  of  the 
country— the  greatest  possible  apprehen- 
sions prevailed.  If  the  measure  were  not 
fully  discussed,  these  two  classes  would  not 
be  pleased ;  and  the  result  would  be  unsa- 
tisfactory, and  most  prejudiciaL  He  oonv 
fessed,  diat  he  approved,  as  far  as  he  under* 
stood  them,  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
changes  made  in  the  Sill ;  but  he  was  un- 
able to  judge  of  them  as  a  whole,  from  not 
haviujK  the  Bill  before  him.  He  would, 
therefore,  only  say,  that  ho  was  deoidadly 
of  opinion,  that  after  such  a  sweeping  mea- 
sure of  Reform  had  been  proposed^— after 
the  sweeping  change  which  had  been 
brought  forward  by  his  Majesty's  Ministen 
—after  the  expectation  whidi  had  been 
created,  there  must  also  be  great  apprehen* 
sion.  He  admitted,  that  great  excitement 
prevailed,  that  great  expectations  had  been 
caused,  by  the  conduct  of  hii  Mi^esty's 
Ministers,  and  that  in  consequence  of  this 
excitement,  and  in  oonsequence  of  what 
had  taken  place,  it  was  their  duty  to  look 
at  the  existing  state  of  things,  to  take  the 
wishes  and  opinions  of  the  people  into  con* 
sideration,  instead  of  only  considering  what 
was  abstractedly  due  to  the  Constitution, 
and  what  was  abstractedly  due  to  the 
country.  He  must  take  the  question  into 
consideration,  on  this  principle,  and  endear 
vour,  in  condusion,  to  ascertain  what  was 
likely  to  satisfy  all  parties.  He  hoped  that 
the  Bill  might  do  this.  He  had  no  oUec- 
tion  to  an  early  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  as  it  could  not  be  printed  for  some  time, 
decency  required  that  five  or  six  days 
should  elapse,  after  the  Bill  was  printed, 
before  it  was  read  a  second  time.  Ha  sub- 
mitted, therefore,  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  that  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  should  not  take  place  till  next  week. 

Lord  John  Russell :  The  Bill  will  be 
printed  on  Wednesday  morning. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked,  whether,  if  the 
debate  upon  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  were  not  concluded  on  Fri&y  night, 
it  was  the  intention  of  Ministers  to  sit  on 
Saturday  ?  If  that  were  the  case,  and  the 
discussion  was  protracted,  the  Sabbath 
might  be  broken  in  upon.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  remind  them  of  the  great  in- 
convenience of  sitting  on  that  day,  and 
trusted,  they  would  accordingly  postpone 
the  discussion  until  Monday. 

Mr.  Baring  would  put  it  to  the  nobk 
Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
whether,  at  this  season  of  the  vear,  when 
it  was  of  importance  that  Membm  should 
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not  be  detained  in  town^  it  would  not  be 
better  that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  postponed  until  after  Christmas  ? 

Lord  AUIiorp  admitted  the  inconvenience 
of  sitting  on  Saturday,  but  thought,  as  it 
was  intended,  as  soon  as  the  discussion  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  con- 
cluded, to  adjourn  for  the  holydays,  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  for  the  House  to 
meet,  with  the  probability  of  adjourning 
on  Saturday,  than  to  adjourn  the  debate 
from  Friday  to  Monday  or  Tuesday.  Under 
these  circumstances,  should  the  debate  last 
more  than  one  night,  he  should  certainly 
propose  to  sit  at  an  early  hour  on  Saturday. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  again  suggested,  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  postponed  till 
Monday. 

Lord  Altkorp  must  persist  in  proposing 
Friday.  The  debate  might  extend  far  into 
the  week,  if  Monday  were  appointed  for 
the  second  reading. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  he  must  object  to 
Friday  being  appointed  for  the  second  read- 
ing. He  must  be  clearly  understood,  as 
not  at  all  pledging  himself  to  the  arrange- 
ments proposed.  He  was  greatly  disap- 
pointed by  the  insignificant  differences  be- 
tween the  present  Bill  and  that  of  last 
Session.  He  heard  much  of  the  candour 
and  assurances  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  but  he  must  say, 
that  he  saw  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  at- 
tempt that  noble  Lord  now  made  to  thrust 
the  Bill  upon  the  House,  was  most  unsatis- 
factory. It  was  extremely  hard  to  press 
such  an  unjust  measure  so  hastily  forward. 
The  only  reason  why  it  was  carried  with 
such  breathless  haste  was,  to  secure  the  po- 
pularity of  Ministers.  He  wished  for  a 
full  and  fair  opportunity  to  consider  this 
new  measure.  Neither  the  good  of  the 
country,  nor  the  permanent  reputation  of 
the  Government  would  be  forwarded  by 
such  conduct. 

Sir  George  fVarrcnder  could  not  abstain 
from  expressing  his  gratitude  to  Ministers 
for  the  spirit  of  conciliation  which  charac- 
terised the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
that  evening  introduced.  He  wished  to 
receive  it,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
receive  it,  in  the  spirit  in  which  he  was  sure 
it  had  been  proi)osed.  At  that  moment  he 
could  not  make  up  his  mind  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading ;  but  he  should  be  ready  to 
support  such  a  measure  as,  after  due  consi- 
deration, should  appear  necessary  for  the 
peace  and  security  of  the  country.  He 
wished  to  assure  the  noble  Lord,  that  his 
former  opposition  was  dictated  solely  by 
conicieiitioui  views. 


Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  thcmght  it  would 
be  convenient  to  the  House  to  know»  to 
what  period  the  Christmas  Recess  was  to 
continue.  Ministers  must  be  aware  how 
important  it  was,  that  Members  should  be 
in  the  country  at  this  season  of  the  year. 
He  begged  to  remind  them,  too,  that  they 
had  been  summoned  to  attend  no  less  than 
three  Sessions  of  Parliament  in  the  present 
year. 

Lord  Althorp  would  rather  not  pledge 
himself,  at  that  time, to  any  definite  period  at 
which  the  House  should  reassemble.  He  was 
aware  of  the  propriety—- of  the  importance, 
indeed— of  Members  being  in  the  country  at 
that  season  ;  but,  considering  the  nature  of 
the  question  which  they  haa  to  discuss^  he 
thought  it  desirable,  that  they  should  meet 
again  at  as  early  a  day  as  possible  after 
Christmas.  It  would,  undoubtedly,  bene* 
cessary  to  avoid  meeting  until  after  tbe 
Quarter  Sessions ;  but,  as  they  would  con- 
clude on  Saturday,  the  7th  of  January,  be 
should  propose,  that  the  House  should  re- 
assemble on  the  Tuesday  or  Thursday  in 
the  following  week. 

Mr.  She'll  said,  that  when  the  last  Re- 
form Bill  was  proposed,  it  was  announced, 
that  Ireland  was  to  have  five  additional 
Representatives,  and  Scotland  fire  also. 
Afterwards,  as  that  Bill  advanced,  it  was 
announced,  that  Scotland  was  to  receiTe 
three  more  additional  Members,  making  al« 
together  eight ;  but  nothingmore  was  said 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  That  being  tbe 
case,  he  had  ventured  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
one  evening  in  the  House,  whether  it  was 
intended  that  Ireland,  like  Scotland,  should 
receive  any  Members  in  addition  to  the  five 
by  which  it  was  at  first  proposed  to  increase 
the  Representation  of  that  country  ?  To 
that  question  no  answer  was  given,  on  the 
ground,  that  it  was  irrelevant  to  the  sub- 
ject then  under  consideration,  and  that  it 
could  not  be  properly  replied  to,  until  the 
Irish  Bill  came  to  be  discussed.  The  fate 
of  the  Bill  for  England  detennined  that  for 
Ireland,  and  the  period  of  its  discussion 
never  arrived.  What  was  now  proposed  ? 
That  the  Members  for  Ireland  and  Scot« 
land  should  remain  the  same  as  was  at  first 
proposed  last  Session,  and  that  those  for 
England  should  be  increased.  Had  not 
Ireland  reason  to  complain  of  such  a  pro- 
position ?  He  thought  it  was  unwise  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  of  the  Go* 
vernment  of  which  he  was  a  member,  to 
submit  such  a  proposition  to  the  House; 
and  he  would  hint  to  him  that  as,  in  the 
kst  Session  of  Parliament,  it  wu  found 
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necessary  to  add  to  the  number  by  which 
it  was  at  first  proposed  to  increase  the  Re- 
presentation of  Scotland,  so,  in  the  present 
Session,  he  might  find  it  necessary  to  add  to 
that  of  Ireland.  As  the  matter  stood  at  pre- 
sent, he  felt  convinced,  that  it  would  only 
tend  to  create  dissatisfaction  and  discontent 
in  Ireland.  It  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  was  not  intended  to  affect  the 
rights  of  Corporations  during  the  life-time 
of  those  by  whom  the  rights  were  then  en- 
joyed. It  was  now  proposed  to  give  a  per- 
petuity to  the  rights  of  Corporations.  That 
being  the  case,  he  begged  to  kuow,  whe- 
ther the  rights  of  the  40^.  freeholders  were 
also  to  be  preserved  in  perpetuity  ?  When 
the  measiure  of  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
passed,  the  rights  of  freemen  in  towns  were 
preserved  in  perpetuity — those  of  the  40*. 
freeholders  in  towns  for  their  own  lives. 
Roman  Catholics  were  excluded  from  the 
Corporations  of  Dublin,  of  Drogheda,  and 
of  many  other  places  in  Ireland.  If,  there- 
fore, under  the  present  Bill,  the  rights  of 
Corporations  should  be  preserved  in  perpe- 
tuity, and  those  of  the  40*.  freeholders 
only  for  their  own  lives,  when  those  lives 
had  expired,  the  beneficial  effects  of  the 
measure  of  Catholic  Emancipation  would  in 
many  places,  be  totally  defeated.  The  re- 
sult of  this  would  be  a  repetition  of  the 
rancour  and  religious  discord  which  it  was 
hoped  the  Relief  Bill  would  have  totally 
removed.  He  had  felt  it  necessary  to 
make  these  observations,  that  the  Govern- 
ment roieht  know  what  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  really  were.  Agitated 
as  that  country  was,  it  was  impossible  that 
she  could  feel  otherwise  than  indignant, 
and  full  of  resentment,  at  the  manner  in 
which  she  was  to  be  treated  by  this  new 
measure  of  Reform.  His  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  thanked  the  Members  for  Ireland 
for  the  support  which  they  had  given  them 
when  the  question  of  Reform  was  last 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  stated,  in  the  House,  as  well  as 
out  of  the  House,  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  the  champions  by  whom  the  Reform 
Bill  was  sustained  and  carried  through  one 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.  Having 
given  such  support  to  the  question  of  Re- 
form as  regarded  England,  he  demanded 
for  them  peculiar  attention  when  they  spoke 
of  it  as  regarded  their  own  country. 

Lord  Clive  viewed  with  great  pleasure 
the  alterations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
plan  proposed  by  Government,  in  conform- 
ity with  the  spirit  of  the  proposition  which 
had  been  submitted  to  the  last  Parliament 
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by  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  the  late 
member  for  Liverpool.  The  present  Bill, 
when  compared  with  the  late  measure, 
evinced  a  spirit  of  conciliation  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  for  which  he  was  sincerely 
thankful.  He  had  no  doubt  the  alterations 
would  be  considered  as  improvements,  and 
be,  therefore,  acceptable  to  the  country. 
He  felt  it  necessary  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  country,  something  should  be 
done  to  satisfy  the  people.  In  the  course 
of  its  progress  through  Parliament,  he 
hoped  it  might  still  receive  further  im- 
provements and  amendments,  such  as  would 
simplify  its  provisions,  and  facilitate  its 
operations,  and  render  it  more  conform- 
able to  the  preservation  of  our  existing  in- 
stitutions. In  this  spirit  he  must  refer  to 
the  speech  of  a  noble  Lord  (Sandon)  a  few 
nights  ago ;  he  trusted  he  was  not  in  error 
in  supposing  that  the  Government  felt  in- 
clined to  adopt  the  sentiments  of  that 
speech,  and  to  produce  such  a  measure  as 
might  meet  with  the  general  concurrence  of 
Parliament  At  present  he  would  abstain 
from  going  into  the  general  question,  but 
there  were  three  points  on  which  the  pre- 
sent Bill  differed  from  the  last,  which  he 
felt  called  upon  to  notice.  The  first 
was  the  10/.  franchise.  In  the  former 
Bill  there  was  no  criterion  by  which  10/. 
houses  were  to  be  judged,  but  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill  a  criterion  was  to  be  applied. 
The  next  point  was  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners  to  settle  the  boundaries  of 
all  boroughs.  That  proposition  was  not 
to  be  introduced  in  this  new  measure,  but 
the  whole  was  to  be  determined  by  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  always  entertained  a 
strong  objection  to  it,  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  it  had  been  superseded.  The 
last  alteration  he  should  notice,  and 
perhaps  it.  was  the  most  important  one, 
was,  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  free- 
men, by  birth  and  by  servitude,  in  per- 
petuity. That  was  an  alteration  he  highly 
approved  of.  He  certainly  regretted,  that 
more  alterations  had  not  b^en  made ;  he 
regretted  that  the  metropolitan  districts 
were  adhered  to;  but  still  he  felt  bound  to 
say,  that  he  was  thankful  to  the  Ministers 
for  the  changes  which  had  been  made. 
He  admitted,  m  the  present  state  of  the 
country,  the  necessity  for  some  Reform, 
and  he  was  anxious  to  have  that  Reform  as 
consistent  as  possible  with  the  preservation 
of  the  established  institutions.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  he  should  not  be  considered, 
in  thus  expressing  his  acknowledgment  to 
the  Government,  as,  giving  any  pledge  as  to 
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what  would  be  his  future  conduct  with 
respect  to  the  particular  provisions  of  the 
measure.  At  that  preliminary  stage  of  the 
Bill  he  did  not  feel  himself  at  all  called 
upon  to  go  into  details^  or  to  offer  any 
further  remarks. 

Mr.  Portman  would  not  trespass  at  any 
length  upon  the  time  of  the  Flouse^  but  he 
could  not,  after  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  help  congratulating  the  House,  on 
the  prospect  they  now  had,  of  a  speedy  and 
satisfactory    termination    of   the    Reform 
Question.  For  after  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken,  and  that  of  the 
right  hon.    Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Robert 
Peel),  he  trusted  his  right  hon.  friends  would 
persist  in  bringing  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  on  Friday ;  and  when  he  also  heard 
the  hon.  member  for  Thetford's  admission, 
that  something  like  Reform  was  necessary, 
he  thought  himself  justified  in  assuming, 
that  the  discussion  was  not  likely  to  be  very 
protracted.    It  was  so  desirable,  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  in  the  country  at  this 
period  of  the  year,  that  he  hoped  his  noble 
friend  would  by  no  means  delay  in  taking 
the  second  reading  on  Friday  next,  so  as  to 
admit  of  their  adjourning  for  the  holidays 
as  soon  as  possible.  He  could  not  anticipate 
any  objection  on  this  head  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,   after  the  conciliatory   tone 
expressed  by  them  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
announced  by  Ministers :  indeed,  he  hailed 
that  tone  of  conciliation  as  auguring  well  for 
its  future  stages.     He  conceived  himself 
warranted  to  infer,  particularly  from  the 
observaiton  of  his  noble  friend  ( Lord  Clive) 
opposite,  that  the  opponents  of  the  former 
Bill   were  disposed  to   consider  that  just 
announced  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation ;  and 
it  was  a  matter  of  great  satisfaction  to  the 
supporters  of  the  former  Bill,  and  conse- 
quently of  that  shortly  to  be  before  them, 
that  those  alterations  which  tended  to  c(m- 
ciliate  its  opponents,  were  not  calculated  to 
raise  difficulties  or  misgivings  in  the  minds 
of  the  advocates  of  Reform.     The  principle 
of  the  two  Bills,  being  identical,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  on  the  part  of  the  friends  of 
the  former  Bill,  as  to   their  course  with 
respect  to  the  new  measure. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  was  anxious,  so  far  at 
least  as  he  was  himself  concerned,  to  guard 
against  the  inference  which  might  be  drawn 
by  some  persons,  from  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Dorsetshire.  He 
was  no  party  to  the  mitigated  hostility, 
alleged  by  that  hon.  McniWr  to  exist  on 
the  part  of  the  opponents  of  the  former 
Bill,  as  having  l)ecn  just  amiouuced  by  the 


noble  Lord ;  and  would  not  be  a  party  to 
any  such  compromise.  He  conceived  the 
principle  of  both  Bills  equally  objectioiiaUe, 
as  both  were  destructive  of  those  institu- 
tions under  which  this  country  had  enjoyed 
so  many  blessings. 

Sir   Charles  Wetherell   said,    the    hon. 
member  for  Dorsetshire  had^  froin   veiy 
contracted  and  confined  premises,  ^  drawn 
marvellously  large  conclusions.    His  noUe 
friend  (Lord  Clive),  had  very  courteously 
thanked  the  noble  Paymaster  of  the  Forces 
for  the  alterations  he  had  made  io  the  new 
Bill,  which  his  noble  friend  had  called  oon« 
cessions ;  but  he  had  said  nothing  whatever 
to  justify  the  pretended  inferences  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Dorsetshire.    He  was  one 
of  those  who  had  not  abated,  and  would  not 
abate,  one  jot  of  his  hostility  to  a  measurei 
which  in  his  conscience  he  believed  would 
be  fatal  to  the  established  institutions  of  the 
country.    At  the  same  time,  be  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  he  conceived  the  present 
Bill  to  be,  in  many  of  its  provisioiu,  a  great 
improvement  of  that  formerly  under  their 
notice.     Those  improvements,  be  it  under- 
stood, had  been  sucgested  by  those  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  tne  House,  so  Uiafc  their 
approving  them  could  not  be  considered  ai^ 
in  any  way,  a  compromise  of  their  hostility 
to  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill  itself.  For 
instance,  he  had  himself  more  than  once 
raised  his  voice  against  the  unconstitutional 
principle  of  depriving  the  freemen  of  corpo- 
rate boroughs  of  their  chartered  rights — and 
had  particularly  cited  the  cases  of  Oxford 
and  Bristol  as  a  proof,  that  the  acting  on 
such  a  principle  would  be  productive  tif 
great  discontent  throughout  the  country; 
uddins,  that  in  his  mind,  great  misunder- 
standing existed,  both  within  and  out  of 
doors,  with  respect  to  the  tendency  of  such 
a  principle.     He  was  told,  that  he  was  in 
error,  and  that  policy  and  expediency  re- 
commended the  extinction  of  these  corporate 
rights.      But  what  was  the  case   now? 
Why,  that  his  suggestion  was  adopted  by 
Ministers,  and  that  not  only  existing  free- 
men, but  those  who  would  be  entitled  to 
their  freedom  by  birth,  were  to  retain  their 
rights    in  perpetuity,  in  those  places  to 
which  the  disfranchising  schedules  would 
not  apply.     This  was  an  important  alter- 
ation in  the  measure  of  Ministers  ;  one,  too, 
not  the  result  of  what  the  noble  Paymaster 
of  the  Forces  called  "  the  whisper  of  a 
faction,"  but,  as  it  was  to  be  presumed,  of 
the  well-grounded  cxmviction  of  reasoning 
men.     lie  would  not,  however,  then  go  at 
length  into  the  topic.    He  had  risen  chiefly 
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for  the  purpose  of  denying  the  justness  of 
the  conclusions  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Dorsetshire,  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
his  noble  friend.  These  was  nothing  in 
that  speech  which  justified  the  supposition 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  R.  reel)  had 
lost  the  vote  of  the  noble  Lord.  But  even 
if  his  right  hon.  friend  had  that  misfortune^ 
his  right  hon.  friend  would^  he  hoped,  con- 
tinue his  opposition,  if  on  consideration  it 
appeared  just  and  necessary,  and  he  should 
command  to  the  last  his  (Sir  Charles  We- 
therell's)  vote,  and  he  believed  also,  the 
vote  of  every  other  hon.  Member  who 
opposed  the  late  Bill.  The  10/.  clause  had 
been  altered  several  ways,  but  whether  it 
was  now  so  altered  as  to  be  satisfactory  he 
should  not  then  argue.  It  had  formerly  been 
altered  in  obedience  to  the  mandate  of  the 
Political  Unions ;  it  was  now  altered  again, 
ao  that>  if  Mioiiters  restored  it  to  its  pristine 
objectionableness  in  their  rejuvenescent 
measure^  they  would  have  to  consider  how 
far  the  alteration,  might  call  down  upon 
them  the  censure  of  their  masters  and 
allies,  the  Political  Unions.  It  was  when 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  correspondence  with  the 
Birmingham  Union,  of  Ministerial  epistolary 
memory,  that  the  first  alteration  was  made 
in  the  10/.  clause,  so  that  they  might  ex- 
pect another  correspondence  between  the 
same  parties,  ending  in  another  alteration ; 
but  there  was  no  mode  in  which  it  could  be 
shaped  in  which  he  could  give  it  his  sup- 
port. The  hon.  member  for  Dorsetshire 
had  expressed  a  hope  and  an  expectation, 
that  .there  would  be  no  division  on  the 
second  reading.  The  hon.  Member  was 
most  egregiously  mistaken — and  it  was  to 
correct  so  monstrous  an  assumption  that  he 
had  risen.  He  must,  however,  notice  a 
phrase  which  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
iriend,  the  member  for  Honiton.  His  noble 
friend  (Lord  Clive)  had  praised  the  conces- 
sions made  by  Ministers,  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  the  tendency  to 
concession  wbicn  the  present  Bill  displayed. 
He  could  neither  see  the  concession  nor  the 
tendency  to  concession.  As  far  as  he*  could 
understand  the  statement  of  the  Paymaster 
of  the  Forces,  there  was  not  one  objection- 
able principle  of  the  old  Bill  given  up.  His 
objections,  therefore,  remained  unaltered, 
and  he  should  urge  them  upon  every 
opportunity.  The  noble  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  had  used  one  expression  which  he 
did  not  perfectly  understand.  That  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  of  the  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule A  as  doomed  to  destruction.     So  the 


noble  Lord  had  told  them  before ;  but  those 
boroughs  had  once  outlived  the  prediction, 
and  he  knew  of  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  again  survive  it.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  those  who  wished  that  the  discussions 
should  be  carried  on  with  temper,  but  that 
was  no  reason  for  superseding  them  alto- 
gether.  With  regard  to  the  period  of  the 
second  reading,  he  must  say,  that  if  the 
Bill  could  only  be  printed  by  Wednesday, 
Friday  was  a  very  early  day ;  still  he 
should  not  make  that  a  point  of  fixed  objec- 
tion. Let  not  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side,  or  the  Government,  however,  imagine 
that  there  was  no  dissatisfaction  at  the 
present  Bill.  Was  Ireland  content  ?  And 
would  no  dissatisfaction  be  heard  on  the 
part  of  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  Shaw  could  not  permit  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Shell) 
to  pass  uncontradicted — he  meant  the  asser- 
tion, that  the  perpetuating  the  franchise 
rights  of  freemen  would  tend  to  preserve 
the  Protestant  strength  in  corporate  towns 
in  Ireland.  The  fact  might  be  so  in  some 
of  the  towns,  if  the  clause  stood  by  itself; 
but  when  the  clause  extending  the  franchise 
to  all  householders  was  taken  into  consider- 
ation, it  would  be  found,  that  the  general 
result  of  the  Bill  would  be  the  placing  the 
choice  of  the  Irish  Members  wholly  in  the 
hands  of  the  Catholic  electors.  In  Dublin, 
for  example,  there  were  at  present  about 
4,000  freemen — that  is,  Protestant  elec- 
tors ;  but  the  Bill  would  extend  the  fran- 
chise to  upwards  of  20,000  householders, 
the  la^ge  majority  of  whom  were  Catholics. 
Again,  he  could  hardly  persuade  himself 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  serious  when  he 
contended,  that  if  the  Reform  Bill  passed^ 
the  Irish  40i.  freeholders  now  existing  in 
corporate  cities,  and  who  were  most  of 
them  fictitious  voters,  ought  to  be  retained 
in  order  to  counterbalance  the  votes  of  the 
freemen,  when  it  was  evident,  from  the  ex- 
tension of  the  household  franchise,  there 
could  be  no  possible  necessity  for  such  a 
measure.  He  was  free  to  admit,  however, 
that  the  alterations  proposed,  of  extending 
the  present  privileges  of  freemen  to  per- 
petuity, made  the  measure  more  palatable 
to  him  than  it  was,  but  he  had  some  suspi- 
cion, that  the  advantage  would  be  more 
specious  than  real,  in  as  much  as  the  ancient 
privileges  of  the  freemen  would  virtually 
merge  in  the  newly-acquired  and  much 
more  extended  right  of  the  house-holderf. 

Mr.  Stuart  }\'ortley  felt  himself  called 
upon  to  say,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Dorsetshire  had  misconceived  the  observa- 

H  2 


199     Parliamentary  Reform^     {COMMONS}  BUI  far  England.  800 


tions  of  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Clive)  near 
him.     His  noble  friend  had  most  distinctly 
avoided  pledging  himself  with  respect  to 
the  future  stages  of  the  Bill,  and  had  only, 
on  the  present  occasion,  expressed  his  grati- 
filiation — he  would  not  say  exultation — at 
seeing  alterations,  the  suggestion  of  which 
had  emanated  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.    He  agreed  with  his  noble  friend  in 
considering  those  alterations  in  the  light  of 
improvements,  but  he  still  felt  his  objec- 
tions to  the  extent  and  principle  of  the  Bill 
itself  to  be   so  strong,  that  he  could  not 
bring  himself  to  vote  for  it,  however  dis- 
posed to  do  so  from  the  consideration  of  the 
present     circumstances     of    the   country. 
Upon  this  point  he  had  little  to  add   to 
what  had  fallen  the  other  night  from  his 
noble  relative  Lord  (Sandon).  -Every  man 
must  feel,  that  the  time   was  come  when 
something  must  be  done  to  allay  the  public 
excitement  with  respect  to  Reform.     After 
the  decision  of  that  House — after  the  mark- 
ed declarations  of  the  executive — the  good 
of  the  country  required  the  speedy  settle- 
ment  of  the    important    question   before 
them,  and  every  man  must  feel  indisposed 
to   protract  by   an  irritating  cintest  that 
settlement.      In  saying  thLs,  it  was    not 
to   be  inferred   that  his   objections  to  the 
principles  of  the  late  Reform  Bill  were  at 
all  changed.    The  proper  inference  was,  as 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Thetford   (Mr.  Baring),   that  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  compelled  to  look  at  the  Bill,  not 
as  it  squared  with  their  own  abstract  opin- 
icms,   but  in  relation   to  the   present  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  country.      When  con- 
sidered with  reference  to  the  present  state 
of  tlie  public  mind,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  question  of  Reform  was  a  very 
different  one  now  from  what  it  was  a  very 
few  years  ago.   It  was  then  but  occasionally 
touched  upon  by  Members  in  their  indivi- 
dual capacity.     It  was  now  brought  for- 
ward by  Ministers  in  their  official   capa- 
city, after  having  obtained  the  sanction  of 
a  large  majority  of  that  House,  rendering 
it  incumbent  upon  every  sincere  patriot  to 
promote  its  settlement  in  the  spirit  of  mu- 
tual concession,  and  of  statesmanlike  and 
practical  policy,  so  as  to  relieve  the  country 
from  the  evils  of  protracted  suspense  and 
excitement. 

Mr.  Poriinan  in  explanation,  begged 
leave  to  say,  that  he  had  not  re])rosented 
the  noble  Lord  (Clive)  opposite  as  having 
abandoned  his  ground  of  hostility  to  the 
principles  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  as  dis- 
posed to    receive    the  alterations  in   the 


present  plan,  in  a  spirit  which  warranted 
him  in  considering  that  his  opposition 
would  be  of  a  less  uncompromising  cha« 
racter  in  future. 

Lord  Clive,  in  explanation,  said,  that  all 
he  had  intended  to  say  was,  that  it  was  a 
gratification  to  him  to  find  in  Ministers  a 
spirit  of  conciliation  towards  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  Ministers  bad 
adopted  several  of  their  suggestions  in  the 
measure  now  under  consideration  ;  and  that 
though  he  would  not  make,  in  that  pre* 
liminary  stage,  any  formal  objection,  he  did 
not,  therefore,  pledge  himseli  not  to  oppose 
it  in  its  future  stages. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  should  be 
ashamed  of  himself  if  he  could  be  supposed 
capable  of  seeking  to  induce  hon.  Members 
to  vote  with  him  by  any  twisting  or  un- 
worthy modification  of  his  opinions  ;  and 
he  should  also  be  ashamed  of  himself  if  it 
could  be  thought,  that  if  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers saw  reasons  to  modify  their  opinions* 
he  should  therefore  charge  them  with  in- 
consistency. If  his  noble  friend  (Lord 
Clive)  should  differ  from  him  with  respect 
to  the  great  measure  shortly  to  be  before 
them,  he  would  give  his  noble  friend  full 
credit  for  his  motives,  and  their  friendly 
intercourse  would  receive  no  interruption. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  consider  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
proposed  Bill  from  that  discussed  last  ses- 
sion— though  they  were  improvements, 
and  suggested  by  the  opponents  of  that 
Bill — such  as  to  do  away  with  the  main  ob- 
jections which  he  had  stated  to  the  former 
measure.  Indeed,  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  no  statement  could  be  more  painful  to 
the  Ministers,  than  one  which  went  to 
prove,  that  there  were  any  important 
changes  in  the  spirit  and  principle  of  their 
measure.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
occasion  to  state  his  views  on  this  head. 
All  he  would  then  say  was,  that  when  the 
noble  Lord  (Al thorp)  stated,  that  Ministers 
could  not  think  of  proposing  a  measure  of 
Reform  less  efiicient  than  the  last,  he  did 
not  expect  that  such  alterations  and  conces- 
sions would  have  been  made  as  would  have 
induced  those  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  to  support  it  at  all.  What- 
ever other  hon.  Members  might  do,  he 
should  oppose  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Laboucherc  was  rather  surprised, 
when  such  a  great  alteration  was  to  be 
made  in  the  Constitution,  that  something 
more  was  not  done  for  the  satisfaction  of 
Ireland ;  but  he  was  not  surprised  that  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  should 
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not  give  satisfaction  to  Irish  Members.   He 
confessed  he  felt  bound  to  accede  to  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sheil),  that  the  course  now  pursued 
towards    Ireland    would    strengthen    the 
power  of  the  agitators  and  the  discon- 
tented^ and  afford  a  handle  for  still  stronger 
language  of  complaint.      The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  observed, 
in  the  course  of   his    speech,    that    the 
Members   of   the    other    branch    of    the 
Legislature  deserved   the   thanks  of  that 
House,  and  the  gratitude  of  the  country, 
for  having  so  honestly  and  conscientiously 
discharged  their  duty,    and    enabled  the 
members  of  the  Government,  and  of  the 
lower  House,  to  reconsider  the  question  of 
Reform.      He  was  one  of  those,  however, 
who  did  not  feel  this  gratitude.     On  the 
contrary,  he  saw  many  evils  arising  from 
the  rejection  of  the  former  Bill,  although 
he  admitted,  that  some  advantages  had  been 
obtained  by  the  reconsideration  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.      He,  however,  could 
not  see  why  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment had   not  sent  the  Bill  down  with 
these     amendments     and    improvements, 
instead  of  throwing  it  out  altogether ;  and 
by  that  means  have  enabled  the  country  to 
escape  many  evils  which  had  resulted  from 
the  loss  of  time,  and  the  continued  agita- 
tion of  the  question.     He  as  well  as  others 
would,  he  believed,  have  been  ready  to 
give  the  suggestions  and  amendments  of 
the  other  House  their  best  consideration, 
and  to  have  adopted  any  measures  which 
were  likely  to  procure  that  degree  of  unan- 
imity and  conciliation  which  the  interests 
of  the  country  demanded ;   and  he  con- 
sidered it,  therefore,  unfair  to  claim  for  the 
Members  of  the  other  House,  a  gratitude 
to  which  they  were  not  entitled.     He  for 
one  should  never  cease  to  regret  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Peers  on  that  occasion.      It 
would  be  long  before  the  Members  of  that 
House  recovered  the  respect  they  formerly 
possessed.    It  would  be  long,  very  long, 
before  the  heads  of  the  Church  recovered 
the  same  situation  and  power  which  they 
possessed  before  that  unfortunate  rejection 
of  the  Bill.     It  would  be  long  before  the 
Church  establishment,   to  which  he  was 
sincerely  attached,  would  obtain  its  former 
influence  over  the  people,  and  be  restored 
to  that  affection  in  their  hearts,  which,  he 
regretted  to  say,  had  been  so  much  dimin- 
ished  since    the    unfortunate    connection 
of  the  Church  with  the  question  of  Re- 
form.    Feeling  this,  and  looking  to  the 
consequences    which    had    followed   the 


course  pursued  by  the  House  of  Peers,  he 
confessed  he  could  not  remain  silent,  when 
it  was  said  they  were  entitled  to  claim  the 
gratitude  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hume  was  happy  to  express  his  ap- 
probation of  the  principle  of  the  measure 
proposed  by  the  Government,  but  he  must 
join  with  the  member  for  Louth,  and  the 
other  Members  for  Ireland,  in  regretting 
that  some  measures  had  not  been  adopted 
to  put  an  end  to  the  complaints  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.     He  feared  much,  in- 
deed,  that   the  passing  by  the  claims  of 
Ireland  to  an  enlarged  Representation  would 
give  inveterate  oflence  to  the  people  of  that 
country  ;  and  he  must  say^  that,  if  he  was 
an  Iri^man,  he  should  feel,  that  he  had  a 
right   to  complain  loudly  of  the  injustice 
with  which  his  country  had  been  treated. 
The  noble  Lord,   although  he  explained 
very   clearly,   on   a  former  occasion,   his 
desire  to  preserve  the  relative  proportion 
between   the   Members  of    England  and 
Ireland,  seemed  to  have  now  entirely  for- 
gotten his    own   former  remarks   in   his 
speech  of  that  evening  ;  and,  consequently, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  feared  much  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  added  one  more  that  night  to  the 
many  other  grounds  of  complaint  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  already  against 
the   Government  of   this  country.       He 
trusted,  that  Ministers  would,  at  all  events, 
re-coo  sider  that  part  of  their  plan.     He 
must  say,  that  he  thought  they  deserved  the 
thanks  of  the  country  for  their  exertions, 
and  that  they  had  rendered  the  Bill  as  per- 
fect as  circumstances  would  })ermit.     He 
doubted,  however,  the  propriety  of  giving 
two  Members  to  so  many  boroughs,  and 
thought  that  it  would  have  been  better  if 
they  had  proceeded  on  a  different  principle, 
and  given  one  Member  to  twenty-six  new 
boroughs  possessing  a  population  of  fn)m 
5,000    to    10,000    persons.      The    noble 
Lord,   the  member  for  Liverpool    (Lord 
Sandon),  had  the  other  night  said  a  good 
deal  of  the  necessity  of  conciliation,  and 
of  the  opinions  of  his   constituents  with 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.     He 
(Mr.  Hume)  was  quite  satisfied,  notwith- 
standing what  the  noble  Ix)rd  said  of  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Liverpool,  that 
the  feelings  of  the  country  were  decidedly 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  Reform  ;  and 
that,  if  Ministers  had  offered   any   thing 
short  of  the  Bill,  the  people  would   not 
accept  it.     He  was  happy,  however,  to  see 
that  the  principle  had  been  fully  adhered 
to ;  and  he  trusted,  that  the  Government 
would  notj  iu  the  discussion  of  the  detailS| 
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abandon  one   iota    of  the   principle  they 
professed  to  adhere  to. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  that  as  he  had 
been  so  pointedly  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex^  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  offer  one  or  two  words  in  explanation  of 
what  had  fallen  from  him  on  a  recent 
occasion.  The  hon.  Member  had  not  cor- 
rectly stated  the  tendency  of  his  observa- 
tions. To  the  great  principles  of  the 
Reform  Bill  of  last  session^  that  is«  to  the 
clauses  for  the  extinction  of  the  nomination 
boroughs,  for  the  investing  the  large  towns 
with  the  right  of  returning  Represent- 
atives, and  for  extending  the  franchise,  he 
begged  it  to  be  understood  that  he  adhered. 
What  he  had  said  by  way  of  objection  was, 
that  Ministers  had  been  too  pertinacious  as 
to  the  details;  and  that  many  of  them 
might  have  been  so  modified  as  to  obtain 
the  support  of  moderate  men,  without  a 
compromise  of  the  great  principles  of  the 
measure.  Some  such  modifications  had,  as 
they  had  that  evening  learned,  been  introdu- 
ced into  the  Bill  now  before  them,  and 
more  might  be  made  with  advantage. 
He  approved  of  the  alteration,  for  example, 
with  respect  to  the  population  basis  of  the 
former  Bill»  and  was  glad  to  find  that  a 
plan  embracing  the  household  wealth  of  the 
country  was  to  be  acted  upon.  He  was 
also  glad  to  find,  that  the  rights  of  freemen 
in  corporate  towns  were  to  be  preserved 
inviolate.  He  was  convinced  that  all 
parties  would  best  promote  the  interests  of 
their  country  by  assenting  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  nomination  boroughs,  as  a  basis  of  a 
mutual  good  understanding  throughout 
every  class  of  the  British  community  with- 
out the  walls  of  the  Legislature.  Enter- 
taining those  sentiments,  which  he  ven- 
tured so  briefly  to  express,  and  being 
convinced  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  all 
parties  to  endeavour  to  raise  a  fabric  of 
mutual  conciliation,  he  trusted  that  ere 
long  they  should  see  an  effective  measure 
of  Reform  carried,  to  the  satisfaction  of  an 
intelligent  and  excited  public,  without  in 
any  way  unduly  interfering  wiih  the  just 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Efvart  was  happy  to  see  some  satis- 
factory prospect  of  the  settlement  of  the 
question  of  Reform.  The  former  measure, 
it  was  admitted  by  all,  had  several  details 
from  which  some  dangers  were  apprehended 
by  certain  ])artics.  He  agreed,  therefore, 
with  his  noble  colleague,  that  some  moiU- 
iications  of  the  measure  were  necessary ; 
but  he  undentood  the  noble  Lord,  on  the 


previous  occasion  on  which  he  had  dedarad 
his  sentiments  to  the  House,  to  hare  nwnrt 
ed  that  their  common  oonstituenta  did  not 
approve  of  the  10/.  qualification.  He  had 
then  declared,  and  he  must  still  adhere  to 
the  declaration,  that  that  clause  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  majority  of  the  commu- 
nity which  they  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
He  rejoiced  to  see  this  qualification  ie» 
tained  in  the  Bill  before  them,  and  he  was 
therefore  fully  determined  to  support  the 
Bill,  convinced  that  by  doing  so  he  was 
acting  on  the  confirmed  conviction  of  tlie 
intelligence  of  Liverpool. 

Mr.  O'Fcrrall  was  sorry  to  say,  that  the 
measures  of  the  Government,   as   far  as 
they  related  to  Ireland,  would  proVe  any- 
thing but  satisfactory.     He  owed  it  to  Ins 
constituents  and  the  people  of  that  conntiT; 
to  declare,  on  the  first  opportunity,  that  he 
considered    his    Majesty's  Ministers   had 
acted  most  unwisely,  by  departing,  in  the 
measure  of  Reform  they  had  now  intro- 
duced, from  the  principle  of  giving  ad- 
ditional Representatives  to  Irdand.     He 
was  confident   that  the  objects  of  those 
who  were  interested   in   the  progress  of 
Political  Unions  would  be  strengthened  1^ 
the  declaration  of  that  evening;  and  al- 
though it  would  be  to  him  a  mattei^of 
Seat  regret  to  forfeit  his  position  in  that  - 
ouse  or  in  the  country,  yet  he  would 
say,  that  if  Ireland  could  not  obtain  re- 
dress in  the  English  Parliament,  she  must 
seek  it  elsewhere,  and   by  other  means. 
He  would  and  must  seek  it  in  politieal 
agitation.     He  knew  the  consequence  of 
political  combinations.     He  had  seen  their 
effects  in  other  countries,  and  he   could 
well  imagine  what  they  would  prove  in 
his  own ;  his  countrymen  possessed  strong 
feelings,  and  he  was  sure  that  the  course 
pursued  by  the  noble  Lord  would  add  fone 
to  the  opinions  of  those  who  were  mt  pre* 
sent  influenced  in  favour  of  agitation.    He, 
therefore,  did  hope  Government  would,  in 
settling  the  great  measure  of  Reform,  re- 
consider the  question,  so  far  as  related  to 
Ireland,  and  taking  into  account  her  pre- 
sent political  condition,  allow  her  such  an 
additional  number  of  Representatives  as 
would  entitle  the  author  of  the  measure  to 
the  thanks  and  gratitude  of  her  people. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  was 
happy  to  understand,  that  the  alterations 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  had  met 
with  the  approbation  of  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  been  opposed  to  the  former 
measure;  but  leaving  that  question  at 
present,  he  begged  to  add  a  few  wosda 
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with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  numher 
of  Memben  to  be  given  to  Ireland.  He 
must  be  permitted  to  lay,  without  in- 
tending the  slightest  disrespect  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  introduced  the  subject, 
thai  he  must  be  excused  for  not  entering 
into  so  large  a  field  of  discussion  on  the 
introduction  of  the  English  Reform  Bill. 
This  much,  however,  he  would  say,  that 
before  the  question  of  Reform  was  intro- 
duced at  all,  the  number  of  Members  for 
England  was  513,  and  for  Ireland  100; 
whereas,  by  the  plan  now  proposed,  the 
number  of  Members  for  England  was  to  be 
reduced  to  500,  while  the  Members  for 
Ireland  were  to  be  increased  to  105 ;  so 
that  whatever  alterations  were  to  take 
place,  were  in  favour  of,  and  not  against 
the  Representation  of  Ireland.  With  re- 
gard to  that,  however,  as  well  as  to  all 
other  points,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to 
enter  into  a  full  explanation  of  the  views 
and  motives  of  the  Government,  when 
the  question  was  fairly  brought  before 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Croker)  on  the  subject  of  the  additional 
information  that  mi^t  be  required,  he  had 
only  to  say  there  was  no  objection  to  supply 
all  the  information  which  the  Government 
possessed;  but  he  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  notice  of  the 
time  it  was  required,  as  the  persons  now 
employed  in  obtaining  information  for  the 
Government,  were  already  so  hard  pressed 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  to  bur- 
then them  with  much  additional  labour. 
With  respect  to  the  limits  of  the  boroughs, 
he  believed  they  could  not  be  fully  settled 
before  the  Rec^ 

Mr.  Stuart  W&rtl^  wished  to  know 
when  Ministers  inten^Ied  to  bring  in  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills  ? 

Lord  Alihorp :  Shortly  after  the  Recess. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  Probably  the  noble 
Lord  will  have  no  objection,  before  the  ad- 
journment, to  state  on  what  day  the  Bill 
will  be  committed  ?  This  information  will 
be  desiraUe  for  Gentlemen  who  are  in  the 
eonntry. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  he  would  state  be- 
fore the  recess  the  fact  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  wished  to  be  acquainted 
with. 

Mr.  Callaghan  said,  that  anxious  as  he 
felt  to  give  his  support  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  sore  as  he  was,  that  Reform 
would  ben^t  his  country,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  exptetaing  hit  disappointment 
tbtt  hii  Majesty's  Mmtten  bad  not  tn- 


deavoured,  by  increasing,  not  only  the 
franchise,  but  the  number  of  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives, to  conciliate  the  Members  at 
present  returned  by  that  country.  For  his 
own  part,  anxious  as  he  was  to  contique 
the  support  which  he  had  hitherto  given 
to  the  Ministerial  measure  of  Reform,  he 
could  not  plec^  himself  to  follow  up  that 
support  on  the  present  occasion,  unless 
some  more  satisfactory  course  should  be 
adopted  for  equalizing  the  Representation 
of  the  country  at  large,  by  giving  addi- 
tional Members  to  Ireland,  than  the  Bill 
which  was  about  to  be  introduced  promised 
to  do.  He  would  not,  at  present,  enter 
into  the  question  further  than  to  say,  that 
he  had  regretted  to  understand  last  Session 
from  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
that  he  had  no  intention  to  introduce  any 
measure  of  enfranchisement  with  regard  to 
*that  country.  He  was  fully  persuaded 
that  there  was  an  absolute  necessity  to  do 
away  with  exclusive  privileges,  or  at  least 
neutralize  them,  by  extending  the  franchise 
to  resident  householders,  and  he  frirther  be- 
lived,  from  the  inquiries  he  had  made,  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  reduce  the  quali- 
fication below  10/.  or  the  existing  con- 
stituencies in  several  large  towns  would  be 
very  much  reduced.  He,  therefore,  trust- 
ed that  Government  would  otnsider  the 
propriety  not  only  of  giving  additional  Re- 
presentatives, but  also  of  extending  the 
franchise  generally  in  Ireland. 

Leave  was  given,  and  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell brought  in  the  Bill  to  amend  the 
Representation  of  England  and  Wales. 
It  was  about  to  be  read  a  first  time,  when 

Sir  Robert  Inglit  objected  to  the  Bill 
being  now  read  a  first  tmie,  on  the  around 
that  the  title  of  it  was  printed.  He  con- 
sidered thb  a  departure  from  the  usual 
forms. 

Lord  John  Russell  trusted  the  Bill 
mieht  be  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  believed  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  House  that  bills  should  be  laid 
on  the  Table  in  manuscript,  but  he  did 
not  think  this  an  objection- to  the  Motion. 

Lord  AUhorp  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  press  his  objection. 

Mr.  Henries  suggested  that  the  circum- 
stance, although  contrary  to  rule,  was 
frequently  permitted  for  public  conveni-i 
enoe,  and  had  grown  into  a  practice. 

Bill  read  a  ftrst  time. 
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MiNUTKS.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  lime;  for  enoouniging  and 
employing  Agricultural  Labourer! ;  to  diminish  the  ex- 
penscs  of  Commissions  de  tunatico  inquirendo. 

Reform.  ]  The  Earl  of  Coventry  present- 
ed a  Petition  from  the  Noblemen,  Gentry, 
Clergy,  and  Freeholders  of  the  county  of 
Worcester.  The  petition  was  signedby  several 
noblemen,  and  by  persons  of  the  greatest 
wealth  andrespectability  in  the  county.  The 
petitioners,  after  expressing  their  approba- 
tion of  their  Lordships*  conduct  on  a  late 
occasion,  prayed  that  House  to  pass  no 
Reform  Bill  which  had  not  for  its  object 
the  preservation  of  the  constitution  in 
Church  and  State.  The  petition  was  not 
c(mfiued  to  the  higher  and  aristocratical 
classes.  It  had  been  submitted  for  signa- 
ture to  the  middle  classes,  and  he  was 
huppy  to  say,  that  there  was  attached  to  it 
•the  names  of  many  honest  and  industrious 
freeholders  and  tradesmen,  who  possessed 
property  and  wished  to  maintain  it.  These 
respectable  persons  fully  concurred  with 
those  of  higher  rank,  and  were  anxious  to 
attach  their  names  to  a  petition  which 
called  upon  their  Lordships  for  such  a  mea- 
sure of  conciliation  as  would  promote  the 
stability  of  4he  Constitution,  and  the  safety 
and  security  of  the  country.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  follow  this  advice, 
and  adopt  a  measure  of  conciliation,  as  due 
to  themselves  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  such  as  would  ensure  the  well-being  of 
the  whole  community.  He  would  remind 
them  of  the  fable  in  >Esop,  where,  during 
the  quarrel  of  two  claimants  to  a  property, 
the  property  itself  was  abstracted  by  a 
looker-on  of  the  dispute ;  and  he  hoped, 
when  the  Reform  Bill  came  before  the 
House,  it  would  be  such  as  would  admit 
of  a  general  union  of  sentiments. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

British  Factory  at  Canton."]  I^rd 
Ellcnborough  rose  to  move  for  copies  of  all 
correspondence  between  our  factory  at  Can- 
ton and  the  East- India  Company,  relative 
to  existing  differences  between  the  factory 
and  the  local  authorities  of  Canton.  He 
was  aware,  that  their  Lordships  were  indis- 
posed at  the  present  moment  to  attend  to 
any  thing  but  what  was  immediately  pass- 
ing around  them,  but  he  was  induced  to 
bnng  the  subject  under  their  Lordsliips' 
notice,  on  account  of  its  great  importance. 
It  might,  however,  be  as  well  to  state  to 
their  Lordships^  that  some  alteratioas  bad 
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taken  place  with  regard  to  the  question  he 
was  now  about  to  submit  to  them;  but 
these  alterations  he  did  not  consider  of 
sufficient  importance  to  induce  him  to  forego 
his  intention  of  submitting  a  motion  for 
the  production  of  the  papers  he  required. 
It  appeared  that,  on  the  20th  of  May  last, 
a  notice  was  issued  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  factory  at  Canton,  proclaim- 
ing that  there  would  be  an  entire  suspen- 
sion of  commercial  intercourse  on  the  fol- 
lowing   Ist    of   August,    on  account    of 
aggressions  which    the  Select  Committee 
stated  had  been  made  on  British  commerce, 
and  the  notice  concluded  by  appealing  for 
support  to  the  Court  of  Directors  and  the 
British  Government.     This  was  the  latest 
information  that  had  been  obtained  when  he 
had  determined  to  move  for  the  production 
of  the  necessary  documents  to  elucidate  this 
case ;  but  he  had  since  been  informed,  that 
subsequently   to   the   publication   of    this 
notice,  another  was  issued,  on  the  10th  of 
June,  by  which  the  former  notice  was  with- 
drawn, and  a  declaration  made,  that  com- 
merce was  to  be  carried  on  as  usual.     The 
reason  given  by  the  Select  Committee  for 
withdrawing   the  notice  of  the   SOth   of 
May  was,   that  the  conduct  of  the  local 
authorities,  which  in  their  opinion,  justified 
the  suspension  of  trade,  had  been  approved 
of  by  the  emperor  of  China.     The  Select 
Committee,  therefore,  no  loneer  insisted  on 
the  suspension,  thinking  it  better  to  wait 
for  the  result  of  the  references  which  thej 
had  made  to  the  Court  of  Directors  and  hu 
Majesty's  Government.     The  Select  Com- 
mittee, however,  recommended  to  all  Bri- 
tish residents  to  exert  every  means  to  re- 
cover such  property  belonging  to  them  as 
was  at  present  in  possession  of  the  natives. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  look  at  these  two 
papers,  without  being  satisfied  that  British 
interests  in  Canton  were  placed  in  ffreat 
peril  by  the  persons  who  oonductecT  our 
affairs  there.     He  also  understood,  that  the 
Select  Committee  had  called  on  the  Go« 
vemment  at  home  to  support  their  demands 
by  armed  interference ;  but  he  trusted  that, 
before  his  Majesty's  Government  consented 
to  adopt  any  such  proceeding,   it  would 
look  calmly  and  deliberately  at  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  and  be  fully  con- 
vinced that  the  cause  was  a  just  one.     As 
far  as  he  was  at  present  able  to  Judge,  he 
did  not  think  that  armed  interference  in 
support  of  the  pretensions  of  the  Select 
Committee  would  either  bej  ust  or  ad  viseable. 
Probably  their  Lordships  were  not  aware 
that  the  Chinese  authonties  had  in  No?em« 
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ber,  1829,  and  May,  1830,  relaxed,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  he  believed  one-third, 
the  duties  previously  laid  on  British  ship- 
ping entering  the  river  of  Canton.  This 
he  understood  was  a  very  important  con- 
cession, and  to  thb  was  attached  the  privi- 
lege of  addressing  such  authorities  in  the 
Chinese  language.  Notwithstanding  this 
temperate  conduct  of  the  Chinese  author- 
ities, on  the  main  principles  of  the  inter- 
course between  the  two  cduntries,  yet  they 
had  thought  proper  to  require,  by  a  notice 
served  upon  the  Select  Committee,  that  cer- 
tain regulations  should  be  enforced  with 
regard  to  the  native  servants  of  the  factory, 
and  the  manner  in  which  Europeans  should 
be  carried  about  the  town.  Availing  them- 
selves of  these  regulations  as  a  pretence  for 
finding  fault,  certain  merchants  at  Canton 
addressed,  on  the  l6th  or  18th  of  October, 
last  year,  a  paper  to  the  President  of  the 
Select  Committee,  couched  in  very  intem- 
perate language,  in  which  they  required, 
that  certain  restrictions  imposed  by  the 
Chined  on  the  proceedings  of  foreigners 
should  be  removed.  Those  restrictions 
might  be  very  absurd,  but  they  were  all 
imposed  by  the  law  of  the  country,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  duty  of  mer- 
chants to  submit  themselves  to  the  regula- 
tions of  the  land  in  which  they  desired  to 
carry  on  trade.  This  intemperato  remon- 
strance, however,  was  laid  before  the  Chi- 
nese authorities,  and  brought  forth  a  reply 
from  tbem  not  couched,  certainly,  in  such 
strong  language  as  might  have  been  expect- 
ed,in  which  they  asserted,  and  even  cited 
authorities  to  prove  the  fact,  that  the  regu- 
lations of  which  the  merchants  complained 
were  not  of  a  new  character,  but  had  been 
in  force  as  far  back  as  1 70*9.  In  conclusion, 
this  reply  declared,  that  if  the  persons  in 
question  were  not  inclined  to  submit  to  the 
regulations  of  the  country  they  had  better 
not  come  to  Canton  to  trade  at  all.  In  this 
emergency  what  was  the  conduct  of  the 
factory  ?  Not  satisfied  with  the  insult  they 
had  given  to  the  Chinese  authorities,  by 
the  remonstrance,  they  proceeded  further, 
and  for  the  purpose  as  they  said  of  pro- 
curing the  removal  of  these  regulations, 
an  armed  force  of  1 50  men  was  sent  to  the 
factory  of  Canton.  Were  these  men  to 
assist  the  factory  in  resisting,  if  the  Com- 
mittee thought  it  necessary,  the  orders 
issued  by  the  native  authorities  ?  Was  not 
such  conduct  on  the  side  of  the  British 
residents  sufficient  to  inflame  the  Chinese 
government,  yet  its  course  had  been  marked 
by  forbearance  and  temperance.    An  order 


was  published  immediately  after  the  land- 
ing  of  the  armed  force  warning  the  resi- 
dents of  the  consequences  likely  to  ensue 
from  that  measure ;  but  instead  of  having 
the  effect  intended,  this  forbearance  only 
seemed  to  urge  the  merchants  to  further 
insults.  In  a  newspaper  published  at  Can- 
ton, credit  was  actually  taken  for  having, 
by  the  presence  of  this  armed  body,  de- 
terred the  Chinese  from  carrying  those  re- 
gulations into  effect.  The  only  paper  ori- 
ginally printed  at  Canton  was  the  Price 
Current ;  but  at  no  distant  period  a  poli- 
tical paper  was  published,  treating  not  only 
of  European  matters,  but  also  aUuding  in 
the  most  disrespectful  terms  to  the  whole 
conduct  of  the  Government  of  the  Chinese 
empire,  and  calling  on  the  British  and 
other  Governments  to  protect,  by  armed 
interference,  the  interest  of  the  merchants 
at  Canton.  This  publication  was  regu- 
larly translated  and  forwarded  to  the  Court 
of  Pekin.  In  December  last  year  a  peti- 
tion was  got  up  in  Canton  for  the  purpose 
of  being  presented  to  the  British  House  of 
Commcms.  That  petition  was  published 
at  Canton,  and  it  spoke  of  the  Government 
of  China  as  being  most  oppressive,  corrupt, 
and  venal.  It  then  stated,  that  the  present 
moment  was  particularly  favourable  to  ob- 
tain advantages  over  China,  because  our 
Indian  frontier  had  considerably  approxi- 
mated to  that  of  China,  from  the  successes 
we  had  obtained  by  the  result  of  the  B^^- 
mese  War,  thereby  manifestly  suggesting 
that  this  country  should  without  delay  in- 
vade China.  The  petitioners,  too,  in  the 
event  of  their  suggestions  being  rejected^ 
proceeded  to  advocate  the  propriety  of  over- 
awing the  Chinese  by  other  means,  and  con- 
jured the  British  Government  to  take  pos- 
session of  some  island  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Canton,  to  convert  it  into  a  naval 
station,  and  by  sucb  effectual  means  protect 
the  interests  of  the  merchants.  From  these 
proceedings  was  it  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  Chinese  Crovemment,  considering  the 
factory  as  the  servant  of  a  powerful  neigh- 
bouring State  should  calculate  upon  an 
immediate  appeal  to  arms  ?  Still,  however, 
under  all  these  repeated  provocations,  it 
continued  to  give  proofs  of  forbearance,  and 
evinced  a  disposition  to  make  reasonable 
compliances.  At  length,  however,  find- 
ing all  endeavours  ineffectual,  the  local 
authorities  seized  upon  the  factory,  and 
kept  it  in  their  possession  for  some  time. 
With  this  exception  he  did  not  consider 
the  British  merchants  had  any  reason  what- 
ever to  complain.    As  to  the  story  of  the 
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Chinese  having  treated  the  picture  of  our 
King  with  indignity^  he  did  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the  report, 
but  if  they  had  done  so,  their  conduct^ 
under  other  circumstances  would  certainly 
have  required  explanation,  and  this  country 
might  have  demanded  satisfaction.  Such 
was  the  detail  of  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  these  transactions.  He  thought 
that  he  need  not  attempt  to  impress  upon 
their  Lordships  the  importance  of  the 
trade  which  was  now  placed  in  great  peril 
by  such  conduct ;  but  he  could  scarcely  con- 
ceive any  thing  calculated  to  produce 
greater  mischief  than  the  continuance  of 
the  existing  differences.  By  their  con- 
tinuance the  revenue  would  lose  3,500,000/. 
annually  arising  from  the  tax  on  tea  ;  the 
East-India  Company  would  be  placed  in  a 
state  of  incapacity  to  pay  the  dividends  of 
the  proprietors,  the  interest  of  the  bond 
debt,  or  provide  any  of  those  payments 
which  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  make. 
There  would  also  be  a  suspension  of  that 
great  demand  which  at  present  existed  in 
the  Chinese  market  for  British  manufac- 
tures ;  and  there  would  be  almost  an  entire 
stoppage  of  .trade  in  the  eastern  islands, 
because  that  and  the  Chinese  trade  were 
so  intimately  connected,  that  one  could  not 
exist  without  the  other.  The  revenue  de- 
rived from  the  trade  in  opium  to  our  Indian 
Government,  consisting  of  something  more 
thgn  a  million,  would  be  lost,  and  very 
extensive  distress  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
be  occasioned.  A  consciousness  of  the  evils 
which  must  arise,  even  from  a  temporary 
suspension  of  the  trade  at  Canton,  had  in- 
duced him  to  move  for  copies  of  all  corre- 
spondence which  had  taken  place  on  the 
subject,  in  order  to  learn  the  view  which 
had  been  taken  of  the  matter  by  the  Go- 
vernment at  home.  The  course  which  he 
thought  the  Government  at  home  ought  to 
pursue  was,  so  far  from  complying  with  the 
request  made  for  armed  interference,  to 
issue  orders,  directing  the  British  mer- 
chants to  obey  the  laws  of  the  country  in 
which  they  resided.  He  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  the  Directors  of  the  East-India 
Company  would  visit  with  their  severe  dis- 
pleasure the  persons  at  the  head  of  the  fac- 
tory, who  had  been  the  cause  of  all  the 
existing  inconveniences;  and  would  not 
only  command  them  to  disconnect  them- 
selves from  any  publication  which  attempt- 
ed to  excite  the  hostility  of  other  Govern- 
ments against  the  Chinese,  but  would  use 
all  their  influence  to  prevent  the  promul- 
gation of  opinions  which,  if  human  nature 


was  the  same  in  China  M  in  all  other 
places,  could  not  but  provoke  the  enmity 
of  the  local  authorities.  In  concluiion,  he 
begged  to  move  for  copies  of,  or  estcaets 
from,  all  the  correspondence  between  the 
factory  at  Canton,  and  the  Court  of 
tors  of  the  East-India  Company, 
to  the  last  differences  between  the  factory 
and  the  authorities  at  Canton. 

Earl  Grey  admitted  the  importance  of 
the  case  wliich  had  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  in  proportion  as  it  was  important,  and 
might  produce  consequences  the  most  dan- 
gerous to  the  commercial  and  financial  in- 
terests, both  of  the  East-India  Company 
and  the  empire  at  large,  it  was  the  more 
necessary  to  proceed  with  caution*     There 
was  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  and  none,  he  was  persuaded,  on  the 
part  of  the  East- India  Company,  at  the 
proper  time,  to  produce  any  inrormation 
necessary  to  put  their  Lordships  in  full 
possession  of  all  the  circumstances  of 
important  case;  -but  the  information 
not  yet  in  such  a  state  as  to  make  it 
dient  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  that  House* 
Their  Lordships  were  aware,  though  the 
general  concerns  of  the  East- India  Com- 
pany were  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  our  intercourse  with 
China  was  more  especially  under  the  direo- 
tion  of  the  East-India  Company ;  and  he 
was  informed  that  the  latest  information 
received,  with  respect  to  this  case,  had  only 
recently  arrived,  and  had  not  yet  been  laid 
before  the  Court  of  Directors.     He  there- 
fore trusted,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
press  for  the  papers  which  he  had  moved 
for.     With  respect  to  the  conduct  which 
the  noble  Lord  thought  ought  to  be  pur* 
sued  on  the  occasion,  he  trusted  and   be- 
lieved, that  there  was  no  di^xxntion  on  the 
part  of  the  Directors  of  the  East-India 
Company  to  interfere,  more  especially  by 
an  armed  force,  in  any  matter  when  they 
were  not  convinced  of  the  necessity  and 
justice  of  such  interference.     He  was  at 
least  certain,  that  the  Government  would 
not  consent  to  exert  the  power  of  the 
country  to   support  any  cause  which  was 
not  founded  in  justice.     Not  being  in  pot* 
session  of  information  on  this  subject,  he 
could  not  say  whether  any  statements  could 
be  made  on  the  other  side,  contradictoiy  of 
the    representations  of  the  noble  Ijord; 
but   he   was    ready  to    admit,  according 
to  the  noble  Lord's  statement,  that  it  did 
appear,  that  the  factory  at  Canton  had 
di^layed  a  great  deal  of  improper  conn 
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dentood  ■«  ^ving  no  opinion  on  thii  point, 
not  being,  u  he  Defore  itated,  in  poMeHion 
of  tbe  neceisarj  information.  Whether 
the  course  pointed  out  bj  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  the  moit  proper  to  be  punuedj 
waa  for  the  ootuideration  of  the  Director! 
of  the  Eaal--fndia  Company,  and  his  Ma- 
jeity'i  Govcrament ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
might  be  auufed,  that  any  application  for 
an  armed  force,  if  such  application  ihould 
ever  be  made,  would  be  coniidcred,  not 
only  with  the  greateit  calmneu,  but  with 
the  greatest  unwillingness  to  grant  it,  un- 
leu  the  justice  and  uecenity  of  lo  doing 
■hould  plainly  appear. 

Lord  Ellmbarough  admitted  it  was  quite 
true,  M  the  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that 
the  Board  of  CoDtrol  poweued  little  in- 
fluence over  the  commercial  afiairs  of  the 
East-India  Company  in  reference  lo  China. 
In  point  of  fact,  if  the  Board  did  possess 
any  right  to  interfere,  it  was  never  exer- 
cised i  and  that  was  one  great  reason  for 
bis  having  troubled  their  Lordships  with 
his  present  Motion,  as  it  appeared  to  hold 
out  the  only  meant  which  he  could  com- 
mand to  direct  attention  to  the  recent 
events  at  Canton— events  which  he  very 
strongly  regretted.  Having  attained  this 
object,  he  would  not,  under  the  circum- 
stances alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  press 
his  Motion ;  and,  therefore,  with  leave  of 
their  Lordships,  he  would  vithdraw  it. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

HOUSE  OF    COMMONS, 
Wtdnttdag,  December  14,  I83I. 

HtDum.]    N«w  Ucmbv.    TaOHi*  W^lucb  E^.,  At 


,  BmifU  la.  b)>  LenI  VknaM  Dimcimn,  to  «• 
Hd»  Oit  ffOmlicii  el  ttat  of  Uw  Lu4  R«T«ai«i  dC 
»  Croim,  Itat  Iba  npab  aod  faspmrfmait  at  Bodiiii^ 

.    CM  a*  IfoUoa  at  Mr.  Witumd,  Uh 


wilhthaBDODDtof  the  FaapaidoBth 
-On  Om  KoOsa  of  Sit  Jokn  Hduoui: 
« IB  Hi*  PuWhi  iMlu 


ba  CKhoUe  W^tttnUa  ud  BarpMi 
Kwam  I—  nOuu  at  Uh  pceuUir  Fa*. 
MOdinyi  saJftBmihtfmPuiiwof 


Calmy,  fcilhc  Repal  oftlu  SC 

of  t>Rinni  (o  CDTponlioo  1  wid  caDplaJBlOf  of  nn  ad- 
dilkn  maie  lo  the  Uit  Aimiu]  iDdnnnllT  Act.  By  Btt 
RicBABD  HuniuTi,  rnrnithalnhihitutiiif  DuBfumi 
Cippoqiuiii  ind  oihwr  pbuvt.  prwyiog  thit  the  Ordnam 
-Survt;'  of  HTtiia  put!  of  InlMnd  my  be  cItlBdnl  to 
WriAitd'  By  Mr.  Piirnfuoi,  tma  ThomM  HowcU. 
fnt  Dm  npal  of  tlw  Windoii  Tn. 

Reform — Explanations.]  The  Mar- 
quis of  Chandos  said,  that  he  had  observed 
in  a  morning  paper  some  observations  at- 
tributed to  tne  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
near  him  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  referring  to 
tiim.  Amonnt  other  expressions  was  this 
— "  He  would  not  stop  to  characteriae  the 
noble  Marquis's  conduct.''  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 


ber had  uttered  that  languaee,  and  whe- 
words  were  intended  to  ai  ' 
to  him  ? 


personally  ti 
Colonel  S 


o  apply 


Colnoel  Sibthorp  said,  that  being  thut 
called  upon,  be  felt  bound  to  give  a  clear 
explanation.  He  bad  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing, that  the  words  of  the  nen'spaper  were 
never  used  by  him,  although  he  considered 
that  he  had  some  right  to  complain  that 
the  noble  Marquis  had  irregularly  antici- 

fiated  him  in  rcnwct  of  a  clause  in  the  Re- 
brm  Bill,  and  he  had  felt  some  regret  in 
consequence.  He  was,  however,  happy  to 
understand  that  there  was  no  occasion  to 
persevere  in  the  motion,  as  the  proviaioD 
which  they  both  had  the  same  intention  to 
propose  was  inserted  in  the  present  Bill. 
The  Marquis  of  Ckandot  felt,  that  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  completely  satisfactory,  as  he  had  d^ 
ttied  using  the  words  ascribed  to  him. 

RBronH.]     Mr.  Charles  Dundas  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  Richmond,  York- 
shire, in  ftvour  of  a  Reform  in  the  Com- 
ma House  of  Parliament. 
Lord   Morpeth  observed,  that  this  pe- 
tition which  was  signed  by  5,000  p 


turing  classes  in  Yorkshire,  but  wai 
equally  strong  amongst  the  agricultural 
community,  and  he  therefore  regretted 
that  the  neht  hon.  Gentleman,  the  mem- 
ber for  Aloeburgh  was  not  present,  that 
he  might  make  him  aware  of  the  bet. 
He  wished  to  take  this  opportunity  of  ad- 
verting to  a  statement  which  was  reported 
to  have  been  made  in  that  House  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hunt). 
The  hon.  Member  was  reported  to  have 
)atd,  that  the  Whig  Government  Paper  is 
Leeds  had  excited  the  populace  to  shed  bis 
[Mr.  Hunt's)  blood.  Nobody  inthatHaoBg 
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had  thouglit  it  necessary  seriously  to  re- 
fute such  a  charge  ;  but  the  Editors  of  the 
Leeds  Mercury,  which  he  presumed  was 
the  paper  alhided  to^  had  written  .to  him 
(Lord  MorjK^th),  requesting  him  distinctly 
to  contradict  this  statement.  The  Journal 
in  question  was  one  of  considerable  circu- 
lation, and  most  res])ectab]y  conducted. 
He  had  accordingly  to  satisfy  himself  whe- 
ther the  statement  of  tlic  hon.  Member 
were  correct,  looked  through  the  copies  of 
the  paper  published  at  the  period  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  and  he 
was  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Editors 
were  quite  innocent  of  the  dark  design  at- 
tributed to  them  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Editors  of  the  Leeds  Mei'cury  op- 
posed the  hon.  member  for  Preston  on  pub- 
lic grounds,  and  they  were  incapable  he  be- 
lieved, of  resorting  to  any  mode  of  warfare 
inconsistent  with  fair  political  discussion. 

Mr.  Slricklnnd  said,  that  knowing  the 
severe  and  unjust  imputations  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston  sometimes  made, 
he  had  doubted  the  fact  the  moment  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston  made  the  state- 
ment; and  his  impression  was  confirmed 
upon  looking  through  the  numbers  of  the 
newspaper  which  were  published  at  the 
period  referred  to.  He  was  acquainted 
with  the  editors,  who  were  persons  of 
strict  honour — had  always  endeavoured  by 
their  writings  to  maintam  peace  and  good- 
will, and  who  could  not,  he  was  sure,  on 
this  or  any  other  occasion,  have  been  guilty 
of  so  foul  a  crime  as  had  been  imputed  to 
them. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  the  newspajHir  in 
question  spoke  of  **  cracking  his  skull," 
and  he  wisheil  to  ask  the  hon.  meni1>ers  for 
Yorkshire  whether  that  could  have  lieen 
done  without  shedding  his  blood.  The 
article  to  which  he  referred  had  api)eared 
in  the  Leeds  Mercury  the  week  before  he 
had  entered  Leeds.  He  had  been  invited 
to  visit  that  place  by  some  gentlemen  who 
were  of  the  same  opinion  as  himself,  that 
the  working  classes  were  by  no  means 
unanimous  in  their  approbation  of  the  Re- 
form Bill  brought  in  by  the  Ministers.  A 
meeting  took  place  in  consequence,  and  lie 
was  about  putting  the  question,  ''that  all 
those  who  were  of  opinion  that  the  Reform 
Bill  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  was  c«dcu- 
lated  to  work  general  good  do  hold  up  their 
hands,'*  when  Mr.  BaiMs  interfered ;  the 
question  was,  however,  put,  and  probably 
about  a  dozen  hands  were  raised  in  its 
support.  He  had  then  said  ''  Let  all  those 
who  have  no  confidence  in  Ministers  bold 


up  their  hands;"  instantly  there  were 
10,000  hands  held  up,  that  was  the  feeling 
among  the  working  classes,  and  it  was  from 
his  having  proved  this  to  be  the  case,  that 
he  had  excited  the  enmity  of  the  editor  of 
the  paper  in  question,  and  most  assuredly 
he  would  not  retract  the  expression  he  had 
used,  as  he  believed  it  to  be  well  deserved. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  the  words  "  crack- 
ing skulls**  might  have  been  mentioned  in 
the  paper  in  question ;  but  that  did  not 
prove,  that  the  editor  recommended  any 
one  to  make  the  attempt  on  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Preston. 

Mr.  Hunt :  Will  you  take  upon  you  to 
say  that  no  such  words  are  used  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  :  I  cannot  say  the  words 
are  not  used,  but  I  do  venture  to  say,  that 
no  such  words  are  used  for  the  purpose  of 
exciting  the  people  against  you. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Essex  Petition.]  Mr.  Western  rose  to 
present  a  Petition  in  favour  of  the  Ministe- 
rial Measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform  from 
the  Nobility,  Gentrv,  Freeholders,  and  other 
the  inhabitants  of  t))e  county  of  Essex.  The 
I>etiti(m  was  the  result  of  a  public  meeting, 
composed,  he  acknowledged,  exclusively  of 
the  friends  of  the  Bill,  and  assemliied 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  the  High 
Sheriff  having  thought  proper  to  decline 
calling  the  meeting,  although  a  requisition 
had  been  presented  to  him,  signed  by 
nearly  1 ,()()()  persons  of  respectability.  He 
was  not  Hware  how  or  where  the  SheriflTs 
authority  was  defined,  but  the  practice  had 
usually  been,  for  the  SherifiTs  to  convene 
their  respective  coimties  when  requested 
so  to  do  by  a  number  of  influential  persons 
resident  within  them.  He  begged  it  to  be 
understood,  that  he  made  no  complaint  of 
the  conduct  of  the  High  Sheriff,  who  as- 
signed as  his  reasons  for  not  calling  the 
county  together,  that  there  had  been  al- 
ready two  county  meetings  during  the 
year,  besides  a  contested  election,  which 
had  suflicicntly  manifested  the  sentiments 
of  the  freeholders,  and  there  was,  therefore, 
no  occasion  for  a  third  meeting,  which  in 
times  of  excitement  had  better  be  avoided. 
This  reasoning  on  the  part  of  the  SherifiT 
was  not  applicable  to  existing  circum- 
stances, for  since  the  last  meeting,  import- 
ant events  had  taken  place.  The  Reform 
Bill  had  been  rejectca  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  which  rendered  it  necessary  that 
the  |)eople  should  universally  declare  their 
sentiments  with  regard  to  that  disastrous 
event.    It  was  a  period  of  hopes  and  fears^ 
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of  conflicting  opinions,  and  much  excite- 
ment^ and  the  requisition ists,  therefore^ 
thought  they  ought  to  assemble  and  de- 
clare their  sentiments  by  an  Address  to  the 
Throne^  and  petitions  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament.  When  that  opportunity  was 
denied  them  by  the  refusal  of  the  High 
Sheriff  to  convene  a  county  meetings  they 
had  no  other  resource  to  prove  that  no 
change  of  opinions  had  taken  place  in  their 
minds,  as  had  been  asserted^  than  to  call 
such  meeting  under  the  sanction  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Magistrates.  The  meeting 
accordingly  took  place,  and  was  respect- 
ably, although  not  very  numerously  attended 
for  the  Conservative  Reform  party,  as  they 
called  themselves,  having  given  out  they 
did  not  mean  to  attend,  many  of  the  sup- 
porters of  Reform,  in  the  more  distant 
parts  of  the  country,  consequently  did  not 
come  to  the  meeting,  which  was  therefore 
composed  of  part  of  the  Reformers  only. 
Of  course  the  resolutions  proposed  were 
unanimously  carried,  and  were  embodied 
in  the  petition  he  held  in  his  hands.  The 
petitioners  expressed  themselves  in  strong 
language  with  regard  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lonls  in  rejecting  the  Re- 
form Bill — language  in  which,  however,  he 
completely  coincided,  for  he  thought  with 
the  netitioners,  that  the  conduct  of  their 
Loraships  was  extraordinary  and  calami- 
tous. The  majority  of  the  Peers  were 
decidedly  opposed  to  public  opinion,  and 
such  a  position  in  one  branch  oi  the  Legis- 
lature was  fraught  with  dangerous  conse- 
quences: the  events  that  had  occurred  since 
their  decision,  would  be  remembered  with 
pain,  and  their  eflTects  for  a  long  time  de- 

Elored.  By  their  rejection  of  the  Bill  they 
ad  completely  played  into  the  hands  of 
democrats  and  demagogues  who  had  not 
failed  to  profit  by  the  advantage  given 
them. .  The  meeting  was  decidedly  of 
opinion,  that  no  measure  of  Reform  less 
efficient  and  comprehensive  than  the  late 
Bill  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  in 
general,  or  adequately  restore  their  just  and 
legitimate  rights  in  electing  the  Members 
of  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament.  In 
that  opinion  he  most  fully  concurred,  and 
shoula  not  be  satisfied  with  any  measure 
less  comprehensive  than  the  Bill  which  had 
been  lost.  He  believed  the  Bill  which  had 
been  now  introduced  was  of  that  character, 
and  therefore  he  was  determined  to  support 
it.  He  wished,  however,  not  to  pledge  him- 
self to  all  the  details,  some  of  which  he  did 
not  consider  asamendments  upon  theformer 
Bill^  except  they  were  considered  as  the 


means  of  conciliation,  and  in  that  point  jDf 
view  they  were  highly  desirable.  Tlie 
petition  he  had  the  honour  of  requesting 
might  be  brought  up,  was  signed  by  the 
Chairman  only,  on  behalf  of  the  meeting,  in 
consequence  of  the  length  of  the  discussion 
by  the  introduction  of  a  variety  of  extrane- 
ous topics,  so  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
meeting  there  was  no  time  or  opportunity 
to  adopt  the  usual  course. 

The  ptition  read ;  it  was  signed  by  Sir 
Thomas  Barrett  Lennard,  on  behalf  of  the 
county  of  Essex. 

Mr.  Lons  Wellesley  supported  the  peti- 
tion, and  felt  satisfied,  that  in  giving  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  new  Reform  Bill,  he 
was  in  no  degree  departing  from  the 
pledge  which  he  had  given  to  his  consti- 
tuents. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  must  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  remark  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  pre- 
sented the  petition,  and  who  had  said,  that 
he  regretted  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  throwing  out  the  Reform  Bill, 
because  they  had  played  into  the  hands  of 
democrats  and  demagogues.  The  Bill,  at 
least,  had  given  no  such  handle  to  radical 
demagogues  or  radical  democrats,  though 
it  would  to  Whig  demagogues  and  Whig 
democrats. 

Mr.  Oeorse  Dawson  said,  he  had  been 
requested  by  several  gentlemen  of  the 
county  of  Essex,  to  state  to  the  House,  that 
this  petition  was  not  the  petition  of  the 
county,  but  only  that  of  the  600  or  700 
individuals  who  had  attended  the  meeting. 
He  did  not  wish  to  depreciate  the  petition 
more  than  it  deserved,  for  he  was  ready  to 
acknowledge,  that  amongst  the  number 
who  did  attend,  were  many  very  respect- 
able persons,  and  he  was  glad  to  observe 
the  tone  of  moderation  with  which  the  peti- 
tion had  been  introduced,arising,  no  doubt, 
from  the  consciousness  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  it  was  not  a  declaration  of  the 
sentiments  of  the  county  at  large,  and  that 
the  inhabitants  had  not  responded  to  th« 
call  which  had  been  made  upon  them. 
There  had  been  great  skill  and  industry 
employed  in  getting  up  the  meeting,  and 
even  a  public  break ^t  provided,  but  only 
300  or  at  most  400  persons  attended,  to  the 
mortification  of  those  who  hadplanneda  trap 
baited  with  all  the  delicacies  of  the  season, 
for  the  advocates  of  ^e  Bill,  the  whole  Bill, 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill.  Taking  these  cir- 
cumstances into  consideration,  he  did  not 
think  the  petition  entitled  to  the  weight 
tliat  was  generally  attached   to    county 
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petitions.  Moreover,  as  it  had  been  de- 
clared to  be  the  ))etit]ou  of  the  friends  of 
the  Bill,  if  the  county  of  Essex,  which  con- 
tained 300,000  inhabitants,  could  muster 
only  600  friends  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not  a 
very  clear  manifestation  of  tlie  feelings  of 
the  county  at  large  in  favour  of  Reform. 
As  to  the  High  Sheriff^  he  thought  that 
gentleman  had  exercised  a  very  sound  dis« 
cretion  in  declining  to  convene  the  county, 
after  a  former  meeting  on  the  same  ques- 
tion, and  the  thinness  of  the  meeting 
shoM'ed,  that  his  refiisiil  had  not  disappoint- 
ed the  county.  He  thought,  also,  that 
the  High  Sheriff  had  much  reason  to  con- 
gratulate himself  on  not  being  present  at 
a  meeting  where  the  Established  Church 
was  held  up  to  execration  and  obloquy.  He 
alluded  particularly  to  the  language  made 
use  of  by  the  hon.  member  for  Colchester 
(Mr.  Daniel  W.  Harvey);  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  Dissenter,  and  miglit  not  be 
greatly  attached  to  the  Church  of  England, 
but  he  understood  the  attack  he  had  made 
upon  it,  was  so  gross  as  even  to  excite  a 
feeliog  of  abhorrence  in  the  auditors.  He 
trusted,  that  the  detestation  then  mani- 
fested would  be  re-echoed  throughout  the 
kingdom.  It  was  time,  that  Gentlemen 
should  see,  that  under  the  colour  of  Reform, 
an  attack  was  to  be  made  upon  all  our 
established  institutions,  and  more  particu- 
larly on  the  Church.  He  trusted  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  attached  to 
that  venerable  establishment,  would  be 
prepared  to  act  as  the  advocates  of  its 
rights,  and  if  no  check  was  put  to  the  pro- 
pagation of  similar  sentiments  to  those 
uttered  by  the  hon.  Member,  who,  he  be- 
lieved s|>oke  with  sincerity,  then  an  occa- 
sion would  arrive  for  seriously  defending 
the  Church  sooner  than  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers ex|)ected. 

Mr.  Daniel  W,  Harvey  was  convinced, 
that  in  making  these  statements,  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Harwich  (Mr.  Dawson), 
was  merely  reporting  facts  that  had  been 
conveyed  to  iiim.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  to  assert  that  his  observ- 
ations had  been  received  with  exe<Tation, 
by  the  persons  present  at  the  Essex  Meet- 
ing, he  would  say,  in  return,  that  this 
statement  was  as  erroneous  as  that  which 
referred  to  the  numbers  present.  The 
right  hon.  Meml)er  only  dia  him  justice  in 
asserting,  that  he  sincerely  believed  the 
opinions  he  uttered.  It  was  the  oninicm 
of  the  l)est  friends  of  the  EstablishtMl 
Church,  in  that  House,  and  out  of  that 
House^  and  he  would  second  it  by  voice  and 


vote^  that  the  religious  and  political  iii8ti« 
tutions  of  the  country  ought  to  be  disoon* 
necled.  The  prevailing  sentiinent  at  the 
Essex  meeting  was  one  of  deep  regret,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Bishops,  in  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  Reform  Bill, 
had  strengthened  afeeline  of  hostility  to 
the  Church,  llic  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  rated  those  who  attended  the  meeting 
at  between  600  and  700  persons ;  whereas 
there  were  at  least  1,000  or  1,200;  and  one 
reason  why  the  attendance  was  so  limited 
was,  that  the  county  felt  satisfied  in  the 
declaration  of  Ministers,  that  the  Bill  whidi 
they  intended  to  bring  forward,  should  be 
as  efficient  as  the  Bill  of  last  session.  Was 
it  to  be  concluded,  that  sH  who  did  not 
attend  the  meeting  were  Anti-reformers? 
The  truth  was,  that  the  county  was  unani- 
mous for  Reform,  and  he  doubted  whetlieff 
an  opponent  of  the  measure  oonld  be  ftmnd, 
beyond  the  Corporation  of  Harwich,  wMdi 
had  such  solid  reasons  for  oppositioD. 
Those    who   were    called  Anti«refbn|iers 


showed  no  want  of  tact  upon  this< 
for  they  issued  a  counter  address  on  the 
morning  of  the  meeting,  in  which  they  set 
forth  the  necessity  of  Reform,  arising  out 
of  the  state  of  the  public  mind,  in  terms  to 
which  no  reformer  at  that  meeting  woaM 
have  refused  to  subscribe.  His  principal 
object  in  rising  was,  not  to  repel  an  attadi, 
for  he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  mean  to  make  one,  but  simply  to 
assure  the  House,  he  had  not  been  heard 
with  execration,  but  the  same  ieeling  was 
manifested  there  as  was  general  throagh- 
out  the  country,  and  that  was,  a  feeling  of 
deep  r(*gret,  that  certain  Members  of  the 
other  Mouse  should  have  given  the  real 
enemies  of  the  Church  such  a  prodigioos 
advantage. 

Mr.  I^nnard  was  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Harwich.  He  had  hoped  that  the  lesson  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received  at  the 
Sussex  meeting,  would  have  prevented  his 
future  interference  with  counties  with 
which  he  had  no  connexion.  He  regretted, 
however,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  would 
persist  in  interfering,  that  he  had  not  been 
present  at  the  Essex  meeting,  for  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  niemlK*r  for  Colchester  had  much 
underrated  the  Members  present.  In  hisopi- 
nion  at  least  2,000  persons  attended  the  meet- 
ing in  question.  The  weight  to  be  attach- 
ed to  it  was  not,  however,  to  be  derived  from 
tlienuniljers  present,  but  from  the  circum- 
stances that  called  it  together.  The  re- 
quisition had  been  signed  by  between  IfiW 
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and  1 ,600  of  the  most  respectable  persons 
in  £8sex,  and  there  would  have  been  an 
overwhelming  display  of  numerical  force, 
had  it  not  been  expected  that  the  Resolu- 
tions would  pass  without  opposition.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  alluded  to 
remarks  which  had  been  uttered  at  that 
meetings  relating  to  the  Established 
Church.  The  allusion  could  not  anplv  to 
him,  but  he  suspected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  received  his  information  as 
to  what  had  been  said  respecting  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  from  an  incorrect  source. 
Perhaps  he  had  derived  it  from  the  reports 
in  the  London  papers,  which,  on  this  occa- 
sion^  were  not  distinguished  by  their  usual 
accuracy.  He  said  this^  because  he  knew 
it  to  be  the  case  with  what  he  had  said 
himself  at  that  meetings  as  well  as  the 
reports  given  of  what  other  Gentlemen  had 
said  on  the  occasion.  With  respect  to  the 
Church,  he  must  8aT»  as  a  friend  to  that 
establishment^  that  there  would  be  no  safety 
for  it,  unless  some  of  its  own  friends  under- 
took a  revision  of  its  laws  and  condition. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
what  was  the  moral  to  be  drawn  from  the 
feelinff  which  had  been  exhibited  towards 
the  Church  at  the  different  Reform  meet- 
ings which  had  lately  taken  place  through- 
out the  country.^  Was  it  not  evident, 
that  the  Legislature  must  shortly  turn 
its  attention  towards  such  methods  as 
would  allay  the  angry  feelings  which  now 
prevailed  towards  the  Church,  and  endea- 
vour to  conciliate  the  people  ?  This  was 
a  measure  which  must  be  undertaken  by 
Ministers,  and  he  did  hope^  that  so  soon  as 
they  had  leisure  for  so  important  a  task, 
the  opportunity  would  not  be  lost.  With 
respect  to  the  petition  now  before  the 
House,  he  trusted  he  might  be  permitted 
to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  Reform  which  pervaded  the 
whole  county  of  Essex.  This  petition  was 
adopted  in  the  full  confidence  that  the 
measure  of  Reform  to  be  brought  forward 
would  be  found  as  efficient  as  the  last. 
He  was  happy  to  say^  the  petitioners 
would  not  be  disappointed.  He  was  of 
the  same  opinion  as  his  hon.  friend^ 
with  regard  to  the  new  Bill,  and  while  it 
was  calculated  to  conciliate  many  oppo- 
nents, it  was^  in  all  material  points^  quite 
as  efficient  as  the  last  measure. 

Mr.  Western  trusted  the  House  would 
permit  him  to  make  a  few  observations,  in 
reference  to  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  member  for  Har- 
wich (Mr.  Dawson),  who,  although  aot 


present,  had  confounded  the  sentiments  of 
the  meeting  with  those  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  (Mr.  D.  W. 
Harvey).  Such  a  mode  of  inference  was 
unfair,  and  the  meeting  at  large  ou^ht  not 
to  be  considered  responsible  for  individual 
opinions.  The  House^  he  trusted,  would 
look  to  the  petition  as  the  index  of  the 
opinions  of  the  meeting.  Certainly  many 
ODservatiuns  were  made  at  the  meeting  not 
relevant  to  the  question  of  Reform.  The 
hou.  member  for  Colchester  had  delivered 
opinions  upon  several  most  important 
questions,  in  none  of  which  he  agreed^  and 
he  was  conscious  the  feelings  of  the  meet- 
ing were  not  with  the  hon.  Member.  If 
he  thought  otherwise,  if  he  believed  the 
opinions  of  the  freeholders  of  Essex  were  so 
different  from  his  own  on  these  subjects,  he 
should  no  longer  desire  to  represent  that 
county. 

Mr.  WeUesley  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for  Harwich, 
that  the  members  for  the  county  of  Essex 
had  no  need  of  profuse  expense  to  keep  the 
reforming  interest  together.  As  a  proof  of 
the  spirit  that  prevailed  on  the  subject  of 
Reform,  he  must  adduce  the  fact,  that  his 
colleague  and  himself  had  been  returned 
free  of  all  expense  at  the  last  election  ;  and 
a  balance  of  the  subscription  still  remained 
in  hand.  With  respect  to  the  public 
breakfast  which  the  hon.  Member  haa  been 
so  severe  upon,  it  had  been  given  chiefly 
to  his  tenants,  as  a  mark  of  his  attention. 
No  exertions  were  made  by  Reformers  to 
get  up  the  meeting,  but  great  exertions 
were  made  by  their  opponents  to  prevent 
it.  It  was  no  less  singular  than  true,  that 
though  a  variety  of  influential  places  in  the 
county  were  held  by  persons  who  did  all 
in  their  power  to  traverse  the  views  of 
Ministers  and  their  supporters,  the  feelins^ 
in  favour  of  Reform  was  still  general  ana 
strong. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Post  Office  Tax  on  Newspapers.] 
On  the  Motion  by  Lord  Althorp,  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Lottery  Ticket  Bill. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  begged  to  take  that 
opportunity  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  certain  questions  relative  to  the 
management  of  the  Post-office.  It  ap- 
peared from  certain  statements  which  had 
recently  cot  into  circulation,  that  a  tax 
was  levied  at  the  Post-office,  by  what 
authority  he  knew  not,  on  all  Newspapers 
sent  from  abroad,  and  on  all  British  papers 
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sent  out  of  the  country.  The  price  of  a 
Paris  paper  to  any  person  residing  in  Lon- 
don was  10/.  a-year.  Now  it  was  well 
known  that  the  price  uf  that  paper  in  Paris 
was  little  more  than  .'3/.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  extra  //.  charged  to  the 
English  subscriber^  went  into  the  coffers 
of  the  Post-office,  or  into  those  of  the  Post- 
office  Clerks^  and  if  into  tliose  of  the  latter, 
by  what  authority,  parliamentary  or  other- 
wise ?  There  was  also  a  tax  im{)osed  in 
the  same  quarter,  by  whose  authority  he 
knew  nut,  un  British  ])apers  imported  into* 
our  colonies.  This  was  a  serious  injury 
to  the  revenue  at  home,  and  also  to  our 
colonists  abroad.  He  wished  to  know  by 
what  authority  both  tlie  tax  on  foreign 
papers  imported  into  this  country,  and  the 
tax  on  British  papers  exported  to  our  own 
colonies,  was  imposed  ? 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  was  not  prepared  with 
an  answer  to  these  questions  at  present, 
but  would  be  to-morrow.  He  admitted 
the  subject  was  of  much  importance,  and 
he  would  have  it  investigated. 

Bill  committed ;  Report  to  be  received 
to-morrow. 

TiTUKs  (Ireland).]  Mr. //f/m^  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  a  Return  having 
been  ordered  on  a  former  evening  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  (Sir  Robert  Inglis),  re- 
S])ecting  the  Tithes  which  were  the  pro- 
perty of  Laymen  in  Ireland,  he  wished,  in 
order  that  the  Returns  might  be  complete, 
to  obtain  a  similar  Return  res|)ecting  the 
Tithes  which  were  in  the  hands  of  Church- 
men in  that  country.  He  therefore  l)egged 
leave  to  move,  '*  That  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  that  he  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions, 
that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a 
Return,  by  the  Registrar  in  each  diocese 
in  Ireland,  of  the  number  of  parishes,  the 
tithes  of  which^  or  a  modus,  are  in  whole 
or  in  part  the  property  of,  and  paid  to  the 
use  of  any  Bishop  or  person  in  Holy  Orders, 
specifying  the  name  of  such  Bishop  or  pcr- 
sim  in  Holy  Orders,  and  the  amount  of  the 
income  which  he  has  derived  from  tithes, 
or  from  a  modus,  from  each  such  parish  or 
extra  parochial  place,  on  the.  average  of 
the  last  three  years  on  account  of  tithes 
and  modus,  stating,  if  under  the  Tithe 
Composition  Act,  or  not ;  distinguishing 
whether  the  tithes  lie  rectorial  or  vicarial, 
and  the  amount  levied  on  arable  and  pas- 
ture land,  respectively/* 

Mr.   Goulbnrn  said,   this   was  a    most 


tremendous  Motion^  and  if  it  were  agreed 
to  he  knew  not  how  it  could  be  executed. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  there  was  no  other 
novelty  in  the  Motion  than  that  it  dis- 
tinguished the  arable  from  the  pasture 
land,  a  distinction  he  was  readjr  to  expunge, 
if  there  was  any  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  Spring  ilice  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  obiections  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  he  so  much  to  the  information 
called  for,  as  to  the  means  of  obtaining  it, 
and  he  was  also  of  opinion,  that  there  would 
be  the  utmost  difficulty  in  procuring  it, 
particularly  with  the  nice  distinctions  re- 
quired. 

Sir  Richard  Vytyan  declared  himself 
equally  hostile  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
friend  the  member  for  Oxford^  and  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
But  as  the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend  had 
been  granted,  he  did  not  see  how  the  other 
Motion  could  be  resisted.  Both  attacked 
the  rights  of  property.  It  was  notj  how- 
ever, surprising  that  the  hon.  member  fer 
Middlesex  should  press  for  this  Return, 
because  he  had  always  avowed,  that  he 
considered  the  property  of  the  Churdi 
national  .  property.  He  held  different 
opinions.  He  looked  upon  Church  mn 
I)erty  as  the  property  eitner  of  individuala 
or  of  Cor]>orations,  and  if  the  House  de- 
manded these  Returns,  it  might  with 
equal  justice  demand  from  erery  Gentle- 
man in  that  House,  the  amount  of  the 
rents  which  he  rccei\'e<l  for  his  estate.  In- 
deed many  estates  were  held  on  the  same 
tenure ;  if  therefore  the  property  of  the 
Church  of  England  belonged  to  the  State. 
so  also  did  that  part  of  the  Church  pro- 
I)erty  which  had  been  purchased  by  indi- 
viduals as  well  as  that  which  haa  been 
granted  to  noble  families  in  the  time  of 
Henry  8th  ;  rather  than  see  the  principle 
acknowledged,  that  tithes  were  national 
property,  he  would  prefer  seeing  his  hon. 
friend*s  order  cancelled,  and  ^he  question 
now  before  them  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  all  he  wanted  was,  to 
have  both  Motions  put  u|K)n  the  same  foot- 
ing ;  if  the  hon.  Member  would  ffive  notice 
of  his  intention  to  M'ithdraw  his  motion, 
he  (jMr.  Hume)  would  most  likely  follow 
his  example. 

Sir  CharUs  Wvihercll  also  objected  to 
the  Motion,  but  was  not  surprised,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had  made  it, 
considering  the  doctrines  which  he  had 
proptigated  soscilulously  regarding  Church 
j»ro|)erty  being  national  property.  If  the 
c»bject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  was  to 
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form  a  kind  of  schedule  to  facilitate  the 
carrying  of  that  pointy  he  would  at  once 
wfy  the  House  could  not  concur  with  him. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  put  a  construction  upon 
his  Motion  which  the  words  would  not 
bear,  but  if  the  object  of  his  Motion  ne- 
cessarily was,  to  despoil  one  class  of  per- 
sons, the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oxford  was  open  to  the  same  objections. 
He  was  not  in  the  House  when  that 
motion  was  made,  but  on  seeing  it  he 
thought  it  quite  right  to  hare  the  whole 
view  of  the  case  before  them. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  insinuations  that  the  motion  he 
had  made  wasunfairly  carried,  or  that  it  could 
be  attended  with  any  danger  to  the  Church 
establishment.  He  had  moved  for  the 
same  Return  in  April,  1830,  and  then  had 
no  idea  there  were  objections  to  it ;  but  on 
the  re-assembling  of  Parliament,  as  he 
had  found  no  Return  had  been  made  to  his 
former  motion,  he  had  renewed  it,  when  he 
understood  there  were  difficulties  which 
prevented  such  a  Return  being  made  out. 
No  objection,  however,  had  then  been  urged 
to  its  principles.  On  that  occasion  he  had 
stated,  that  he  had  objections  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  House  with  property  of  any 
kind,  but  as  invidious  attempts  had  been 
made  to  drag  the  clerical  holders  of  tithes 
before  the  public,  he  wished  to  have  the 
same  measure  of  justice  dealt  out  to  the 
lay  holders.  His  object  had  been  limited 
to  that  point,  and  to  ascertain  if  the  lay- 
holders  possessed  any  stipend  which  ought 
to  belong  to  the  clergy. 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  any  Return  could  be  made  either 
to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ox- 
ford, or  to  that  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  To  whom  was  either  order  to 
be  addressed? — by  whom  was  it  to  be 
obeyed }  They  might  as  well  ask  every 
Gentleman  in  Ireland  to  tell  them  the 
amount  of  the  rents  of  his  estate,  as  every 
lay  or  Church  impropriator  to  tell  them 
the  amount  of  his  tithes.  Besides,  what 
authority  had  they  to  compel  such  a  Re- 
turn from  either  Church  or  lay  impro- 
priator ?  They  might  order  every  lawyer 
m  Ireland  to  tell  them  the  amount  of  his 
fees,  but  by  what  authority  could  they 
obtain  an  answer  to  such  an  order  }  He 
thought  it  advisable  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Oxford  should  move,  that  his  order  be 
rescinded,  and  then  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  would  not 
object  to  withdraw  his  Motion.    At  the 
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same  time,  he  wished  for  the  information 
as  much  as  the  hon.  Members  themselves, 
for  he  was  satisfied,  the  more  the  state  of 
Church  property  was  investigated,  the  less 
reason  would  there  be  found  for  the  ex- 
aggerated accounts  that  had  gone  abroad 
respecting  its  property. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  entirely  ac- 
quiesced in  the  very  sensible  and  judicious 
view  of  this  question  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  Solicitor-General  for  Ireland.  If 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  was  perse- 
vered in,  for  a  Return  from  the  lay  im- 
propriators, that  furnished  a  sufficient  pre- 
cedent for  a  Return  of  tithes  held  by  the 
clergy ;  but  there  were  strong  objections 
to  publish  the  names  of  the  clerical  holders 
of  tithes  in  the  present  excited  state  of  the 
public  mind.  As  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland  had  given  notice  of  a  motion 
relating  to  tithes,  perhaps  the  whole  ques- 
tion had  better  be  left  in  his  hands.  At 
all  events,  he  should  recommend  his  hon. 
friend  to  give  notice  to  have  his  order  can- 
celled, and  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  would  withdraw  that 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  if  these  Motions  were 
persevered  in,  he  should  make  a  similar 
motion  with  respect  to  England,  for  surely 
Church  property  in  each  ought  to  be 
placed  upon  an  equifl  footing. 

Mr.  Shell  did  not  see  what  good  ground 
of  objection  existed  to  the  Motions.  Re- 
turns had  been  already  made  from  1,191 
clergymen  who  had  made  composition  for 
their  tithes,  and  the  amount  for  which  the 
composition  was  made ;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  Returns  should  be  refused  from  those 
parishes  where  no  such  composition  had 
been  made.  Why  such  objections  were 
made  when  they  had  obtained  Returns 
from  all  the  Irish  Bishops,  except  three,  he 
could  not  ima^ne.  These  Returns,  too, 
be  it  recollected,  gave  the  actual  amount 
of  these  sees.  When  they  had  lately  got 
so  much  insight  into  the  temporal  affiiirs 
of  the  Irish  Church,  he  was  surprised  that 
such  impediments  were  now  started  to 
their  obtaining  more  complete  ones,  especi- 
ally as  the  Irish  Primate  himself  had 
allowed  that  it  was  advisable  such  Returns 
should  be  furnished,  to  convince  the  public 
that  the  revenues  of  the  Church  had  been 
much  exaggerated. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  the  Returns  now  sought 
for,  and  those  made  pursuant  to  Act  of 
Parliament.  Under  the  Tithe  Composition 
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Act,  tlie  amount  was  re^stcred,  and  there 
could  be  no  difficulty  m  obtaining  it  in 

each  case. 

Sir  Rohert  IngKt  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  faon.  member  for  Middlesex  had 
coupled  their  Motions  together ;  however, 
he  was  ready  to  give  notice  that  his  should 
be  rescinded. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  whole  proceeding 
only  shewed,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Oxford  could  meddle  with  tlie  Church 
without  any  question,  while  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  was  forbidden  to  do 
so.  He  would  therefore  post]K)no  his 
MotioUi  and  when  the  hon.  Member  gave 
notice  of  the  discharge  of  his,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  would  be  prepared  to  shew  the 
necessity  for  the  Return  he  required.  At 
all  events,  three  preceding  Parliaments 
had  sanctioned  the  principle  of  such  a 
Return. 

Motion  withdrawn,  and  Sir  Robert 
Inglis  gave  notice,  that  he  would  move  to 
have  his  order  rescinded. 

Commercial  Treaties.]  Mr.  Robin- 
son moved  for  Copies  of  all  the  Treaties 
relative  to  Trade  and  Navigation  entered 
into  between  Great  Britain  and  other 
States ;  also  specifying  those  States  with 
which  no  such  Treaties  were  entered  into. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  the  Return 
would  be  very  voluminous,  and  not  neces- 
sary :  almost  all  these  treaties  were  already 
before  the  House,  and  nearly  all  of  them 
published  in  a  more  commodious  shape 
than  they  would  be  imder  the  Order  of  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Member  only  wished 
for  one  or  two  particular  treaties,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  grant  them,  but 
the  Return  to  the  Motion,  as  it  now  stood, 
would  occasion  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
expense. 

jMr.  Hume  said,  on  a  late  occasion  a 
treaty  nearly  two  centuries  old  had  been 
produced  to  them,  and  the  House  Mere 
told  their  proceedings  must  be  founded  upon 
such  a  document  as  that,  of  which  the  ex- 
istence was  not  previously  known.  He 
had  at  that  time  declared  it  as  his  opinion, 
that  it  was  advisable  that  a  ctmiplete  List 
of  the  Treaties  In  force  should  be  made  out, 
or  that  there  should  be  some  authorized 
means  of  reference  to  them  which  would 
obviate  the  inconvenience  of  an  almost 
obsolete  treaty  being  brought  for%vard  un- 
expccte<lly  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
their  judgment. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  had  no  wish  to 
create  expense,  or  cause  unnecessary  trouble^ 


but  he  was  not  aware  where  he  eeuld  obtaia 
the  information  he  required  His  Motion 
did  not  refer  to  political  treatiea  Imt  to 
those  merely  connected  with  oommense  and 
navigation,  and  he  thought  it  of  importanoe 
to  know  with  what  States  we  had  sadi 
treaties,  particularly  as  we  seemed  to  be 
going  on  a  system  as  if  no  treatiea  were 
necessary,  or  as  if  they  intended  everything 
to  find  its  own  level.  However,  he  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 
Motion  withdrawn. 


HOUSE  OF  I.ORDS. 
Thursday,  December  15»  1881. 

MivuTBS.]  BUli  md  a  flnt  time.  For  ■mifi4hn  tht  In 
with  reipcct  to  Contanpt  at  W/t\m\utUml  Conrti, 

Retumf  ordcrad.  On  tht  Modoo  of  Ite  Btri  «f  Hj» 
BOWBT.  AD  AtetTMt  oT  Um  toCil  MOiibw  «f  GpnM  Is 
etdi  dioceic  in  En|^and  and  Waki,  **«*"r"'H  ti  dv 
Returm  mad*  by  the  Archfalihopi  and  BMMpi  to  kb  M^ 
Jetty's  nuMt  hoDourabla  Privy  COumU  §m  Iki  ymt  Wtk 
diftinguiihinf  the  number  mideafia  tbm  ftMfla40»taW 
and  the  nuralicr  ruident  in  the  Fariibi  Ukafrtoe  tt* 
number  of  thote  who  are  Lieeneed,  and  fha  "»*»'n'  ef 
Stipend!  arranged  In  dewfi  of  lOL  hhI  «bS«  SIL«  ML 
and  under  30L,  SOU  and  under  401.  Alao^  Um  ■mtar 
of  Livings  held  by  Non-resident  InoumbeBt^  which  «i 
of  the  gross  annual  value  of  SO(U.  and  upwud/$mA  ndm 
5mi.  And  also.  Abstract  of  the  maBbw  «id  itaMi  if 
Non-resident  Incumbents,  and  of  the  nniBbev  of  HsMhI 
IncumbenU,  according  to  the  Diooenn  RaCuiM  fbr  At 
year  1829. 

Holland  and  Belgium.]  The  Earl 
of  Aberdeen,  before  their  Lordshiiie  pro- 
ceeded to  the  Order  of  the  Day,  begged  lo 
state^  that  as  he  had  reason  to  expect,  firen 
the  improved  health  of  a  noble  Duke,  that 
he  would  be  able  in  a  short  time  to  attedl 
in  his  place  in  that  House,  and  aa  he  ahe 
expected  that  an  early  adjournment  of  die 
House  would  take  place,  he  would  far  Ae 
present  postpone  the  motion  upon  the 
foreign  relations  of  the  country,  so  fiur  if 
Belgium  and  Holland  were  concerned,  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  ae  much  ea 
the  part  of  the  noble  Duke  as  of  himeelf. 
He  had  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that, 
with  res])ect  to  the  main  subject  of  that 
motion,  tiie  affairs  of  the  Netherlands,  the 
opinion  of  his  noble  friend  entirely  con- 
curred with  his  own ;  and  he  could  not 
but  be  sensible  that  their  Lordships  would 
\}c  much  more  desirous  of  hearing  the 
noble  Duke  than  himself  upon  a  sutject, 
in  which  he  had  so  peculiar  a  claim  to  their 
attention.  He  saw  that  a  paper  had  re* 
cently  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  containing  aa 
account  •'  of  the  Sums  contributed  by 
(ircat  Britain  for  the  erection  of  Fortifl- 
cationi  in  the  Netherlands^  or  towards  the 
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dtfaaec  9mA  inodrpiraliMi  of  tbe  Bdgic 
ppoTifioes  with  Holktud^  undo*  tii«  Om- 
raKMB  of  the  13th  of  August,  J  814." 
H«  understood  these  fortiifiostions  were 
BOW  to  be  devolished,  therefore  he  supposed 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  ky  a  sknifau' 
junount  before  that  House. 

Earl  Gre^  had  no  objectioo  is  the  pro- 
duction of  die  RetuTAS. 

Ordered  accordingly. 

Tithes  in  Irbcamd.^  Oh  the  Motion 
of  VisoouBt  Mdboumey  the  Clerk  read 
the  Htdlowing  passage  from  his  Majesty's 
Speech : — "  ia  parts  of  Ireland  a  system- 
atic opposition  nas  been  made  to  the  pay- 
BMnt  of  TttheSy  attended  in  some  instances 
with  afiUcting  results ;  and  it  will  be  one 
fif  your  first  duties  to  inquire  whether  it 
BMiy  Bot  be  possible  to  elect  improreBtenta 
in  the  laws  reelecting  this  subject,  which 
Biay  aibrd  the  aeoessary  prot^ctioB  to  the 
JBstablished  Church,  and  at  the  same  time 
reaioTe  the  present  causes  of  complaint. 
But  on  this,  and  erery  other  question 
•fleeting  Ireland,  it  is  above  all  things 
aeoessary  to  look  to  the  best  means  of  se- 
curing internal  peace  and  order,  which 
akme  seems  wanting  to  raise  a  country 
Messed  by  Proridence  with  so  many  natural 
adrantages  to  a  stato  of  the  greatest  pros- 
perity." 

Viscount  Melbourne  then  spoke  nearly 
as  foUovrs :— -I  rise  to  address  your  Lord- 
ahips,  in  obedience  to  that  part  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's most  gracious  Sueech  which  has 
just  been  read,  and, to  follow  up  the  conse- 
quences to  which  it  leads,  by  requesting 
your  Lordships  to  authorise  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
system  by  which  tlie  collection  and  pay- 
ment of  Tithes  is  regulated  in  Ireland. 
This  is  a  motion  to  which,  recollecting  the 
unanimity  with  which  your  Lordships 
agreed  to  the  Address  to  his  Majesty,  in 
answer  to  his  Speech,  I  anticipate  little  or 
no  opposition,  though  I  feel  as  much  as 
any  one  can  the  difficulty  and  the  import- 
ance' of  Uie  subject  to  which  I  would,  upon 
the  present  occasion,  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House.  I  feel,  that  the  ouestion  of 
tithes  has  created  more  animosity  in  pri- 
vate, and  given  occasion  to  more  open  vio- 
lence than,  perhaps,  any  other  subject 
which  has  agitated  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  In  entering,  then,  upon  tnis 
preliminary  stage  of  the  proceeding  which 
I  intend  to  lav  before  the  House,  I  trust  I 
shall  do  so  with  all  the  coolness,  and  cau- 
tioB|  and  drcumspectioBi  befitting  such  an 


ooessioB  ;  and  I  earnestly  hope  that  eveiy 
Boble  Lord  who  engages  in  the  discussion 
may  be  induced  to  preserve  the  same  tone. 
It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  state  to  your 
LordshipS)  for  the  circumstance  must  be 
well  known  to  you,  that  the  collection  of 
tithes  in  Ireland  has  been  the  source  of 
great  violence — has  been  productive  of  much 
outrage,  and  has  given  rise  to  heats  and 
animosities,  which  many  years,  and  mudi 
judicious  legislation,  will  be  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  allay.  It  must  be  well  known  to 
your  Lordships,  as,  indeed,  it  is  to  almost 
every  man  in  the  country,  that  many  of 
the  disturbances  whidi,  under  various  de- 
nominations, have  interfered  with  the  weU- 
being  sad  the  peace  of  Ireland,  may  be 
traced  to  a  resistance  to  the  pajrment  of 
tithes.  It  is  also  acarcely  necessary  fbr 
me  to  observe,  that,  ia  the  year  1822,  ihe 
last  important  disturbances  which  took 
place  there,  gave  oocasion  to  the  introduc- 
tion,  in  the  following  year,  and  the  adop- 
tion by  the  Legislature,  ci  the  well-known 
Tithe  Composition  Act.  Your  Lordships 
must  be  well  aware  that  that  Act  was  at- 
tended  with  success,  produced  considerable 
advantage  to  the  country,  and  gave  general 
satisfaction  to  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people.  I  remember  that  while  I  held 
office  in  that  country,  I  had  my  atten- 
tion drawn  particularly  to  the  subject,  and 
I  can  certainly  aver,  that  the  result  of  my 
observations  left  no  doubt  on  my  mind  that 
it  was  productive  of  the  most  beneficial  ef- 
fects. From  what  has  recently  occurred  in 
Ireland)  there  can,  I  presume,  be  now  very 
little  question  that  ttiere  prevails  in  that 
country  a  S3r8tematic  opposition  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes ,  and  that  in  the  Queen's 
county,  as  well  as  in  parts  adjacent,  it  is 
in  vain  that  any  attempt  is  made  on  the 
part  of  the  dei^y  to  recover  tithes^— it  is 
in  vain  that  they  distrain,  for  no  goods 
seiaed  under  a  distress  can  be  sold.  This 
stete  of  things  has,  in  too  many  instances, 
reduced  the  clergy  to  a  stete  of  the  utmost 
possible  distress.  The  consequence  of  these 
circumstances  is,  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  felt  the  propriety  of  insti- 
tuting an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  this 
unfortunate  stete  of  things.  If  this  were 
owing  to  any  spirit  of  lawless  violence,  a 
satisfactory  answer  might  be  at  once  given 
to  all  inquiries  on  the  subject ;  but  it  must 
be  obvious  that  no  such  spirit  is  sufficient 
to  account  for  the  regular,  systematic,  in- 
domiteble  opposition  to  tithes  which  pre- 
vails in  Ireland.  We  want,  then,  to  as- 
]  certain  whence  it  dots  arise^  and  that  wUl 
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be  one  great  object  for  which  I  propose  to 
nsk  your  Lordshi])s  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee.    The  questions  wliich  will  naturally 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee are,  M'hethcr  the  evils  arising  from 
the  tithe  system  are  attributable  solely  to 
the  mode  of  their  collection,  whether  to 
the  imj>erfect  or  partial  o|)eration  of  the 
Tithe  Composition  Act,  or  to  other  causes 
not  comprehended  in  either  of  these.  I  may 
here  observe,  incidentally,  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  Tithe  Composition  Act 
was  so  limited  in  its  o|)eration   is,  that 
the  tithe  of  agistment  renders  it  partial. 
Again,  another    source   of   the  obstruc- 
tions   which    the    Composition    Act    has 
had  to  encounter,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact,    that  though  the  parishioners   and 
the  incumbents   have   in    many  ])arishes 
agreed  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  yet  the  Diocesan — doubtless  in 
the  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion — has  re- 
fused his  consent ;    many  parishes  are, 
therefore,  left  to  all  the  evils  of  the  ancient 
system,  and  the  Proctor  and  his  attendants 
are  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  license, 
wliich,  in  the  worst   times,   marked  the 
proceedings  of  this  class  of  functionaries. 
The  result  has  been,  that  the  sound  parts 
of  Ireland  have  been  infected  by  the  un- 
sound, and  the  odium  that  the  old  system 
of  collection  alone  ought  to  occasion,  has 
extended  itself  to  tithes  themselves.      I 
shall,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
read  a  passage  from  a  letter,  which  has 
been   sutiplied  to  me  by  my  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  : — "I  am 
confirmed  in  the  views  I  have  above  offered 
to  your  consideration,  from  the  fact  that 
even  in  the  disturbed  districts  of  Clare  and 
Gal  way,  where  composition  was  early  and 
readily  adopted  throughout  the  extensive 
districts  of  the  dioceses  of  Clonfert,  Kil- 
macduagh,  and  Killaloe,  21s  yet  no  opposi- 
tion has  been  generally  made  to  the  pay- 
ment of  com|)Osition  rent ;  but  it  h;is  been 
invariably  considered  as  a  l)oon  and  a  bless- 
ing to  all  parties.     It  is  not  so,  however, 
in  the  county  of  Carlow,  King's  county, 
Queen's  county,   Kilkenny,   and  part  of 
Tipperary  ;    in  fact,   through   the   finest 
lands  of  the  kingtlom,  where  composition 
lias  slowly   and   reluctantly   progressed." 
This,  my  Lords,  I  look  on  as  a  very  ex- 
cellent authority  on  this  matter,  and  the 
fact  of  a  different  feeling  on  the  subject  of 
Tithes  existing  in  different  districts,  un- 
<loubtedly  makes  out  a  strong   C2ise    for 
inquiry.      Another  of  the  greatest  evils 
attached  to  tlie  couditiou  and  aduiinistra- 


tion  of  Church  property  in  Ireland*  has  its 
origin  in  the  extreme  subdivision  of  the 
ecclesiastical  rights  over  it ;  the  nature  of 
which  right  it  is  impossible  I  can  so  well 
express  as  is  expressed  in  another  part  of 
the  same  letter.     The  writer  says,  "  Hie 
broken  and  irregular  character  of  tithes, 
in  the  rust  of  its  great  antiquitj,   renden 
the  variety  and  number  of  dauns  on  the 
land  both  harassing  and  vexatious;   the 
frequency  of  calls,  and  the  uncertainty  of 
receivers,  are  so  varied  and  perplexing,  ai 
to  occasion  much  annoyance  to  the  poor. 
There  are  a  vast  number  of  instances  in 
my  own  parish,    where  one   poor    man, 
whose  whole  tithes  annually  do  not  amount 
to  more  than  I  s,  Sd,  per  annum,  and  yet 
subject  him  to  have  his  cow^  sheep,  piff,  or 
horse,  taken  and  driven  to  pound  six  tunes 
in  the  year  for  tithes,  and  liable^  on  etch 
and  cyery  driving,  to  a  charge  of  2f.  6i. 
driver's  fees,  besides  expense  of  impound- 
ing, and  waste  of  time  from  his  labcnir  in 
seeking  the  person  duly  authorised  to  give 
him  a  receipt.     He  is  liable  to  be  sum- 
moned, moreover,  and  decreed  for  vestry 
cess,  once  in  the  year,  making  annually 
seven  calls,  on  account  of  the  Cuurch,  for 
his  little  plot  of  ground;  besides,  hislittk 
holding  is  liable  to  two  calls  in  the  year 
for  Grand  Jury  public  money,  and  fie* 
quently  two  calls  more  for  Crown  and  quit- 
rent.    Thus,  eleven  calls  are  made  upon 
his  small  holding  in  the  year,  besides  hii 
landlord's  rent,  and  for  sums  trifling  in 
themselves,  but  perplexing  and  ruinous  in 
the  costs  which  attend  them.     Surely  audi 
are  hardships  that  ought  to  be  removed. 
Throughout  the   diocese  of  Clonfert  and 
Kilmacduagh,    in   which   this    parish  is 
situated,  the  Bishop  takes  one-fourth  of 
every  titheable  acre  of  land.    The  county 
is  very  much  broken  up  amongst  cottier 
tenantry,  holding  small  plots  of  an  acre 
each,  with  a  aibin  or  cottage  upon  it;  the 
whole  diocese  is  compounded  for  at  an 
average  rate  of  about  Is,  per  acre."    Your 
Lordships  will  now  see,  tliat  if  ever  there 
was  a  case  which   called  for  legislative 
interferenc*e,  the  present  is  that  case.  Here 
we  have  a  system  which  imperatively  calb 
for  the  tithes  due  to  the  Bishop,  to  the 
Rector,  the  Vicar,  the  Prebend,  and  the 
\'icars  Choral.     It  may  be  said,  perhaps, 
that  the  case  referred  to  is  only  a  local 
evil,  limited  in  its  operation,  and  confined 
in  its  extent ;  but  what  is  the  fact  ?     It 
s])reads  throughout  the  whole  diocese  of 
Clonfert,  which  includes  a  large  portion  of 
the  large  county  of  Galway.    The  Bishop^ 
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it  appears,  is  entitled  to  oue-quarter  of  the 
tithes,  which  amounts  to  U.  an  acre^  and 
the  consequence  of  this  and  other  circum- 
stances of  a  like  nature  is,  that  the  great- 
est possible  difficulty  takes  place  in  the 
collection  of  the  tithes ;  that  none  but  per- 
sons of  low  character,  prepared  to  take 
every  unworthy  advantage,  will  engage  in 
the  collection  of  them.  Such  a  state  of 
things,  I  hesitate  not  to  affirm,  demands 
inquiry  at  our  hands,  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  measure  calculated  to 
remedy  the  evil,  which  has  been  so  long 
and  so  loudly  the  subject  of  complaint.  I 
think  it  is  now  unnecessary  for  me  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  entering  fur- 
ther into  detail.  I  think  I  have  stated 
quite  enough  to  satisfy  any  impartial  man 
tnat  we  ought  to  go  into  a  Committee.  If 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in  possession 
of  the  necessary  information,  and  felt  them- 
selves preparea  to  lay  before  Parliament  an 
adequate  remedy  for  the  evil  which  has 
been  made  the  subject  of  complaint,  I  feel 
that  it  would  be  needless  for  me  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  but  the  Government 
does  not  And  itself  in  that  situation.  A 
noble  Lord  has,  on  a  former  occasion, 
stated,  that  the  Clergy  were  neither  ex- 
orbitant nor  extortionate  in  their  demands, 
neither  did  there  exist  on  the  part  of  the 
people  any  very  strong  indisposition  to  pay 
to  the  Clergy  that  which  was  their  un- 
doubted and  legal  right.  To  meet  the 
wishes  of  both  parties,  and  secure  their 
rights,  it  will  be  part  of  the  business  of 
the  Committee  to  collect,  arrange,  and  ex- 
amine theevidence  which  can  be  adduced  on 
this  subject.  The  Committee  will  further 
have  to  consider  how  far  itwill  be  expedient 
to  extend  toa]l,or,  if  not  to  all,  to  whatparts 
of  Ireland,  the  Composition  Act,  enforcing 
it  compulsorily,  or  whether  it  will  not  be 
wise  to  entitle  the  tenanttopresent  a  receipt 
for  tithe  to  his  landlord,  as  payment  of  his 
rent  pro  tarUo,  or  whether  we  ought  to  look 
to  a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  mea- 
sure, which  will  secure  to  the  Clergy  a 
broader  basis  on  which  to  rest  their  in- 
comes, and  to  the  people  that  relief  from 
the  pressure  of  the  impost  which  the  ne- 
cessit^r  of  the  case  demands.  For  instance, 
facilities  may  be  created  for  the  gradual 
redemption  of  the  tithes,  the  sums  to  be 
procured  by  such  redemption  being  applied 
to  the  formation  of  a  fund  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Clergy  of  the  Irish  Church. 
I  believe  it  will  not,  at  the  present  mo- 
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to  lose — I  believe  it  will  be  admitted  that 
the  emergency  is  pressing  in  the  last  de- 
gree— I  believe  that  no  noble  Lord  will  say 
we  ought  to  hesitate  in  appl}'ing  instant 
means  of  protection  and  defence  M'hen  the 
thunder  threatens  us  over  head,  and  the 
earthquake  rocks  the  ground  on  which  we 
stand.  I  hope,  then,  that  the  course  which 
we  have  resolved  to  take — and  that  which  I 
sincerely  believe  is  the  only  course  left  to 
us — will  have  the  effect  of  establishing 
that  peace  and  tranquillity,  of  which  Ire- 
land stands  so  much  in  need — that  some 
measure  will  be  devised  to  reconcile  ani- 
mosities, diffuse  contentment,  clear  up  dif- 
ficulties, give  scope  for  enlightened  benevo- 
lence, and  for  tne  maintenance  of  equals 
impartial,  and  just  laws.  My  Lords,  I  beg 
leave  to  move,  "  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed,  to  inquire  into  the  collection 
and  payment  of  Tithes  in  Ireland,  the  state 
of  the  laws  relating  thereto,  and  to  report 
their  observations  thereon  to  the  House.*' 
The  question  having  been  put, 
The  Earl  of  Wicklon  said,  in  the  few 
observations  which  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  offer  to  their  Lordships  upon  the 
present  occasion,  he  had  no  intention  of 
opposing  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count, or  of  saying  any  thing  which  could 
tend  to  defeat  the  object  which  he  had  in 
view.  But  he  must  confess,  that  in  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount,  he 
had  been  atnsiderably  disappointed.  He 
did  expect  when  he  came  down  to  the 
House,  that  he  should  have  obtained  some 
insight  into  the  objects  and  intentions  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to 
Ireland.  He  would  not  conceal,  that  the 
reference  to  Ireland  in  his  Majesty's  Speech 
had  given  him  great  satislkction  —  the 
greater  satisfaction,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
previously  entertained  the  apprehension 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  not  suf- 
ficiently alive  to  the  present  dangerous  and 
unfortunate  situation  of  that  country.  He 
had  accordingly  come  to  England  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  with  the 
fixed  determination  of  calling  the  attention 
of  that  House  to  the  subject,  if  this  import- 
ant duty  should  not  be  undertaken  by  any 
body  else.  He  could  confidently  state, 
that  the  noble  Viscount  had  not  exagge- 
rated the  difficulty  which  existed  in  the 
collection  of  tithes,  nor  had  his  description 
nearly  come  up  to  the  extent  of  the  evil. 
He  could  state,  that  many  clergymen  of 
great  respectability,  men  of  talents  and 
education,  were  at  this  moment  in  a  state 
of  Utter  destitutioDj  and  were  compelled  to 
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petitions.  Moreover,  as  it  had  been  de- 
clared to  be  the  petition  of  the  friends  of 
the  Bill,  if  the  county  of  Essex,  which  con- 
tained 300,000  inhabitants,  could  muster 
only  600  friends  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not  a 
very  clear  manifestation  of  the  feelings  of 
the  county  at  large  in  favour  of  Reform. 
As  to  the  High  Sheriff,  he  thought  that 
gentleman  had  exercised  a  very  sound  dis« 
cretion  in  declining  to  convene  the  county, 
after  a  former  meeting  on  the  same  ques- 
tion, and  the  thinness  of  the  meeting 
showed,  that  his  refused  had  not  disappoint- 
ed the  county.  He  thought,  also,  that 
the  High  Sheriff  had  much  reason  to  con- 
gratulate himself  on  not  being  present  at 
a  meeting  where  the  Establislicd  Church 
was  held  up  to  execj^tion  and  obloquy.  He 
alluded  particularly  to  the  language  made 
use  of  by  the  hon.  member  for  Colchester 
(Mr.  Daniel  W.  Harvey);  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  Dissenter,  and  miglit  not  be 
greatly  attached  to  the  Church  of  England, 
but  he  understood  the  attack  he  had  made 
upon  it,  was  so  gross  as  even  to  excite  a 
feeling  of  abhorrence  in  the  auditors.  He 
trusted,  that  the  detestation  then  mani- 
fested would  be  re-echoed  throughout  the 
kingdom.  It  was  time,  that  Gentlemen 
should  see,  that  under  the  colour  of  Reform, 
an  attack  was  to  be  made  upon  all  our 
established  institutions,  and  more  particu- 
larly on  the  Church.  He  trusted  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  attached  to 
that  venerable  establishment,  would  be 
prepared  to  act  as  the  advocates  of  its 
rights,  and  if  no  check  was  put  to  the  pro- 
pagation of  similar  sentiments  to  those 
uttered  by  the  hon.  Member,  who,  he  be- 
lieved spoke  with  sincerity,  then  an  occa- 
sion would  arrive  for  seriously  defending 
the  Church  sooner  than  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers ex|)ected. 

Mr.  Daniel  W,  Harvey  was  convinced, 
that  in  making  these  statements,  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Harwich  (Mr.  Dawson), 
was  merely  rejyorting  facts  that  had  been 
conveyed  to  nim.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  to  assert  thcit  his  o}>serv- 
ations  had  been  received  with  execration, 
by  the  persons  present  at  the  Essex  Meet- 
ing, he  would  say,  in  return,  that  this 
statement  was  as  erroneous  as  that  which 
referred  to  the  numbers  present.  The 
right  hon.  Meml)cr  only  did  him  justice  in 
asserting,  that  he  sincerely  believed  the 
opinions  he  uttered.  It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  best  friends  of  the  Established 
Church,  in  that  House,  and  out  of  that 
House^  and  he  would  second  it  by  voice  and 


vote^  that  the  religious  and  political  insti* 
tutions  of  the  country  ought  to  be  discon- 
nected. The  prevailing  sentiment  at  the 
Essex  meeting  was  one  of  deep  regret,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Bishops,  in  the  decisioQ 
of  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  Reform  Bill, 
had  strengthened  a, feeling  of  hostility  to 
the  Church.  The  right  hon.  G^entleman 
had  rated  those  who  attended  the  meeting 
at  between  600  and  700  persons ;  whereas 
there  were  at  least  1,000  or  1,200;  and  one 
reason  why  the  attendance  was  so  limited 
was,  that  the  county  felt  satisfied  in  the 
declaration  of  Ministers,  that  the  Bill  which 
they  intended  to  bring  forward,  should  be 
as  efficient  as  the  Bill  of  last  session.  Was 
it  to  be  concluded,  tha(  all  who  did  not 
attend  the  meeting  were  Anti-reibrmers  ? 
The  truth  was,  that  the  county  was  unanl* 
mous  for  Reform,  and  he  doubted  whether 
an  opponent  of  the  measure  eould  be  fimail, 
beyond  the  Corporation  of  Harwidi,  whidi 
had  such  solid  reasons  for  oppositioD. 
Those  who  were  called  Anti-relbrmers 
showed  no  want  of  tact  upon  thisoccasioB, 
for  they  issued  a  counter  address  on  the 
morning  of  the  meeting,  in  which  they  set 
forth  the  necessity  of  Reform,  arising  oat 
of  the  state  of  the  public  mind,  in  terms  to 
which  no  reformer  at  that  meeting  would 
have  refused  to  subscribe.  His  principal 
object  in  rising  was,  not  to  repel  an  attach, 
for  he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  mean  to  make  one,  but  simply  to 
assure  the  House,  he  had  not  been  heard 
with  execration,  but  the  same  feeling  was 
manifested  there  as  was  general  throngh- 
out  the  country,  and  that  was,  a  feeling  of 
deep  regret,  that  certain  Members  of  the 
other  House  should  have  given  the  real 
enemies  of  the  Church  such  a  prodigious 
advantage. 

Mr.  I^ennard  was  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Harwich.  He  had  hoped  that  the  lesson  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received  at  the 
Sussex  meeting,  would  have  prevented  his 
future  interference  with  counties  with 
which  he  had  no  connexion.  He  regretted, 
however,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  would 
persist  in  interfering,  that  he  had  not  been 
presentat  the  Essex  meeting, for  he  wassure 
the  hon.  member  for  Colchester  had  much 
underrated  the  Meml)ers  present.  In  his  opi- 
nion at  least  2,000  personsattended  the  meet- 
ing in  question.  The  weight  to  be  attach- 
ed to  it  was  not,  however,  to  be  derived  from 
tlicnnmljers  present,  but  from  the  circum- 
stances that  called  it  together.  The  re- 
quisition had  been  signed  by  between  1|500 
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and  1  ,^00  of  the  most  respectable  persons 
in  £8sex,  and  there  would  have  been  an 
orerwhelming  display  of  numerical  force, 
had  it  not  been  expected  that  the  Resolu- 
tions would  pass  without  opposition.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to 
remarks  which  had  been  uttered  at  that 
meetings  relating  to  the  Established 
Church.  The  allusion  could  not  apply  to 
him,  but  he  suspected  that  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  had  received  his  information  as 
to  what  had  been  said  respecting  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  from  an  incorrect  source. 
Perhaps  he  had  derived  it  from  the  reports 
in  the  London  papers,  which,  on  this  occa- 
sion^ were  not  distinguished  by  their  usual 
accuracy.  He  said  this,  because  he  knew 
it  to  be  the  case  with  what  he  had  said 
himself  at  that  meeting,  as  well  as  the 
reports  given  of  what  other  Gentlemen  had 
said  on  the  occasion.  With  respect  to  the 
Church,  he  must  saTy  as  a  friend  to  that 
establishment,  that  there  would  be  no  safety 
for  it,  unless  some  of  its  own  friends  under- 
took a  revision  of  its  laws  and  condition. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  was  the  moral  to  be  drawn  from  the 
feelinff  which  had  been  exhibited  towards 
the  Church  at  the  different  Reform  meet- 
ings which  had  lately  taken  place  through- 
out the  country  .>  Was  it  not  evident, 
that  the  Legislature  must  shortly  turn 
its  attention  towards  such  methods  as 
would  allay  the  angry  feelings  which  now 
prevailed  towards  the  Church,  and  endea- 
vour to  conciliate  the  people  ?  This  was 
a  measure  which  must  be  undertaken  by 
Ministers,  and  he  did  hope,  that  so  soon  as 
they  had  leisure  for  so  important  a  task, 
the  opportunity  would  not  be  lost.  With 
respect  to  the  petition  now  before  the 
House,  he  trusted  he  might  be  permitted 
to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  strong  feeling 
in  flavour  of  Reform  which  pervaded  the 
whole  county  of  Essex.  This  petition  was 
adopted  in  the  full  confidence  that  the 
measure  of  Reform  to  be  brought  forward 
would  be  found  as  efficient  as  the  last. 
He  was  happy  to  say,  the  petitioners 
would  not  be  disappointed.  He  was  of 
the  same  opinion  as  his  hon.  friend, 
with  regard  to  the  new  Bill,  and  while  it 
was  calculated  to  conciliate  many  oppo- 
nents, it  was,  in  all  material  points^  quite 
ns  efficient  as  the  last  measure. 

Mr.  Western  trusted  the  House  would 
permit  him  to  make  a  few  observations,  in 
reference  to  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  member  for  Har- 
wich (Mr.  Dawson),  who,  although  not 


presentj  had  confounded  the  sentiments  of 
the  meeting  with  those  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  (Mr.  D.  W. 
Harvey).  Such  a  mode  of  inference  was 
unfair,  and  the  meeting  at  large  ought  not 
to  be  considered  responsible  for  individual 
opinions.  The  House,  he  trusted,  would 
look  to  the  petition  as  the  index  of  the 
opinions  of  the  meeting.  Certainly  many 
oDservations  were  made  at  the  meeting  not 
relevant  to  the  question  of  Reform.  The 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  had  delivered 
opinions  upon  several  most  important 
questions,  in  none  of  which  he  agreed,  and 
he  was  conscious  the  feelings  of  the  meet- 
ing were  not  with  the  hon.  Member.  If 
he  thought  otherwise,  if  he  believed  the 
opinions  of  the  freeholders  of  Essex  were  so 
different  from  his  own  on  these  subjects,  he 
should  no  longer  desire  to  represent  that 
county. 

Mr.  Wellesley  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for  Harwich, 
that  the  members  for  the  county  of  Essex 
had  no  need  of  profuse  expense  to  keep  the 
reforming  interest  together.  As  a  proof  of 
the  spirit  that  prevailed  on  the  subject  of 
Reform,  he  must  adduce  the  fact,  that  his 
colleague  and  himself  had  been  returned 
free  of  all  expense  at  the  last  election  ;  and 
a  balance  of  the  subscription  still  remained 
in  hand.  With  respect  to  the  public 
breakfast  which  the  hon.  Member  haa  been 
so  severe  u];K>n,  it  had  been  given  chiefly 
to  his  tenants,  as  a  mark  of  his  attention. 
No  exertions  were  made  by  Reformers  to 
get  up  the  meeting,  but  great  exertions 
were  made  by  their  opponents  to  prevent 
it.  It  was  no  less  singular  than  true,  that 
though  a  variety  of  influential  places  in  the 
county  were  held  by  persons  who  did  all 
in  their  power  to  traverse  the  views  of 
Ministers  and  their  supporters,  the  feelinff 
in  favour  of  Reform  was  still  general  and 
strong. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Post  Office  Tax  om  Nbwspapsrs.] 
On  the  Motion  by  Lord  Althorp,  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Lottery  Ticket  Bill. 

Sir  Hichard  Vyvyan  begged  to  take  that 
opportunity  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the 
'rrcasury  certain  questions  relative  to  the 
management  of  the  Post-office.  It  ap- 
peared from  certain  statements  which  had 
recently  got  into  circulation,  that  a  tax 
was  levied  at  the  Post-office^  by  what 
authority  he  knew  not,  on  all  Newspapers 
sent  from  abroad,  and  on  all  British  papers 
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sent  out  of  the  country.  The  price  of  a 
Paris  paper  to  any  person  residing  in  Lon- 
don was  10/.  a-year.  Now  it  was  well 
known  that  tlie  price  of  that  paper  in  Paris 
was  little  more  than  IM,  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  extra  //.  charged  to  the 
English  subscriber,  went  into  the  coffers 
of  the  Post-office,  or  into  those  of  the  Post- 
office  Clerks,  and  if  into  those  of  the  latter, 
by  what  authority,  parliamentary  or  other- 
wise ?  There  was  also  a  tax  imposed  in 
the  same  quarter,  by  whose  authority  he 
knew  not,  on  British  papers  imported  into 
our  colonies.  This  was  a  serious  injury 
to  the  revenue  at  home,  and  also  to  our 
colonists  abroad.  He  wished  to  know  by 
what  authority  both  the  tax  on  foreign 
papers  imported  into  this  country,  and  the 
tax  on  British  papers  exported  to  our  own 
colonies,  was  imposed  ? 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  was  not  prepared  with 
an  answer  to  these  questions  at  present, 
but  would  be  to-morrow.  He  admitted 
the  subject  was  of  much  importance,  and 
he  would  have  it  investigated. 

Bill  committed ;  Report  to  be  received 
to-morrow. 

TiTiiKs  (Ieeland).]  Mr. //f/7we  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  a  Return  having 
been  ordered  on  a  former  evening  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  (Sir  Robert  Inglis),  re- 
8|>ecting  the  Tithes  which  were  the  pro- 
])erty  of  Laymen  in  Ireland,  he  wished,  in 
order  that  the  Returns  might  be  complete, 
to  obtain  a  similar  Return  respecting  the 
Tithes  which  were  in  the  hands  of  Church- 
men in  that  country.  He  therefore  begged 
leave  to  move,  "  That  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  that  he  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions, 
that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a 
Return,  by  the  Registrar  in  each  diocese 
in  Ireland,  of  the  number  of  parishes,  the 
tithes  of  which,  or  a  modus,  are  in  whole 
or  in  part  the  property  of,  and  paid  to  the 
use  of  any  Bishop  or  person  in  Holy  Orders, 
specifying  the  name  of  such  Bishop  or  per- 
son in  Holy  Orders,  and  the  amount  of  the 
income  which  he  has  derived  from  tithes, 
or  from  a  modus,  from  each  such  parish  or 
extra  parochial  place,  on  the.  average  of 
the  last  three  years  on  account  of  tithes 
and  modus,  stating,  if  under  the  Tithe 
Composition  Act,  or  not;  distinguishing 
whether  the  tithes  be  rectorial  or  vicarial, 
and  the  amount  levied  on  arable  and  pas- 
ture land,  respectively.'* 

Mr.   Goulburn  said,   this   was  a    most 


tremendous  Motion,  and  if  it  were  agreed 
to  he  knew  not  how  it  could  be  executed. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  there  was  no  other 
novelty  in  the  Motion  than  that  it  dis- 
tinguished the  arable  from  the  pasture 
land,  a  distinction  he  was  ready  to  expunge, 
if  there  was  any  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  objections  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  he  so  much  to  the  informatioo 
called  for,  as  to  the  means  of  obtaining  it, 
and  he  was  also  of  opinion,  that  there  would 
be  the  utmost  difficulty  in  procuring  it, 
particularly  M'ith  the  nice  distinctions  re- 
quired. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  declared  himself 
equally  hostile  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
friend  the  member  for  Oxford,  and  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
But  as  the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend  had 
been  granted,  he  did  not  see  how  the  other 
Motion  could  be  resisted.  Both  attacked 
the  rights  of  property.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, surprising  that  the  hon.  member  Ibr 
Middlesex  should  press  for  this  Return, 
because  he  had  always  avowed,  that  he 
considered  the  property  of  the  Church 
national  .  property.  He  held  diffisrent 
opinions.  He  looked  upon  Church  pro- 
perty as  the  property  either  of  individuals 
or  of  Cori)orations,  and  if  the  House  de- 
manded these  Returns,  it  might  with 
equal  justice  demand  from  every  Gentle- 
man in  that  House,  the  amount  of  the 
rents  which  he  rcceive<l  for  his  estate.  la* 
deed  many  estates  were  held  on  the  same 
tenure ;  if  therefore  the  property  of  the 
Church  of  England  belonged  to  the  State. 
so  also  did  that  part  of  the  Church  pro- 
l)erty  which  liad  been  purchased  by  indi- 
viduals as  well  as  that  which  haa  been 
granted  to  noble  families  in  the  time  of 
Henry  8tli ;  rather  than  see  the  principle 
acknowledged,  that  tithes  were  national 
property,  he  would  prefer  seeing  his  hon. 
friend's  order  cancelled,  and  -the  question 
now  before  them  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  all  he  wanted  was,  to 
have  both  Motions  put  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing ;  if  the  hon.  Member  would  eive  notice 
of  his  intention  to  withdraw  his  motion, 
he  (iMr.  Hume)  would  most  likely  follow 
his  example. 

Sir  Charts  Wcthercll  also  objected  to 
the  Motion,  but  was  not  surprised,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had  made  it, 
considering  the  doctrines  which  he  had 
propagated  so  sedulously  regarding  Church 
property  being  national  property.  If  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  was  to 
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form  a  kind  of  schedule  to  facilitate  the 
carrying  of  that  point,  he  would  at  once 
say,  the  House  could  not  concur  with  him. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  put  a  construction  upon 
his  Motion  which  the  words  would  not 
bear,  but  if  the  object  of  his  Motion  ne- 
cessarily was,  to  despoil  one  class  of  per- 
sons, the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oxford  was  open  to  the  same  objections. 
He  was  not  in  the  House  when  that 
motion  was  made,  but  on  seeing  it  he 
thought  it  quite  right  to  have  the  whole 
view  of  the  case  before  them. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  insinuations  that  the  motion  he 
had  made  wasunfairlycarried,orthatitcould 
be  attended  with  any  danger  to  the  Church 
establishment  He  Jiad  moved  for  the 
same  Return  in  April,  1830,  and  then  had 
no  idea  there  were  objections  to  it ;  but  on 
the  re-assembling  of  Parliament,  as  he 
had  found  no  Return  had  been  made  to  his 
former  motion,  he  had  renewed  it,  when  he 
understood  there  were  difficulties  which 
prevented  such  a  Return  being  made  out. 
No  objection,  however,  had  then  been  ureed 
to  its  principles.  On  that  occasion  he  had 
stated,  that  he  had  objections  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  House  with  property  of  any 
kind,  but  as  invidious  attempts  had  been 
made  to  drag  the  clerical  holders  of  tithes 
before  the  public,  he  wished  to  have  the 
same  measure  of  justice  dealt  out  to  the 
lay  holders.  His  object  had  been  limited 
to  that  point,  and  to  ascertain  if  the  lay- 
holders  possessed  any  stipend  which  ougnt 
to  belong  to  the  clergy. 

Mr.  Crampion  said,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  any  Return  could  be  made  either 
to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ox- 
ford, or  to  that  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  To  whom  was  either  order  to 
be  addressed? — by  whom  was  it  to  be 
obeyed  ?  They  might  as  well  ask  every 
Gentleman  in  Ireland  to  tell  them  the 
amount  of  the  rents  of  his  estate,  as  every 
lay  or  Church  impropriator  to  tell  them 
the  amount  of  his  tithes.  Besides,  what 
authority  had  they  to  compel  such  a  Re- 
turn from  either  Church  or  lay  impro- 
priator ?  They  might  order  every  lawyer 
in  Ireland  to  tell  them  the  amount  of  his 
feeSy  but  by  what  authority  could  they 
obtain  an  answer  to  such  an  order  ?  He 
thought  it  advisable  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Oxford  should  move,  that  his  order  be 
rescinded,  and  then  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  would  not 
diject  to  withdraw  his  Motion.    At  the 

VOL.  IX.  {JKl} 


same  time,  he  wished  for  the  information 
as  much  as  the  hon.  Members  themselves, 
for  he  was  satisfied^  the  more  the  state  of 
Church  property  was  investigated,  the  less 
reason  would  there  be  found  for  the  ex- 
aggerated accounts  that  had  gone  abroad 
respecting  its  property. 

Sir  lloberl  Peel  said,  he  entirely  ac- 
quiesced in  the  very  sensible  and  judicious 
view  of  this  question  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  Solicitor-General  for  Ireland.  If 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  was  perse- 
vered in,  for  a  Return  from  the  lay  im- 
propriators, that  furnished  a  sufficient  pre- 
cedent for  a  Return  of  tithes  held  by  the 
clergy ;  but  there  were  strone  objections 
to  publish  the  names  of  the  clerical  holders 
of  tithes  in  the  present  excited  state  of  the 
public  mind.  As  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland  had  given  notice  of  a  motion 
relating  to  tithes,  perhaps  the  whole  ques- 
tion had  better  be  left  in  his  hands.  At 
all  events,  he  should  recommend  his  hon. 
friend  to  give  notice  to  have  his  order  can- 
celled, and  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  would  withdraw  that 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  if  these  Motions  were 
persevered  in,  he  should  make  a  similar 
motion  with  respect  to  England,  for  surely 
Church  property  in  each  ought  to  be 
placed  upon  an  equdl  footing. 

Mr.  Shell  did  not  see  what  good  ground 
of  objection  existed  to  the  Motions.  Re- 
turns had  been  already  made  from  1,191 
clergymen  who  had  made  composition  for 
their  tithes,  and  the  amount  for  which  the 
composition  was  made ;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  Returns  should  be  refused  from  those 
parishes  where  no  such  composition  had 
been  made.  Why  such  objections  were 
made  when  they  had  obtained  Returns 
from  all  the  Irish  Bishops,  except  three,  he 
could  not  ima^ne.  These  Returns,  too, 
be  it  recollected,  gave  the  actual  amount 
of  these  sees.  When  they  had  lately  got 
so  much  insight  into  the  temporal  affairs 
of  the  Irish  Church,  he  was  surprised  that 
such  impediments  were  now  started  to 
their  obtaining  more  complete  ones,  especi- 
ally as  the  Irish  Primate  himself  had 
allowed  that  it  was  advisable  such  Returns 
should  be  furnished,  to  convince  the  public 
that  the  revenues  of  the  Church  had  been 
much  exaggerated. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  the  Returns  now  sought 
for,  and  those  made  pursuant  to  Act  of 
Parliament.  Under  the  Tithe  Composition 
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Act,  the  amouDt  was  re^stered,  and  there 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  it  in 
each  case. 

Sir  Eobcri  Inglis  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had 
coupled  their  Motions  together ;  however, 
he  was  ready  to  give  notice  that  his  should 
be  rescinded. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  whole  proceeding 
only  shewed,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Oxford  could  meddle  with  the  Church 
without  any  question,  while  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  was  forbidden  to  do 
so.  He  would  therefore  postpone  his 
Motion,  and  when  the  hon.  Member  gave 
notice  of  the  discharge  of  his,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  would  be  prepared  to  shew  the 
necessity  for  the  Return  he  required.  At 
all  events,  three  preceding  Parliaments 
had  sanctioned  the  principle  of  such  a 
Return. 

Motion  withdrawn,  and  Sir  Robert 
Inglis  gave  notice,  that  he  would  move  to 
have  his  order  rescinded. 

Commercial  Trbatikb.]  Mr.  Robin- 
son moved  for  Copies  of  all  the  Treaties 
relative  to  Trade  and  Navigation  entered 
into  between  Great  Britain  and  other 
States ;  also  specifying  those  States  with 
which  no  such  Treaties  were  entered  into. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  the  Return 
would  be  very  voluminous,  and  not  neces- 
sary :  almost  all  these  treaties  were  already 
before  the  House,  and  nearly  all  of  them 
published  in  a  more  commodious  shape 
than  they  would  be  under  the  Order  of  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Member  only  wished 
for  one  or  two  particular  treaties,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  grant  them,  but 
the  Return  to  the  Motion,  as  it  now  stood, 
would  occasion  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
expense. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  on  a  late  occasion  a 
treaty  nearly  two  centuries  old  had  been 
produced  to  them,  and  the  House  were 
told  their  proceedings  must  be  founded  upon 
such  a  document  as  that,  of  which  the  ex- 
istence was  not  previously  knoM'n.  He 
had  at  that  time  declared  it  as  his  opinion, 
that  it  was  adnsable  that  a  complete  List 
of  the  Treaties  in  force  should  be  made  out, 
or  that  there  should  be  some  authorized 
means  of  reference  to  them  which  would 
obviate  the  inconvenience  of  an  almost 
obsolete  treaty  being  brought  forward  un- 
expectedly for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
their  judgment. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  had  no  wish  to 
create  txpense,  or  cause  unnecessary  trouble. 


but  he  was  not  aware  where  he  eould  otaiB 
the  information  he  required  His  Hotioa 
did  not  refer  to  political  treaties  bat  to 
those  merely  connected  with  commeroe  and 
navigation,  and  he  thought  It  of  importanae 
to  know  with  what  States  we  had  such 
treaties,  particularly  as  we  seemed  to  be 
going  on  a  system  as  if  no  treaties  were 
necessary,  or  as  if  they  intended  everything 
to  find  its  own  level.  However,  ke  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 
^Iotion  withdrawn. 


HOUSE  OF  1.0RD8, 
Thursday^  December  15,  1831. 

MnruTBS.]    Bilk  read  a  flnt  time.    For  amoi^lDc  Um  I«w 
with  respect  to  Contenpt  of  Eccleifwtteal  Courtiia 

Rcturnf  ord«rad.  On  tha  If  otkm  of  tfw  Sal  af  Bm* 
■owBT,  M  AbitxMft  of  the  total  ttatSam  d  Cmitm  li 
each  dioceac  in  England  and  Walei,  ■*'«^»*|f  It  % 
Returns  made  by  the  Aichtaiihopi  and  lilAo|ia  to  Mi  M^ 
Jeaty*!  most  honouiaUa  Privy  Cmmitl  ft 
distinguishing  th«  numhw  resiidiat  in  ttia 
and  the  number  resident  in  the  Pariabt 
number  of  those  who  are  Lieenied,  and  tbe  MMNBtt  tf 
stipends  arranged  in  Glasses  of  lOL  and 
and  under  SOL,  SOL  and  under  iOL  Also.  Um 
of  Livings  held  by  Non-resident  Ineumbentit  v 
of  the  gross  annual  value  of  500L  and  •pwd/and 
MO/.  And  also,  Abstraet  of  the  muabar  Md 
Non-resident  Incumbents,  and  of  the  nnmbar  of  ] 
Incumbents,  according  to  the  DioeesiD  Batumi  tat  Um 
year  1839. 

Holland  and  Dklgium.]  The  Earl 
of  Aberdeen,  before  their  Lordabipe  pro* 
ceeded  to  the  Order  of  the  Day,  hegged  to 
state^  that  as  he  had  reason  to  expectyfron 
the  improved  health  of  a  noble  Duke«  that 
he  would  be  able  in  a  short  time  to  attead 
in  his  place  in  that  House,  and  aa  he  ahs 
expected  that  an  early  adjournment  of  the 
House  would  take  place,  lie  would  for  dw 
present  postpone  the  motion  upon  the 
foreign  relations  of  the  country,  ao  far  as 
Belgium  and  Holland  were  conoeroed,  ef 
which  he  had  given  notice,  as  much  ea 
the  part  of  the  noble  Duke  as  of  himaelf. 
He  nad  the  satis^tion  of  knowing  that, 
with  respect  to  the  main  subject  of  that 
motion,  the  affairs  of  the  Netherlands,  the 
opinion  of  his  noble  friend  entirely  oon« 
curred  with  his  own ;  and  he  could  not 
but  be  sensible  that  their  Lordships  would 
be  much  more  desirous  of  hearing  the 
noble  Duke  than  himself  upon  a  subject, 
in  which  he  had  so  peculiar  a  claim  to  their 
attention.  lie  saw  that  a  paper  had  Te> 
cently  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  containing  an 
account  ''  of  the  Sums  contributed  by 
(ireat  Britain  for  the  erection  of  Fortift- 
cations  in  the  Netherlands^  or  towarda  the 
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dtfaff  m&  iiie0rporatiOB  of  the  Belgic 
pnmooes  wttii  HolUod^  undo:  the  Om- 
vestioB  of  the  i3tli  of  August,  1814/' 
He  understood  tlieee  fortifioetions  were 
wm  tobe  denolifibed,  therefore  he  8U{i|»oeed 
there  could  be  no  ol^edtion  to  kyaMmthu* 
aooouut  before  that  Houee. 

Earl  Grti^  had  no  objectioii  te  the  pro- 
doctioD  of  die  Returas. 

Ordered  aocordingiy. 

TfTHBS  IN  IaBLAKD.3  Ou  the  MotioD 
of  VMOount  MelbourDey  the  €^k  read 
the  foUoving  passage  from  his  Mi^ty's 
Speech : — "  la  parts  of  Irektod  a  system- 
atic oppositiOB  nas  been  made  to  the  pay- 
ment of  Ttthea,  attended  in  some  lOitaDoes 
with  aflicting  results ;  and  it  will  be  one 
of  your  first  duties  to  inquire  whether  it 
may  aot  be  possible  to  elect  improreaieDts 
in  the  hws  ra^wctiag  this  subject,  whidi 
aiay  aibrd  the  nooessary  prot^ctioB  to  the 
JBsUblished  Churchy  and  at  the  same  time 
remofe  the  present  causes  of  complaint. 
But  oo  this,  and  every  other  question 
•fleeting  Ireland,  it  is  above  all  things 
necessary  to  look  to  the  best  means  of  se- 
curing internal  peace  and  order,  which 
alone  seems  wanting  to  raise, a  country 
biassed  by  Providence  with  so  many  natural 
advantages  to  a  state  of  the  greatest  pros- 
perity." 

Viscount  Mtlhourfi€  then  spoke  nearly 
as  ff^lowB :— •!  rise  to  address  your  Lord- 
abips,  in  obedience  to  that  part  of  his  Ma^- 
jesty's  most  gracious  Sueecli  which  has 
just  been  read,  and. to  follow  up  the  conse- 
quences to  which  it  leads,  by  requesting 
your  Lordships  to  authoriae  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
system  by  which  tiie  collection  and  pay- 
ment of  Tithes  is  regulated  in  Ireland. 
This  is  a  motion  to  which,  recollecting  the 
unanimity  with  which  your  Lordships 
agreed  to  the  Address  to  his  Majesty,  in 
answer  to  his  Speech,  I  anticipate  little  or 
no  opposition,  though  1  feel  as  much  as 
any  one  can  the  difficulty  and  the  import- 
ance* of  the  subject  to  which  I  would,  upon 
the  present  occasion,  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House.  I  feel,  that  the  question  of 
tithes  has  created  more  animosity  in  pri- 
rate,  and  given  occasion  to  more  open  vio- 
lence than,  perhaps,  any  other  subject 
which  has  agitated  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  In  entering,  then,  upon  this 
preliminary  stage  of  the  proceeding  which 
I  intend  to  lav  before  the  House,  I  trust  I 
shall  do  so  with  all  the  coolness,  and  cau- 
tioD|  and  drcumspectioo;  befitting  such  an 


oceasiOB  $  and  I  earnestly  hope  that  every 
BoMe  Lord  who  engages  in  the  discusacm 
majr  be  induced  to  preserve  the  same  tone. 
It  18  unnecessary  for  me  to  state  to  your 
Lordships,  for  the  circumstance  must  be 
well  known  to  you,  that  the  collection  of 
titiies  in  Ireland  has  been  the  source  of 
great  violence — has  been  productive  of  mudi 
outrage,  and  has  given  rise  to  heats  and 
animosities,  which  many  years,  and  mudi 
judicious  legislation,  will  be  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  allay.  It  must  be  well  known  to 
your  Lordships,  as,  indeed,  it  is  to  almost 
erery  man  in  the  country,  that  many  of 
the  disturbances  which,  under  various  de- 
nominations, have  interfered  with  the  well- 
bdi^  and  the  peace  of  Ireland,  may  be 
traced  to  a  resistance  to  the  payment  of 
tithes.  It  is  also  ocarcely  necessary  for 
me  to  ofaserve,  that,  in  the  year  1822,  tiie 
last  important  disturbances  which  took. 
plaoe  there,  gave  occasion  to  the  introduc- 
tion, in  the  following  year,  and  the  adop- 
tion by  the  Legislature,  iA  the  well-known 
Tithe  Composition  Act.  Your  Lordships 
must  be  well  aware  that  that  Act  was  at- 
tended with  success,  produced  considerable 
advantage  to  the  country,  and  gave  general 
satisfaction  to  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people.  I  remember  that  while  I  held 
office  in  that  country,  I  had  my  atten- 
tion drawn  particularly  to  the  subject,  and 
I  can  certainly  aver,  that  the  result  of  my 
observations  left  no  doubt  on  my  mind  that 
it  was  productive  of  the  most  beneficial  ef- 
fects. From  what  has  recently  occurred  in 
Ireland,  there  can,  I  presume,  be  now  very 
little  question  that  there  prevails  in  that 
country  a  S3rstematic  opposition  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes ,  and  that  in  the  Queen's 
county,  as  well  as  in  parts  adjacent,  it  is 
in  vain  that  any  attempt  is  made  on  the 
part  of  the  clergy  to  recover  tithes— it  is 
in  vain  that  they  distrain,  for  no  goods 
seised  under  a  distress  can  be  sold.  This 
state  of  things  has,  in  too  many  instances, 
reduced  the  clergy  to  a  state  of  the  utmost 
possible  distress.  The  consequence  of  these 
circumstances  is,  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  felt  the  propriety  of  insti- 
tuting an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  this 
unfortunate  state  of  things.  If  this  were 
owing  to  any  spirit  of  lawless  violence,  a 
satisfactory  answer  might  be  at  once  given 
to  all  inquiries  on  the  subject ;  but  it  must 
be  obvious  that  no  such  spirit  is  sufficient 
to  account  for  the  regular,  systematic,  in- 
domitable opposition  to  tithes  which  pre- 
vails in  Ireland.  We  want,  then,  to  as- 
certain whence  it  does  arise^  and  that  will 
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be  one  great  object  for  which  I  propose  to 
ask  your  Lordships  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee.    The  questions  which  will   naturally 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee are,  whether  the  evils  arising  from 
the  tithe  system  are  attributable  solely  to 
the  mode  of  their  collection,  whether  to 
the  im|)erfect  or  partial   o{)eration  of  the 
Tithe  Composition  Act,  or  to  other  causes 
not  comprehended  in  either  of  these.  I  may 
here  observe,  incidentally,  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  Tithe  Composition  Act 
was  so  limited  in  its  operation   is,  that 
the  tithe  of  agistment  renders  it  partial. 
Again,  another    source   of   the  obstruc- 
tions   which    the    Composition    Act    has 
had  to  encounter,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact,    that  though  the  parishioners   and 
the  incumbents   have   in    many  parishes 
agreed  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  yet  the  Diocesan — doubtless  in 
the  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion — has  re- 
fused his  consent ;    many  parishes  are, 
therefore,  left  to  all  the  evils  of  the  ancient 
system,  and  the  Proctor  and  his  attendants 
are  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  license, 
which,  in  the  worst   times,   marked  the 
proceedings  of  this  class  of  functionarieis. 
The  result  has  been,  that  the  sound  parts 
of  Ireland  have  been  Infected  by  the  un- 
sound, and  the  odium  that  the  old  system 
of  collection  alone  ought  to  occasion,  has 
extended  itself  to  tithes  themselves.      I 
shall,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
read  a  passage  from  a  letter^  which  has 
been   supplied  to  me  by   my  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  : — **I  am 
confirmed  in  the  views  I  have  above  oflfered 
to  your  consideration,  from  the  fact  that 
even  in  the  disturbed  districts  of  Clare  and 
Galway,  where  composition  was  early  and 
readily  adopted  throughout  the  extensive 
districts  of  the  dioceses  of  Clonfert,  Kil- 
macduagh,  and  Killaloe,  as  yet  no  opposi- 
tion has  been  generally  maae  to  the  pay- 
ment of  composition  rent ;  but  it  has  been 
invariably  considered  as  a  lK)on  and  a  bless- 
ing to  all  parties.     It  is  not  so,  however, 
in  the  county  of  Carlow,  King's  county, 
Queen's  county,   Kilkenny,   and  part  of 
Tipperary  ;    in  fact,   through   the   finest 
lands  of  the  kingdom,  where  composition 
has  slowly  and   reluctantly   progressed." 
This,  my  Lords,  I  look  on  as  a  very  ex- 
cellent authority  on  this  matter,  and  the 
fact  of  a  different  feeling  on  the  subject  of 
Tithes  existing  in  different  districts,  un- 
doubtedly makes  out  a  strong   case    fur 
inquiry.     Another  of  the  greatest  evils 
attached  to  the  couditiou  and  administra- 


tion of  Church  property  in  Ireland^  has  its 
origin  in  the  extreme  subdi vision  of  the 
ecclesiastical  rights  over  it ;  the  nature  of 
which  right  it  is  impossible  I  can  so  well 
express  as  is  expressed  in  another  part  of 
the  same  letter.     The  writer  says,  "  Tlie 
broken  and  irregular  character  of  tithes, 
in  the  rust  of  its  great  antiquity,  renders 
the  variety  and  number  of  claims  on  the 
land  both  harassing  and  vexatious;    the 
frequency  of  calls,  and  the  uncertainty  of 
receivers,  are  so  varied  and  perplexing,  as 
to  occasion  much  annoyance  to  the  poor. 
There  are  a  vast  number  of  instances  io 
my  own  parish,    where  one  poor    man, 
whose  whole  tithes  annually  do  not  amount 
to  more  than  1  s,  Sd.  per  annum,  and  yet 
subject  him  to  have  his  cow,  sheep,  piff,  or 
horse,  taken  and  driven  to  pound  six  tunes 
in  the  year  for  tithes,  and  liable,  on  each 
and  every  driving,  to  a  charge  of  2s.  6i. 
driver's  fees,  besides  expense  of  impound- 
ing, and  waste  of  time  from  his  labour  in 
seeking  the  person  duly  authorised  to  give 
him  a  receipt.    He  is  liable  to  be  sum- 
moned, moreover,  and  decreed  for  vestry 
cess,  once  in  the  year,  making  annually 
seven  aills,  on  account  of  the  Church,  m 
his  little  plot  of  ground ;  besides,  his  little 
holding  is  liable  to  two  calls  in  the  year 
for  Grand  Jury  public  money,   and  fee* 
quently  two  calls  more  for  Crown  and  quit- 
rent.     Thus,  eleven  calls  are  made  upon 
his  small  holding  in  the  year,  besides  his 
landlord's  rent,  and  for  sums  trifling  in 
themselves,  but  perplexing  and  ruinous  in 
the  costs  which  attend  them.     Surely  such 
are  hardships  that  ought  to  be  removed. 
Throughout  the   diocese  of  Clonfert  and 
Kilmacduagh,    in   which   this   parish  is 
situated,  the  Bishop  takes  one-fourth  of 
every  titheable  acre  of  land.    The  county 
is  very  much  broken  up  amongst  cottier 
tenantry,  holding  small  plots  of  an  acre 
each,  with  a  cabin  or  cottage  upon  it;  the 
whole  diocese  is  compounded  for  at  an 
average  rate  of  about  U.  per  acre."    Your 
Lordships  will  now  see,  tiiat  if  ever  there 
was  a  case  which   called  for  legislative 
interference,  the  present  is  that  case.  Here 
we  have  a  system  which  imperatively  calls 
for  the  tithes  due  to  the  Bishop,  to  the 
Rector,  the  Vicar,  the  Prebend,  and  the 
Vicars  Choral.     It  may  be  said,  perhaps, 
that  the  case  referred  to  is  only  a  local 
evil,  limited  in  its  operation,  and  confined 
in  its  extent ;  but  what  is  the  fiict?     It 
spreads  tlin»ughout  the  whole  diocese  of 
Clonfert,  which  includes  a  large  portion  of 
the  large  county  of  Galway.    The  BishofH 
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it  appears,  is  entitled  to  oue-quarter  of  the 
tithes,  which  amounts  to  U.  an  acre^  and 
the  consequence  of  this  and  other  circum- 
stances of  a  like  nature  is,  that  the  great- 
est possible  difficulty  takes  place  in  the 
collection  of  the  tithes ;  that  none  but  per- 
sons of  low  character,  prepared  to  take 
every  unworthy  advantage,  will  engage  in 
the  collection  of  them.  Such  a  state  of 
things,  I  hesitate  not  to  affirm,  demands 
inquiry  at  our  hands,  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  measure  calculated  to 
remedy  the  evil,  which  has  been  so  long 
and  so  loudly  the  subject  of  complaint.  I 
think  it  is  now  unnecessary  for  me  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  entering  fur- 
ther into  detail.  I  think  I  have  stated 
quite  enough  to  satisfy  any  impartial  man 
tnat  we  ought  to  go  into  a  Committee.  If 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in  possession 
of  the  necessary  information,  and  felt  them- 
selves preparea  to  lay  before  Parliament  an 
adequate  remedy  for  the  evil  which  has 
been  made  the  subject  of  complaint,  I  feel 
that  it  would  be  needless  for  me  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  but  the  Government 
does  not  find  itself  in  that  situation.  A 
noble  Lord  has,  on  a  former  occasion, 
stated,  that  the  Clergy  were  neither  ex- 
orbitant nor  extortionate  in  their  demands, 
neither  did  there  exist  on  the  part  of  the 
people  any  very  strong  indisposition  to  pay 
to  the  Clergy  that  which  was  their  un- 
doubted and  legal  right.  To  meet  the 
wishes  of  both  parties,  and  secure  their 
rights,  it  will  be  part  of  the  business  of 
the  Committee  to  collect,  arrange,  and  ex- 
amine the  evidence  which  can  be  adduced  on 
this  subject.  The  Committee  will  further 
have  to  consider  how  far  it  will  be  expedient 
to  extend  to  all,  or,  if  not  to  all,  to  whatparts 
of  Ireland,  the  Composition  Act,  enforcing 
it  compulsorily,  or  whether  it  will  not  be 
wise  to  entitle  the  tenant  to  present  a  receipt 
for  tithe  to  his  landlord,  as  payment  of  his 
rent  pro  ianio,  or  whether  we  ought  to  look 
to  a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  mea- 
sure, which  will  secure  to  the  Clergy  a 
broader  basis  on  which  to  rest  their  in- 
comes, and  to  the  people  that  relief  from 
the  pressure  of  the  impost  which  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  case  demands.  For  instance, 
facilities  may  be  created  for  the  gradual 
redemption  of  the  tithes,  the  sums  to  be 
procured  by  such  redemption  being  applied 
to  the  formation  of  a  fund  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Clergy  of  the  Irish  Church. 
1  believe  it  will  not,  at  the  present  mo« 
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to  lose-»I  believe  it  will  be  admitted  that 
the  emergency  is  pressing  in  the  last  de- 
gree— I  believe  that  no  noble  Lord  will  say 
we  ought  to  hesitate  in  applying  instant 
means  of  protection  and  defence  when  the 
thunder  threatens  us  over  head,  and  the 
earthquake  rocks  the  ground  on  which  we 
stand.  I  hope,  then,  that  the  course  which 
we  have  resolved  to  take — and  that  which  I 
sincerely  believe  is  the  only  course  left  to 
us — will  have  the  effect  of  establishing 
that  peace  and  tranquillity,  of  which  Ire- 
land stands  so  much  in  need — that  some 
measure  will  be  devised  to  reconcile  ani- 
mosities, diffuse  contentment,  clear  up  dif- 
ficulties, give  scope  for  enlightened  benevo- 
lence, and  for  the  maintenance  of  equal, 
impartial,  and  just  laws.  My  Lords^  I  beg 
leave  to  move,  *'  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed,  to  inquire  into  the  collection 
and  payment  of  Tithes  in  Ireland,  the  state 
of  the  laws  relating  thereto,  and  to  report 
their  observations  thereon  to  the  House." 
The  question  having  been  put, 
The  Earl  of  JVicklotv  said,  in  the  few 
observations  which  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  offer  to  their  Lordships  upon  the 
present  occasion,  he  had  no  intention  of 
opposing  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count, or  of  saying  any  thing  which  could 
tend  to  defeat  the  object  which  he  had  in 
view.  But  he  must  confess,  that  in  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount,  he 
had  been  considerably  disappointed.  He 
did  expect  when  he  came  down  to  the 
House,  that  he  should  have  obtained  some 
insight  into  the  objects  and  intentions  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to 
Irelantf.  He  would  not  conceal,  that  the 
reference  to  Ireland  in  his  Majesty's  Speech 
had  given  him  great  satisfaction  —  the 
greater  satisfaction,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
previously  entertained  the  apprehension 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  not  suf- 
ficiently alive  to  the  present  dangerous  and 
unfortunate  situation  of  that  country.  He 
had  accordingly  come  to  England  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  with  the 
fixed  determination  of  calling  the  attention 
of  that  House  to  the  subject,  if  this  import- 
ant duty  should  not  be  undertaken  by  any 
body  else.  He  could  confidently  state, 
that  the  noble  Viscount  had  not  exagge- 
rated the  difficulty  which  existed  in  the 
collection  of  tithes,  nor  had  his  description 
nearly  come  up  to  the  extent  of  the  evil. 
He  could  state,  that  many  clergymen  of 
great  respectability,  men  of  talents  and 
education,  were  at  this  moment  in  a  state 
of  utt^  deatitutioDi  and  wero  compelled  tQ 
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subsist^  with  their  families^  like  the  com- 
mon  peasant,    upon  |K>tatoes   and  milk. 
The  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithes, 
liowercr,  was  not  so  general  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  described  it.     It  extended  only 
throughout  one  very  populous  district— 
the  diocese  of  Dr.  Doyle,  the  titular  Bishop 
of  Kildare  and  Leighlin.     He  did  not  con- 
ceire,  that  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  had  any 
rooted  aversion  to  the  payment  of  tithe. 
Formerly  the  tithe  was  yielded  with  more 
alacrity  by  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland^ 
than  by  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church  or  the  Presbyterians.     The  impo- 
sition was,  in  point  of  extent,  nothing  like 
that  of  the  tithe  in  this  country.     Many 
of  the    clergy  of    Ireland  were   content 
with  the  titlic  of  their  tithes.     But  the 
resistance  to  the  collection  of  tithes  was  to 
be  ascribed  principally,  to  the  writings  and 
speeches  of  |)ersons  disaffected  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  England,  and  when  he  men- 
tioned the  name  of  Dr.  Doyle  as  the  chief 
of  these,  he  hoped  he  should  not  be  accused 
of  vilifying  a  person  whom  he  had  formerly 
defended,  when  he  thought  him  unjustly 
attacked.     The  work  of  the  gentleman  to 
which  he  particularly  alluded,  contained 
the   following   paragraph  : — "  The   Irish 
people,  since  their  first  conversion  to  the 
Christian  faith,  always  understood  rightly 
the  Gospel  dispensation.     They  were  al- 
ways too  rational  and  too  acute  to  submit 
willingly  to  an  unreasonable,  I  might  add, 
an  unjust  imposition ;  and  the  law  of  tithe, 
whether  civil  or  ecclesiastical,  Jias  never 
had,  cither  in  Catholic  or  Protestant  times 
•—no,  not  to  the  present  hour — the  assent 
or  consent  of  the  Irish  nation.     They  have 
always  t)een  at  war  with  it,  and  I  trust  in 
God  will  never  cheerfully  submit  to  it.*' 
There  was  also  this  other  passage  in  Dr. 
Doyle's  work — "  There  are  many  noble 
traits  in   the  Irish  character  mixe<i  with 
failings,  which  have  always  raised  obstacles 
to  their  own  well-being ;  but  an  innate  love 
of  justice,  and  an  indomitable  hatred  of  op- 
pression, is  like  a  gem  upon  the  front  of  our 
nation,  which  no  darkness  can  obscure.   To 
this  fine  quality  I  trace  their  hatred  of  titlie. 
May  it  be  as  lasting  as  their  love  of  justice!'* 
Now  this  was  part  of  an  able  and  elaborate 
essay  (m  another  subject — the  state  of  the 
poor.     And  wliy,  he  would  ask,  bad  the 
right  rev.  gentleman  left  the  subject  he 
had  treated  so  ably,  to  throw  this  new  in- 
gredient  into   the  cauldron   of   national 
calamity  ?     Whatever  might  have  been  his 
motives,  the  eflfect   !i|)on   the   jicople  to 
whom  the  language  was  addresaedj  was  such 


as  might  be  expected  from  the  kuniag, 
ability,  high  station,  and  great  infliMiiOB 
of  its  author.     Another  cause  of  llie  resist* 
ance  to  tithe,  and  of  every  otber  evil  wUdi 
afiiicted  Irelaml,  was  the  speeches  of  pio- 
fessed  democrats  and    agitaton  ia   that 
country.    In  the  course  of  the  Sessioa  be« 
fore  the  last,  a  noble  Duke,  noiwiuifoittta- 
ately  absent  from  indisposition,  had  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Earl  at  the  liead  el 
tne  Government.     He  had  asked  if  it  wm 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Ear)  to  revifo 
the  law  against  Political  Associatioiia.  The 
answer  of  the  noble  Eari  was  in  the  afinn* 
ative.     But  one  Session  and  another  had 
passed,  and  no  such  law  had  heen  intra* 
duced.     He  was  utterly  at  a  lose  to  knov 
what  had  taken  place  in  Ireland  to  aeoout 
for  the  noble  Earl's  change  of  opinooj  as  to 
the  necessity  of  suppressing  agitation.  Bnl, 
in  truth,  he  ascribed  the  omission  to  change 
of  policy  rather  than  to  change  of  ofdnioK 
His  Majesty's  Government  kneWj  that  one 
individual  was  principaHy  the   came  dT 
agitation,  and  that  individual  thej  hoped 
to  gain  over  to  the  cause  of  the  GoienM 
ment.     By  this  time,  probably,  his  Majsa* 
ty's   Ministers  had    uiscoverad   that  the 
apple  of  discord  might  be  thrown  with  as 
much  effect  from  under  a  silk,  at  frsM 
under  a  stuflT  gown,  and  having  ibund»  thai 
they  had  no  sop  which  would  appease  that 
great  Cerberus  of  agitation,  ne  trasted 
they  would  now  tear  him,  by  the  amM  «f 
law,  from  that  hell  of  which  he  waa  the 
guardian   and  the  lOiler.     But,  alistaiu 
policy  (Tovemment  might  pursue  with  le* 
spect  to  the  agitation,  he  hoped,  at  least, 
the  noble  Earl  would  decisively  oontrndiBl 
the  insinuation  of  which  the  agitator 
not  sparing,  that  it  had  only  rested 
himself  to  accept  or  refuse  a  place  v 
the   Government,  of  great  trust,   Takn, 
and  importance.    The  noble  Earl  might 
think  this  insinuation  ought  only  to  be 
treated   with   silent  contempt.      Bnt  it 
8eeme<l  to  him,  that  it  was  due  to  the  eha* 
racter  of  the  Government — that  It  waadne 
to  the  feelings  of  the  country— that  it  was 
due  to  every  man  who  filled  or  aspired  to 
the  station  of  a  Statesman,  that  this  injii* 
rious  insinuation  tliould  be  promptly  and 
uncfjulvocally  repelled.     For  himsdif,  he 
freely  confessed,  that  he  did  not  beHete  it. 
He  never  could  believe,  that  any  Gorem* 
ment  could  so  far  dishonour  and  degrade 
itself,  and  so  outrage  the  feelings  of  the 
community,  as  to  ofl^er  high  and  hononr* 
able  office  to  an  individual  who  had  jnst 
escaped  from  public  Justicoi  and  who  Imd 
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aot  undergone  the  punishment  of  a  crim* 
inal>  only  because  iie  had  muoh  skill  and 
dexterity  in  evading  the  law.  In  that 
part  of  the  King's  Speech  which  immedi- 
ately followed  the  paragraph  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Viscount,  was  a  sentence  to  the 
following  effect :— '^  But  in  this,  as  in 
every  other  question  aflecting  Ireland,  it  is 
abore  all  things  necessary  to  look  to  the 
best  means  of  securing  internal  peace  and 
order ;  which  alone  seem  wanting  to  raise 
a  country  blessed  by  Providence  with  so 
many  natural  advantages,  to  a  state  of  the 
greatest  prosperity."  This  was  an  assertion 
to  which  he  most  cordiallv  assented,  for  a 
more  undoubted  truth  had  never  been  em- 
bodied in  a  similar  document,  and  he  was 
happy  to  perceive,  that  the  conviction  of 
Government  seemed  to  be  so  very  clear 
upon  the  subject.  How  was  the  peace  of 
any  country  to  be  preserved,  if  agitators 
were  to  be  rewarded  and  encouraged? 
The  truth  of  the  maxim  was  irresistible, 
and  he  rejoiced  that  the  Government  was 
sensible  of  it.  He  hoped  that  Ministers 
would  labour,  not  only  to  counteract  the 
evil  which  their  Motion  had  in  view,  but 
to  remove  from  Ireland  the  greatest  evil 
and  the  source  of  every  o(her,  that  influ- 
ence of  demagogues  to  which  no  country 
could  ever  patiently  submit.  It  wasknown, 
that  at  this  moment,  a  counteraction  bad 
taken  place  in  Ireland.  The  loyal  portion 
of  the  oommunity**Jie  did  not  say  the  Pro- 
testant portion,  for  he  hoped  all  the  loyalty 
of  Ireland  was  not  confined  to  the  Protest- 
anta— <-had  entered  into  an  Association  for 
the  protection  of  their  rights  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  law.  They  felt  that 
when  bad  men  were  allowed  to  combine, 
good  men  must  associate.  For  himself,  he 
could  say,  that  he  had  never  belonged  to 
any  Political  Asseciation.  But  if  the  de- 
magogues and  agitators  were  permitted  to 
pursue  their  mischievous  career,  he  should 
not  shrink  from  doing  what  in  that  case 
would  be  his  duty.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
suggested  several  propositions  as  fit  to  en- 
sage  the  attention  of  the  Committee;  but 
be  did  not  say,  that  he  would  propose  any 
one  el  them  as  a  substantive  nseasure  to 
the  LsgislaUire.  With  respect  to  one  of 
the  most  beneficial  suggestions  of  the  noble 
Viscount,  he  believal  he  was  precluded 
from  proposing  it.  He  alluded  to  the  in- 
corporation of  tithe  with  rent.  Upon  this 
Tery  subject,  upon  a  former  occasion,  when 
the  topic  wae  introduced  elsewhere,  the 
BoMe  Lord's  coUeague,    the   right  hon. 
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decided  opinion  in  opposition  to  any  such 
attempt.  His  words  were,  that  to  make 
the  landlords  liable  for  the  payment  of 
tithe,  would  be  a  positive  injustice.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the  Government 
had  not  done  its  duty  in  one  respect  with 
regard  to  the  collection  of  tithe.  Military 
and  police  force  they  had  always  granted 
when  necessary.  But  while  they  put  down 
resistance  bv  these  means  on  the  one  hand, 
tliey  excitea  it  on  the  other.  If,  as  he  un- 
derstood, two  individuals  who  had  attempt- 
ed to  excite  a  mob  to  resist  the  collection 
of  tithes,  on  being  convicted,  were  forth- 
with discharged,  this  might  be  called  mercy, 
but  it  was  mercy  at  the  expense  of  justice 
and  sound  policy.  Again,  with  reelect  to 
the  author  of  the  letter  which  he  had  in- 
troduced to  their  Lordships'  notice,  instead 
of  prosecuting  that  individual  for  his  se- 
ditious and  mischievous  libel,  or  calling 
upon  him  to  counteract  its  tendency  by 
some  subsequent  publication,  they  permit- 
ted biro  to  be  exhibited  in  the  face  of  the 
country  as  the  friend,  the  associate,  and  the 
councillor  of  the  Lieutenant  of  the  King. 
If  the  Government  meant  to  prevent  anar- 
chy in  Ireland,  this  was  not  the  course  it 
ouffht  to  pursue.  A  crisis  was  evidently 
at  hand,  it  the  agitators  should  be  longer 
suffered  to  pursue  their  destructive  career. 
He  hoped  such  a  crisis  might  yet  be  avert- 
ed ;  but  if  it  came,  he  had  no  fear  of  the 
result.  He  could  have  none  when  he  saw 
the  wealth,  the  intelligence,  the  loyalty  of 
the  country  on  one  side,  and  ignorant  mul- 
titudes, lea  on  by  frctious  demagogues  on 
the  other.  But  he  did  fear  what  must  oc- 
cur in  the  mean  while— he  did  fsar  the  suf- 
fering which  such  a  struggle,  as  he  foresaw, 
must  inflict  during  its  proeress  upon  the 
country.  He  began  by  stating,  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  any  thing  for  the  purpose 
of  embarrassing  or  annoying  his  Majesty's 
Government.  He  never  should  make  the 
tithe,  or  any  oUier  question  relating  to  the 
internal  wel&re  of  Ireland,  the  means  of 
OT>poeition  to  any  set  of  Ministers.  The 
Government  had  difficulties  enough  to  con- 
tend with.  They  had  to  struggle  against 
the  powerful  and  legitimate  opposition  in 
that  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
But  the  opposition  they  had  diiefly  to  fear 
was,  the  insidious  opposition  of  persons 
pretending  to  be  their  friends,  and  who 
supported  the  Administration  by  doing 
every  thing  that  was  calculated  to  bring 
discredit  upon  its  character  and  its  mea- 
sures, and  who  would  struggle  for  nothing 
■lere  ardendy  than  to  prevent  ererjr  f^ 
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Le  would  now  rc«8tatc  wbat  his  Doble  friend 
liad  said.  One  object  was,  to  inquire 
whether  the  Composition  Act  should  be 
made  universally  compulsory.  Another 
was,  to  ascertain  the  propriety  of  making 
the  landlord  an  instrument  for  securing 
the  tithe.  Again^  the  Committee  were  to 
consider  how  far  it  was  practicable  and 
expedient  to  give  the  Church  the  best  of 
all  securities,  that  of  land.  Now  he  would 
ask,  had  the  noble  Lord  stated,  or  had  he 
not,  what  were  the  views  of  Government  ? 
Had  the  Government  attempted  to  dictate, 
their  Lordships  would  have  heard,  he 
firmly  believed,  worse  exclamations  on  the 
disrespect  offered  to  the  Committee ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  himself,  notwithstanding 
all  his  contempt  for  Committees,  would, 
he  had  no  doubt,  have  loudly  raised  his 
voice  in  vindication  of  their  wounded 
dignity.  The  course  Ministers  pursued 
was  that  which  had  been  uniformly  adoptetl 
upon  all  great  occasions,  which  was  most 
consonant  to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
best  calculated  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
the  public  service.  On  the  renewal  of  the 
Bank  Charter,  on  the  restriction  of  the 
Currency,  on  the  question  of  t lie  East- India 
Company's  Charter,  Committees  had  been 
appointed,  and  in  the  latter  instance  on 
tne  recommendation  of  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  not  for  the  purpose  of  learning 
the  noble  lord's  definite  views  and  inten- 
tions, but  for  the  much  wiser  purpose  of 
collecting  information  which  he  intended 
afterwanls  to  use.  But  now  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  was  a  work  of  super«- 
erogation,  or,  if  not  a  M'ork  of  suj)creroga- 
tion,  an  attempt  to  elude  that  responsibility 
which  Ministers  ought  always  to  feel  antl 
acknowledge.  The  object  of  Ministers 
really  was,  to  meet  the  diiticulties  of  the 
question  in  the  spirit  of  conciliation, 
giving  to  those  interests  of  property  which 
were  involved  in  thequestion,  the  guarantee 
of  a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  shewing 
that  they  were  determined  to  treat  the 
interests  of  property,  as  they  ought  always 
to  be  treate<l,  with  the  utmost  delicacy 
and  caution.  He  thought  it  was  unncces- 
aary  and  injudicious  in  the  noble  Earl  who 
spoke  immediately  after  the  noble  Viscount, 
to  have  mixed  up  individual  allusions  with 
the  important  matter  then  under  consider- 
ation ;  and  he  could  assure  the  noble  Earl, 
that  the  appointment  to  which  he  had 
referred  had  been  made  upon  purely  pro- 
fessional grounds,  like  all  similar  legal 
appointments,  and  upon  principles  which 
rej;ulated  other  gorerumenti  in  making 


such  appointments.  It  would  have  beM 
better,  and  he  thought  it  waa  most  im* 
portant,  that  such  reHectiona  shouM  he 
separated  fronT  so  delicate  a  diacuMiim  as 
that  in  which  they  were  than  engaged. 
Such  a  course  would  be  most  oondudva  to 
the  attainment  of  peace  and  the  tecurity 
of  property.  It  must  be  admitted  that 
that  subject,  which  involved  the  tranquil* 
lity  of  the  country  and  the  aeourity  and 
stability  of  the  Church  eataUiahmeat, 
required  the  most  calm  and  deliberate  diip 
cussion ;  and  it  waa  for  these  reaanna  that 
he  deprecated  all  party  and  personal  reflsfr 
tions,  which  were  wholly  inappnqmate  ta 
the  debate. 

J^rd  EUenborough,  in  exphmatioa, 
stated,  that  his  objection  to  the  Oommittie 
was,  that  it  was  preliminary  to  a  bill  in 
which  Ministers  should  declare  the  pria* 
ciples  on  which  they  proposed  to  act.  Hs 
thought  that  the  Ministers  ought  first  to 
bring  in  a  bill.  The  noble  Marquis  alas 
was  mistaken  when  he  obserred,  that  he 
had  supported  the  Govemnient  in  I82S. 
At  that  period,  he  had  the  weakness  Is 
put  a  certain  degree  of  faith  in  the  nofab 
Marquis  and  his  associates-*^  weakness 
of  which  he  had  since  had  the  good  fortune 
to  divest  himself.  As  to  the  rest*  ths 
Committee  on  East-India  affairs  had  aeter 
been  proposed  with  a  view  of  Fsgulatiag 
the  government  of  that  oountrvt  bat  stmply 
to  procure  information,  of  whidi  there  was 
great  need,  and  he  hoped,  that  when  Che 
India  question  was  brought  forward,  tbe 
Ministry  would  honestly  take  the  rospoos 
ibility  on  themselves. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdawm  said,  bs 
Committee  on  India  affairs  would  most 
probably  make  a  report  with  a  reoommando 
ation  to  their  Lordships,  and  tberefora  it 
was  not  wholly  to  procure  infemation. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  did  not  mean  to 
oppose  the  Committee,  nor  did  he  under 
stand  his  noble  friend  to  hare  done  ao,  but 
he  had  hoped  to  hoar  some  plaa  propossd 
by  Ministers,  which  would  be  efficient,  and 
equal  to  the  danger  which  it  was  sought  to 
avert.  He  certainly  did  not  understaad 
the  noble  Viscount  who  had  prafiosed  tbe 
Motion,  to  have  stated  any  s|)ecinc  plan  on 
tlie  part  of  Government ;  but  he  waa  glad 
to  hear  from  the  nolde  Marquis,  that  Go- 
vernment had  some  such  project  ia  Tiew. 
On  this  point,  he  perhaps  did  not  distinctly 
understand  what  had  &llen  from  the  noble 
Viscount;  hut,  at  all  events,  lie  was  pleased 
to  hear  that  he  was  mistaken  in  su|H 
posing  that  the  Government  had  no  plan  ef 
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Umr  own  to  propooe  $  and  tbe  time  was 
eertJUDlj  arriv«d,  when  it  was  neoeemrT  to 
secure  to  the  Irish  dcrgy  something  like 
an  adequate  remuneration  for  their  services^ 
for  under  present  circumstances  it  was 
Bolorious,  that  what  they  collected  of 
tithes  was  not  sufficient  for  their  support ; 
but  such  a  plan,  to  be  efficient,  should  be 
^leedy,  which  it  could  not  be  if  the  power 
which  the  Executire  ought  to  exercise  were 
translierred  to  a  Committee,  whose  inquiries 
must  be  protracted,  and  lead  to  endless 
delay.  "Wnat  had  been  proposed,  or  rather 
sugeested,  was  quite  insufficient.  What 
oupht  first  to  be  done  was,  to  put  down 
agitation.  Any  measure  baring  that  ob- 
ject in  Tiew  should  have  his  support.  He 
was  surprised  at  the  great  care  and  circum- 
spection which  had  been  used  oo  this  sub- 
ject, particularly  when  it  was  on  the  part 
of  those  who  used  such  speed  on  subjects 
which  tended  to  increase  agitation,  and 
who  were  so  prompt  in  their  morements 
when  they  attempted  to  make  and  unmake 
Constitutions,  lie  wished  more  caution 
had  been  pnM^ised  upon  those  great  occa* 
sioDS,  and  that  greater  promptness  and 
energy  had  been  shown  m  dealing  with 
agitatiea  and  Mtators  in  Ireland.  How- 
erer,  he  would  vote  for  the  Committee, 
but,  as  he  said  before,  should  bare  nKnre 
readily  Toted  for  a  bill  embracing  the 
tomes  which  he  had  adrerted  to. 

£arl  Qrty  had  entertained  a  hope  that 
a  Motion  brought  forward  with  such  mo- 
deration as  that  this  eremng  submitted 
to  their  Lordships  by  his  noble  friend — 
one,  too,  so  studiously  divested  of  every 
appearance  of  mere  party  or  political  feet* 
ing,  and  which  refornpd  to  a  subject  admit* 
ted  on  all  hands  to  be  surrounded  with 
difficulties,  and  requiring  the  most  delicate 
address  for  its  satisfo^ry  adjustment, 
would  have  been  met  with  an  equal  spirit 
of  moderation  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  and 
that  all  would  have  united  in  a  spirit  €i 
conciliation  in  the  devising  and  forwarding 
a  measore,  at  once  calculated  to  preserve 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  to  remove  a  cause  of  discon« 
tent,  and  thence  an  impediment  to  the 
tranquillity  and  prosperity  of  the  sister 
country.  He,  therefore,  was  little  pre- 
pared for  the  exhibition  of  angry  party 
feeling  indulged  in  br  noble  Lords  opposite, 
and  which  answered  no  beneficial  purpose 
whatever.  The  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last, 
■aid,  that  he  was  disposed  to  lend  his  sup* 

a  to  the  present  Government,  so  nr 
as  their  meMuei  m%ht  seem  to  him 


based  on  a  system  of  wise  policy.    He 
knew  the  noble  Earl  too  well  to  doubt  that 
he  would  act  fully  up  to  the  spirit  of  his 
declaration,  and  therefore  hoped,  that  the 
measures  of  Ministers   would  obtain  his 
support ;  at  the  same  time  he  must  observe, 
that  the  tone  of  his  observations  that  even- 
ing  was  not  much  calculated  to  encourage 
a  very  sanguine  expectation  that  he  would 
be  found  among  the  active  allies  of  the  pre- 
sent Government.    The  noble  Earl  seemed 
to  approve  of  the  accusation  of  the  noble 
Baron  (Ellenborough),  that  Ministers,  in 
bringing    forward    the    present    Motion, 
shrunk  from  their  official  responsibility. 
He  denied  the  assertion.  Ministers  shrunk 
not  from   their   responsibility,   either  as 
Members  of  Parliament  or  as  guiding  the 
executive  Government  of  the  country.     In 
proposing  the  present  Committee  of  Inquiry 
mto  the  machinery  of  the  tithe  system  in 
Ireland,  they  were  necessarily  responsible,  in 
common  with  every  other  Member  of  the  Le« 
gislature  who  sanctioned  the  inquiry ;  and 
that  inquiry^  be  it  understood,  by  no  means 
relieved  Ministers  from  the  responsibility 
of  the  measure  which  they  might  hereafter 
deem  it  their  duty  to  faring  forward,  ae  the 
result  of  the  Committee's  labours.    Minis- 
ters, therefore,  were  made  doubly  respon- 
sible by  the  present  Motion-^in  the  first 
place,  as  Members  of  Parliament,  in  sanc> 
tinning  the  Motion  for  the  Committee; 
and,  in  the  next  place.  In  their  official 
capacity,  for  any  subsequent  measure  with 
which  they  might  follow  up  the  proposed 
inquiry.     Ministers,  then,  aid  not  sorink 
from  the  responsibility  attadied  to  tii«br 
situation :  and  the  assertions  of  the  noUe 
fiaron  (Ellenborough)  were  as  uncalled  for 
as  they  were  incorrect.    The  noble  Baron 
was  in  error  in  supposing  that  the  cir- 
cumstance' of  a  preliminary    inouiry^  by 
the  Legislature  at  large  lelievea  Minis* 
ters  from  the  responsibility  of  any  measure 
to  which  that  inquiry  might  lead.     The 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  with  respect  to  the 
last  or  preceding  renewal  of  the    Bank 
Charter,  did  not,  for  example,  free  the 
Government  from  the  responsibility  of  the 
specific  measure  of  reaewai ;  as,  in  the  same 
way,  Ministers  were  responsible  for  the 
enactments  in  reference  to  the  Currency, 
ihoufi^  these  enactments  were  suggested 
by  a  Committee  of  Parliament.    But,  an* 
other  noble  Lord  (Wicklow)  thought,  that 
the  circumstance  of  there  being  in  Ireland 
a  systematic  opposition  to  the  payment  of 
tithes,  made  it  incumbent  on  Ministers  to 
oome  alonco  forward  with  some  lefislalife 
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remedy,  for  which  they  alone  should  be 
responsible.       As  he  had  stated,  the  pre- 
vious inquiry  would   not  relieve  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  responsibility  of  the 
result.     Besides  that,  the  opposition  to  the 
payment  of  tithes  in  Irelana  was  not  an 
opposition  to  the  principle  of  tithe,  but  a 
practical  impediment  to   the  working  of 
the  machinery,  calling  upon  Parliament  to 
inquire  whetner  it  was  possible  to  devise 
some    improvement    in    that    machinery, 
which  would  do  away  with  the  im])ediment 
in  the  way  of  its  free  operation.     Such  an 
inquiry  could  only,  it  was  evident,  be  effi- 
ciently  made  by  a  Committee  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  hence  the  present  Motion.     It 
was  fkir  to  presume,  that  its  labours  would 
be  S])eedily,  as  well  as  successfully,  prose- 
cuted :  its  being  appointed  now  l)eforc  the 
Christmas  recess,  would  enable  it  to  send 
for  witnesses,  documents,  Sic,  so  as  to  be 
able  to   enter  vigorously  upon  its  labours 
after  the  recess.     Neither  were  Ministers, 
in  fairness,  chargeable   with  the  necessity 
of  appointing  the  present  Committee.  Tlie 
tithe  in  Ireland  was  an  old  and  oft-urged 
grievance,  which  liad  only  arrived  at  that 
height  which  precluded  longer  delay,  witli 
respect  to  the  ])ossibility  of  a  remedy  in 
its  machinery,  on  the  accession  of  the  pre- 
sent Ministry   to  office.     Such  a  remedy 
was  now  essential  to  the  very  peace  of  Ire- 
land, and  could  not  be  put  on  without  dan- 
ger to  the  stability  of  the  empire.  No  man 
was  more  anxious  than  he  was  to  promote 
the  prosperity  of  that   fine  country — no 
man  more  deeply  regretted  that  tardiness 
with  which  justice  was  meted  out  to  her. 
He  deeply  regretted  the  delay  of  that  heal- 
ing measure,  which    their  Lordshi|>s  had 
sanctioned  some  two  years  back ;  for  he 
saw  in  the  delay  pro  tanto  a  diminution  of 
its  efficiency.   But  while  he  lamented  that 
the  germs  of  civil  dissension  were  allowed 
to  grow  up  into  a  rich  harvest  of  unconsti- 
tutional excitement  in   that  country,   he 
felt  that  he,  at  least,  and  those  wlio  acted 
with  him   during  his  political  life,  with 
respect  to  the  Catholic  Question,  were  not 
to  blame.     These  germs  of  civil  dissension, 
however,  be  their  jmrentage  what  it  might, 
were  in  active  existence  on  his  accession  to 
office;  so  that  all  he  had  to  apply  himself 
to  was,  if  he  might  so  speak,  to  mitigate 
their    symptoms,   while   he    endeavoured 
to  remove  their  proximate  c<iuses.     This 
Ministers  had  endeavrmreil  to  effect  to  the 
utmost  of  their  ability.     The  noble  Earl 
(Carnarvon)   opposite^  blamed  them   for 
pot  hariDg  wieloed  the  powers  with  which 


the  law  armed  them,  with  more  vigour  and 
resolution.  Ministers^  he  hoped  he  might 
say,  were  not  wanting  in  either-^indeed, 
their  Lordships  had  a  guarantee  in  the 
high  character  of  the  present  excellent 
chief  governor  of  that  country,  that  nei- 
ther vigour  nor  resolution  would  be  want- 
ing, whenever  either  might  be  required  to 
check  sedition,  and  put  down  all  proceed- 
ings dangerous  to  the  peace  and  well-being 
of  existing  institutions.  If  new  circum- 
stances should  ever  requirean  extraordinary 
exertion  of  the  executive  powers  of  the  Con- 
stitution, it  was  not  to  be  doubted,  that 
so  long  as  the  Marquis  of  Anglesey  was 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  that  the 
Government  would  not  shrink  from  having 
recourse  to  it ;  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
not  ashamed  to  declare,  that  he  should 
much  rather  that  tranquillity  was  preserved 
by  means  of  conciliation  than  by  rorce.  It 
was  a  principle  of  his  political  creed— <Mie 
that  he  had  cherished  for  very  many  yean, 
and  would  not  then  readily  after— tnat  the 
best  mode  of  checking  sedition  was,  to 
remove  all  \\s  causes  or  pretexts.  This 
being  done,  all  pretext  for  discontent  re- 
moved, he  would  then  employ  with  the 
utmost  energy  every  constitutional  force, 
which  the  preservation  of  public  peace 
might  require;  but  not,  if  possiUe,  till 
then.  On  a  recent  occasion  he  had  stated 
his  unwillingness  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  new  powers,  to  meet  the  contingencies 
of  illegal  associations,  so  long  as  the  exist- 
ing law  was,  in  his  mind,  adequate  to  the 
preservation  of  social  onler.  He  felt  the 
same  reluctance  with  respect  to  illegal  pro- 
ceedings in  Ireland.  At  the  same  time,  he 
begged  it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  that 
if  it  should  become  necessary  to  have  re- 
course to  stronger  laws  than  were  at  pre- 
sent in  force,  to  the  putting  down  all  illegal 
proceedings  and  ^unconstitutional  excite- 
ment in  that  country,  he  would  at  once 
apply  to  Parliament  for  them ;  and  even, 
too,  for  severer  laws  than  the  enactment 
which  had  expired  last  session,  and  whidi 
he  had  permitted  to  drop  to  the  ffround, 
because,  as  he  had  stated  to  a  noble  Earl, 
he  thought  he  saw  the  prospect  of  a  return 
to  tran(iuillity,  which  might  be  endangered 
by  its  renewal.  The  noble  Earl  (Wicklow) 
opposite,  taunted  Ministers  by  implication 
with  sanctioning  the  Dublin  Politiod Union 
and  other  irregular  associations  in  ire- 
land,  inasmuch  as  they  were  not  prohibited 
by  authority.  In  the  same  way,  other 
noble  Lords  might  charge  them  by  im{di« 
oation,  with  8aQ9tiooing  the  prooeedingi  o( 
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a  counter-association  which  had  lately  held 
a  public  meeting.     The  House  would  see, 
that  the  Government  was  thus  exposed  to 
the  attacks  of  two  antagonist  parties,  and 
could  only  do  its  duty  by  firmly  holding 
its  course,  without   lending  itself  to ,  or 
countenancing  either.     He  had  read  the 
proceedings  of  the  Dublin  Political  Union: 
there  could  be  but  one  opinion   of  their 
violence,  and  of  their  mischievous  tendency. 
He  had  also  read  the  Resolutions  of  the 
antagonist  Association,  and  was  bound  to 
say,  that  they  were  no  less  objectionable, 
and  to  be  lamented  by  every  well-wisher  of 
good   government.      Thus,    between    the 
two  violent  and  unconstitutional  extremes, 
the  Government  had  only  a  middle  course 
of  conciliation  and  firmness.      In  the  eyes 
of  some  noble  Lords,  it  might  perhaps  be  a 
matter  of  regret  that  Ministers  did   not 
ally  themselves  with    either;    but   their 
so   doing  would    be  a   breach    of  duty. 
Their  course  was  difiTerent :  it  was,  as  he 
had  stated,  one  of  firmness  and  desire  to 
conciliate  all,  at  the  same  time  an  inflexible 
determination  to  preserve  peace  and  public 
tranquillity  in  Ireland  ;  in  doing  which,  he 
counted  on  the  support  of  the  sound  part 
of  the  community.     But  while  they  were 
thus  determined  to  assert  the  majesty  of 
the   law,  he  saw  no    reason  why  means 
might  not  be  taken,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
present  Motion,   to  inquire  into  the  cause 
of  public  discontent,  and  to  endeavour  to 
restore  peace  and  tranquillity  to  a  country 
on  which — to  quote  the  King's  Speech — 
Providence  had  bestowed  so  many  blessings. 
Yes,  he  repeated,  all  that  was  wanting  was 
social  order,  tranquillity,  and  good  govern- 
ment, to  raise  a  country  so  eminently  dis- 
tingpuished  by  the  fertility  of  its  soil,  and 
the  intelligence  and  energies  of  its  inhabit- 
ants, to  a  level  with  the  most  favoured 
nation  of  the  earth.  It  was  to  be  hoped,  that 
the  powers  with  which  the  constitutional 
authorities  were  armed,  would  be  equal  to 
the  exigencies  of  the  times ;  but  if  moder- 
ation and   firmness  should  unfortunately 
fail.  Ministers  would  not  shrink  from  hav- 
ing recourse  to  the  Legislature  for  extraor- 
dinary means,  to  meet  extraordinary  diffi- 
culties. He  wished  to  observe,  in  reference 
to  the  charge  made  against  Ministers  by  the 
noble  Earl  ( Wicklow),  that  they  had  enter- 
ed into  negotiations  with  Mr.  O'Connell, 
while  they  denounced  his  proceedings  as 
contrary  to  law — that  he  did  not  deny, 
that  he  and  his  colleagues  were  desirous  to 
enlist  the  energies  and  influence  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  side  of 


the  Government.  It  was  true,  that  a  pa- 
tent of  precedence  was  bestowed  upon  that 
Gentleman  ;  but  it  was  equally  true,  that 
it  was  a  mark  of  preferment  to  which  his 
professional  reputation  fully  entitled  him. 
When  the  energies,  and  public  business 
abilities,  and  above  all  the  great  influence 
of  that  Gentleman  in  Ireland  were  con- 
sidered, it  would  appear  desirable,  that 
those  energies,  and  especially  that  influence, 
should  be  employed  in  the  cause  of  good 
order ;  and  hence  it  was  the  wish  of  Min- 
isters to  attach  him  to  the  Government. 
The  preferment  which  was  bestowed  upon 
Mr.  0*Connell,  was  only  due  to  his  profes- 
sional station ;  indeed,  were  that  Gentle- 
man's energies  as  much  devoted  to  the  cause 
of  good  order  as  might  be  desired,  there  was 
no  legal  station  in  his  country  to  which  he 
might  not  fairly  aspire.  But  no  official 
situation  was  profiered  to  him,  or,  under 
the  relations  in  which  he  stood  to  the 
Government,  could  be  profiTered  to  him. 
No  ofier  was  made  to  him  of  official  ap- 
pointment, which  could  enable  him  to  say, 
that  he  rejected  it ;  at  least,  if  there  was, 
he  was  wholly  ignorant  of  it,  and  he  was 
sure  that  none  such  could  have  been  offer- 
ed that  he  would  have  sanctioned.  He 
knew  not  whether  this  explicit  declaration 
satisfied  the  noble  Earl  (Wicklow),  that 
he  was  in  error  as  to  negotiations  with  Mr. 
O'Connell,  to  induce  that  Gentleman  to 
accept  of  office.  No  official  appointment 
was  offered  to  that  Gentleman,  with  his 
(Earl  Grey's)  knowledge,  or  could  have 
been  offered  by  any  one  else  which,  under 
existing  circumstances,  he  could  sanction. 
He  stated  this  with  something  like  regret, 
because  the  recent  conduct  of  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell cut  off  all  hope  that  his  energies  and 
influence  would  be  directed  in  support  of 
the  efforts  of  Government,  to  contribute 
to  the  improvement  and  tranquillity  of 
Ireland,  in  conclusion,  he  would  only 
express  a  hope,  that  the  Committee  would 
exercise  due  diligence  in  its  inquiries,  and 
that  when  they  should  have  been  concluded, 
he  hoped  Ministers  would  be  able  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  which  would,  on  the  one 
side,  secure  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  and,  on  the  other, 
would  remove  a  fruitful  source  of  discon- 
tent from  the  minds  of  the  people  of  that 
country. 

Viscount  Melbourne  regretted,  that  his 
statements  had  not  been  sufficiently  clear 
to  enable  their  Lordships  to  understand 
them.  He  only  wished  to  say,  that  though 
his  experience  did  not  authorise  him  to 
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assume  the  decided  tone  of  the  noUe  Lords 
opposite,  yet  he  thought  he  had  entered 
into  a  full  explanfeition  of  the  views  of  Go- 
vern men  t.  With  reference  to  the  case  aU 
luded  to,  of  two  individuals  discharged  after 
they  had  heeu  convicted  of  conspiring 
illegally  to  oppose  tithes^  he  wished  to 
observe,  that  there  were  facts  connected 
with  the  case  which  justified  the  remission 
of  the  punishment. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 


'0^^^  #««^#  ««<##• 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  December  15,  1831. 

ICiVDTBA.]  BiUi  brought  in.  To  authorise  the  exchange 
of  Eocletiastical  Lands ;  tn  amend  the  Lawi  relating  to 
Sewen;  to  amend  the  Bankrupt  Laws. 

Committee  r*> appointed.  To  inquire  into  the  Commercial 
•tatt  of  the  Watt  Indiet. 

Retunu  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Spbnci«  the  Fcee 
rocdved  by  the  Clerks  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  three 
yaan  past,  diftingulihing  the  fum  each  received  fm  the 
taxation  of  Coeti,  and  stating  the  largest  amount  ever  re- 
ceived for  the  taxation  of  one  Bill: — On  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  William  Brouoham,  the  amount  of  Fee*  received 
ft>r  the  last  three  years  for  Office  Copies  of  Ancicut  Records 
kept  in  the  Towur,  the  Rolls  Chapel,  the  Chapter  House, 
^. :  —On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hunt,  the  number  of  Persond 
omiflned  in  Prison  for  Smuggling  in  the  United  Kingdom; 
•pecifying  the  Offimce  for  which  each  Prisoner  was  con- 
victed, and  the  amount  of  each  Fine  in  which  he  was  con* 
demncd ;  stating,  if  Married,  the  amount  or  number  of 
each  Person  s  Family  kept  by  the  Parixhcs,  and  to  what 
Parishes  they  belong :—  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bsbtram 
Eva  MB,  the  Stamps  used  by  the  Newspapers  and  other 
Publications  for  the  last  ten  yean;  all  the  Stamps  issued 
to  the  London  and  Provhiciai  Papers  in  tlio  year  1830 ; 
the  number  of  Nowipapera  received  from,  and  sent  to  the 
Colonics;  and  the  number  and  amount  of  those  trans- 
mitted through  the  Clerics  and  Agents  of  the  General  Poet 
Offlce. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  L.  Hooesa,  firom  Ranuigate, 
praying  that  the  Inhabitant  Householders  of  that  Town 
might  have  Votes  for  the  Borough  of  Sandwich;  by  Mr. 
Spbngc,  fhmi  John  Cartman,  for  an  alteration  of  the  Law 
relativo  to  the  Concealment  of  the  Birth  of  Children ;  and 
ttooi  the  Breeders  of  Horses,  to  render  unnecessary  ail 
General  Warranties. 

Costs  in  Chancery.]  Mr.  Spvnce 
presented  a  Petition  from  Joseph  Har- 
rington, a  Suitor  in  the  Coui-t  of  Cliancery^ 
complaining  of  the  practice  and  proceedings 
in  the  Master's  Otfice.  The  hon.  Member 
stated^  that  tho  ptitioncr  was  interested  in 
a  will  which  was  the  subject  of  a  dispute  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  The  result  of  the 
suit,  was  an  .Attorney's  bill  for  costs  to  the 
amount  of  no  less  a  sum  than  7,000/.  The 
petitioner  had  paid  a  part  of  this  bill^  which 
part  he  considered  the  wh(»le  amount  fairly 
due :  but  he  had  been  advised  that,  if  lie 
objected  to  the  amount  charged,  his  only 
remedy  was  to  have  the  bill  of  costs  taxrd. 
Upon  inquiry,  however,  the  |)etitioncr  dis- 
covered that  the  costs  of  taxation  would 


amount  to  no  less  a  sum  than  ],500l.  |  and 
the  petitionsetfortb  therariousiteini  which 
went  to  make  up  that  sum.  UnfiortQnatdf 
this  case  was  not  altogether  unparallcied 
in  the  annals  of  the  Court  of  Chanoeiy. 
Only  a  short  time  since,  a  case  came  befon 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  which  the 
Brewers'  Company  were  parties*  The  biU 
was  filed  to  recover  500/.,  and  the  queetioa 
afterwards  arose,  who  was  to  pay  the  coeti 
amounting  to  900/.  He  (Mr.  Spenoe) 
should  consider  himself  called  upon  to 
dwell  more  on  cases  of  so  much  enonnityybut 
that  he  knew  there  was  now  the  proBpect 
of  a  speedy  and  effectual  reform  of  thoee 
crying  abuses.  He  was  authorised  to  atate, 
and  indeed  might  state  from  hia  own 
knowledge,  that  one  or  more  bills  would  be 
introduced  shortly  after  the  reoeee,  either 
in  that  or  tho  other  House  of  Pariiaweit, 
which  he  believed  would  efiRectuallf  remedy 
the  abuses  in  the  Master's  Ofl&oe.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  did  not  consider 
himself  called  upon  to  dwell  longer  on  the 
case  detailed  in  the  petition. 

Mr.  Daniel  JV.  Harvey  congratulated 
the  House  on  the  information  just  com* 
municated,that  a  remedy  was  contemplated 
for  the  crying  abuses  of  the  Court  ef 
Chancery.  He  suggested  that  the  tax- 
ation of  costs  in  that  Court  should  not  be 
left  to  the  Masters,  who  were  Judges  with 
salaries,  amounting  to  4,000/.  or  5»0(MiL 
a-year,  and  ought  to  be  better  employoi, 
but  that  an  oilicer  should  be  appointed^  with 
a  salary  of  1 ,000/.  whose  exdusiTe  duty  it 
should  be,  to  tax  the  Solicitors'  costs.  Tlien 
was  another  point  well  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. At  least  forty  per  cent,  or  SJOWL 
out  of  the  bill  of  costs  of  7>000iL  refamd 
to  in  the  petition,  he  had  no  doubt,  wai 
expended  by  the  Solicitor  in  fees  toCounsel. 
Now,  if  a  Solicitor  was  overpaid,  upon  the 
taxation  he  was  compelled  to  return  the 
amount  so  overpaid ;  but,  according  to  the 
practice  of  the  ])rofession,  the  Counssl 
kept  whatever  they  were  paid,  and  were 
generally  paid  before  they  worked.  In  his 
opinion,  the  party  ought  to  be  enabled  to 
demand  and  enforce  restitution  of  all  ftei 
improperly  paid  to  Counsel,  upon  the 
titicate  of  tlie  taxing  officer.  He 
happy,  however,  to  believe  that  the  subject 
was  now  in  the  hands  of  those  who  would 
remedy  it,  and  no  greater  benefit  could  be 
conferred  on  the  public,  than  to  make  the 
Courts  of  E<juity  equitable  themselres. 

Mr.  SpcHce  sai(t,  the  remedy  for  the 
almsc  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Cdl« 
Chester  (Mr.  Harrey)  complained,  was^  to 
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a  oerttin  extent,  in  the  hands  of  that 
branch  of  the  profession  to  whieb  the  hon. 
Member  belonged.  He  admitted,  however, 
that  the  practice  of  disallowing  the  fees 
paid  to  Counsel  on  consultations  was  ex- 
cessively ridiculous,  and  called  for  some 
remedy,  which  he  had  no  doubt  would  now 
be  applied  to  it. 

Mr.  fVilUam  Brougham  was  happy  to 
be  able  to  corroborate  the  statement  or  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend,  that  one  or  more 
bills  would  shortly  be  introduced,  for  the 
purpose  of  remedying  the  abuse  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  ouestion  of  costs 
required,  and  baa  obtainea,  the  most  at- 
tentive consideration.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Colchester,  that  the 
Masters'  time  ought  not  to  be  wasted  in 
taxing  costs. 

I4r.  Hunt  said,  that  the  House  had  just 
lieard  a  Counsel,  a  Solicitor,  and  a  Master 
in  Chancery,  but  he  hoped  none  of  these 
had  any  thing  to  do  with  drawing  up  the 
bills  which  were  about  to  be  introduced ; 
ibr  if  they  had,  he  (Mr.  Hunt)  feared  the 
poor  client  would  remain  where  he  was. 

The  Petition  to  be  printed. 

Glovb  Trads.]  Colonel  Davies  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  the  Operatives  en- 
gaged in  the  Glove  Trade  in  the  city  of 
Worcester.  The  Petition  stated,  that  the 
Glove  Trade  of  Worcester  was  never  in  so 
distressed  a  state  as  at  present.  Upon  the 
fkce  of  the  Returns  tne  importation  of 
French  gloves  appeared  to  have  beep  di- 
minished since  1828;  but  he  should  be 
prepared  to  contend,  that  in  reality  the 
quantity  imported  had  increased,  but  not  in 
a  legitimate  way.  In  hct  the  mischief  was 
occasioned  by  tne  operations  of  the  smug- 
glers. There  was  no  less  than  40,000  persons 
employed  in  this  trade,  and  they  compre- 
hended a  large  number  of  industrious  and 
honest  people.  It  was  his  intention  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  of  the  subject.  Some  ap- 
prehended that  nothing  short  of  prohibition 
would  protect  the  home  manufacture,  and 
should  that  be  found  to  be  the  case^  he 
would  vote  for  prohibition  rather  than  see 
the  present  melancholy  distress.  While  the 
trade  was  permittea,  any  quantity  of 
gloves  coula  be  disposed  of,  however 
obtained.  The  petitioners  prayed  for 
relief,  and  attributed  their  distress  to  the 
importation  of  French  gloves. 

Mr.  Sanford  said^  he  had  a  similar  Pe- 
tition to  present  from  Yeovil.  If,  after  the 
recess,  his  hon.  and  gallant  fViend  moved 


for  inquiry,  that  motion  should  have  his 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  Robinson  assured  the  House,  that 
the  petitioners  had  not  appealed  to  it 
for  relief  until  they  had  tried  every  means 
within  their  reach  to  assist  themselves. 
He  was  ready  to  declare,  that  if  some 
means  were  not  devised  to  sustain  the 
glove  trade,  the  coubtry  would  have  to 
support  by  charity  a  large  proportion  of 
the  persons  hitherto  usefully  engaged  in 
that  trade.  When  his  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  (Colonel  Davies)  brought  forward 
the  subject  regularly,  he  should  be  pre* 
pared  to  prove,  that  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  as  applied  to  the  glove  trade,  had 
not  been  wisely  applied,  and  oueht  to  be 
reconsidered.  I'he  principles  of  free  trade 
might  have  been  wisely  applied,  if,  when 
they  were  embraced  by  this  country,  they 
had  been  followed  by  other  governments  i 
but,  as  other  countries  had  rejected  these 
principles,  he  greatly  doubted  whether  they 
could  be  perseverwl  in  by  this  country 
without  great  and  increasing  injurv  to  the 
labouring  classes.  He  had  no  wish  to  see 
prohibitions,  but  he  was  prepared  to  con** 
sent  to  that  extreme  measure,  if  nothing 
short  of  it  could  be  devised,  so  as  to  give  a 
just  and  fair  protection  to  the  home  manu- 
facturer. 

Mr.  Gore  Langton  thought  it  was  too 
much  the  fashion  to  prefer  the  manufac- 
tures of  other  countries  to  our  own. 

Colonel  Torrens  observed,  that  measures 
of  prohibition,  would  infallibly  throw  more 
people  out  of  employment  than  thepresent 
system.  Those  who  now  exported  goods 
would  find  no  sale  for  their  commodities^ 
and  ruin  would  ensue  to  them. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  that  the  abstract 
principles  of  political  economy  would  never 
satisfy  the  starving  people.  The  situation 
of  the  working  classes  was  gradually  de« 
teriorating  since  the  introduction  or  the 
system  of  free  trade.  He  gave  his  warmest 
support  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  Pottleit  Thomson  should  be  prepared 
to  state  the  views  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject  when  it  was  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Davies)  after  the  recess.  He 
should  simply  confine  himself  now  to 
stating,  that  the  petition  just  presented 
should  receive  the  most  anxious  attention. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  thought  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  such  extensive  alterations 
as  had  been  made  in  different  branches  of 
our  trade,  without  pro<lucing  great  distress. 
He  supported  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 
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Mr.  John  Wej^land  felt  it  necessary  to 
say  a  few  words  m  faFour  of  the  petitioners* 
He  must  contend^  that  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  free  trade  in  general,  did  not 
apply  to  particular  trades  in  detail:  tliere 
were  exceptions  to  these  doctrines,  and  the 
manufacture  of  gloves  was  one. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  the  arrangements 
which  had  been  made  were  the  best  that 
circumstances  permitted ;  except  that  the 
duties  were  rather  too  high,  and  this  per- 
mitted smugglers  to  run  contraband 
goods,  while,  under  the  old  system,  they 
had  fiill  opi>ortunity  to  carry  on  an  illicit 
trade  with  impunity. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  there  ought  to  be  a  free 
trade  in  corn,  if  there  was  to  be  one  in  silks. 
It  was  idle  to  talk  of  stopping  smuggling 
with  a  duty  of  thirty  per  cent.  He  knew 
and  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury  must 
know,  that  the  smugglers  could  insure 
the  delivery  of  French  goods  into  any 
warehouse  in  London,  at  a  charge  of  nine 
per  cent  above  the  market  prices  without 
duty.  The  distress  of  the  poor  must  be 
relieved.  In  Huddersfield  there  were 
13,000  persons  who  did  not  receive  more 
than  \s.  per  week. 

Mr.  Wynn  Eiiis  observed,  that  the  dis- 
tress was  not  coniineil  to  the  glove  trade. 
If  the  present  system  was  to  be  persevered 
in,  it  was  utterly  impossible  that  the  silk 
manufacturer  could  much  longer  exist  in 
this  country.  He  believed  a  similar  state- 
ment would  apply  to  the  glove  trade. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Labour  of  Children  in  Mills  and 
Factories.]  Mr.  Sadler  rose  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill,  which  should  have  for  its 
object  to  regulate  the  labour  of  Children 
employed  in  Mills  and  Factories  in  this 
kingdom.  Having  consulted  with  that 
branch  of  the  Government,  to  the  ])eculiar 
province  of  which  matters  connected  with 
trade  belong,  and  finding  that  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  discuss  the  question 
when  the  particulars  of  the  measure  which 
he  proposed  were  fully  before  the  House,  he 
should  decline  entering  into  the  details  until 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
understood  was  not  to  be  op]H)Scd.  He  did 
this  the  more  readily,  because  he  felt  that 
no  time  would  be  wasted  by  that  course.  He 
was  happy  in  anticipating  that  his  propo- 
sition would  meet  with  no  op|)osition,  but 
that  its  success  would  be  triumphant,  as  it 
was  grounded  ui)on  principles  of  humanity 
and  policy.  All  that  he  should  do  at 
present^  therefore,  was,  to  move  for  leave  to 


bring  io  the  Bill ;  and,  if  he  were  allowed 
to  do  so,  as  he  hoped  he  should,  he  begged 
to  mention,  that  he  should  wish  to  take 
the  discussion  on  Thursday,  the  27th  of 
January,  when  he  would  state  at  large  the 
principles  upon  which  he  founded  his  pro- 
position, and  the  reasons  which  justified 
him  in  originating  it. 

Mr.  Strickland  hoped,  that  the  measure 
would  meet  with  complete  success,  as  there 
was  no  one  subject  in  any  point  of  view 
more  important. 

Mr.  PouUtt  Tlunnson  confirmed  what 
the  hon.  Mover  had  said,  as  to  the  feelings 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  measure.  There  was  no 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  the  BUI, 
although  it  would  be  necessary  that  it 
should  receive  the  most  mature  consider* 
ation.  But  he  begged  it  to  be  understood, 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  by  no 
means  pledged  either  to  support  or  not  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  as  they  snould  deem  it 
expedient  when  its  provisions  should  be 
known  to  them  ;  there  would  be  full  c^ipor- 
tunity  for  the  discussion  at  a  future  period. 

Mr.  Labouchere cx^reaaed  his  hope,  that 
if  the  Bill  extended  to  the  silk  trade,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  no  objection 
to  its  being  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
because  there  was  a  prevailing  impression 
amongst  the  silk  trade,  that  their  case  had 
not  been  fully  heard  by  the  last  Committee, 
although  the  woollen  and  the  cotton  ma- 
nufactures had  been  amply  examined  intoi 
Therefore,  if  the  Bill  were  intended  to  in- 
clude the  silk  trade,  he  hoped  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  a  Committee  up-staus. 

Mr.  Sadler  had  no  hesitation  in  declar- 
ing, that  the  proposition  was  so  founded  in 
humanity  and  in  policy,  that  no  objection 
could  justly  be  made  to  it  in  respect  to  any 
particular  trade.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  spare  the  operatives  the  expense  of 
making  good  their  case  before  Parliament 
He  was  sure  that  what  he  proposed  would 
be  found  unobjectionable,  and  not  requiring 
an  exception  on  account  of  any  one  trade. 
He  embraced  every  branch  of  manu&o- 
tures  in  it,  beciiuse  he  was  sure  that  the 
operatives,  with  their  children,  now  gare 
up  as  much  of  their  labour  as  the  human 
constitution  could  affonl. 

Mr.  Labouc/iere  begged  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  suppose  that  he  meant  to 
give  it  as  his  opinion,  or  that  of  the  silk 
trade  in  general,  that  that  trade  ought  not 
to  be  included  in  the  Bill ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  a^-are,  that  the  silk 
trade  was  different  from  others^  and  he 
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thought  it  would  be  hard  upon  the  silk 
maouBacturers,  if  thcv  should  be  included 
without  having  been  heard. 

Reform  Bill.]  Mr.  Croiter  begged  to 
ask  a  noble  Lord  opposite,  whom  he  saw  at 
that  moment  in  his  place,  a  question  relat- 
ing to  the  Reform  Bill.  In  bringing  in  that 
Bill,  the  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  it  was 
formed  upon  a  new  principle,  and  that  that 
principle  was  now  found  in  a  list  of  150 
boroughs,  which  had  the  lowest  amount  of 
houses,  and  paid  the  smallest  share  of 
assessed  taxes.  The  noble  Lord  further 
said,  that  he  was  prepared  to  lay  that  list 
before  the  House,  together  with  a  letter 
from  Lieutenant  Druromond,  explanatory 
of  the  grounds  on  which  the  list  was  formed. 
The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  other  information 
also,  which  he  proposed  to  lay  upon  the 
Table,  and  which  had  not  been,  he  believed, 
yet  produced.  But  the  question  which  he 
was  desirous  to  put,  did  not  so  much  relate 
to  information  respecting  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  as  respecting  the  principle  which  was 
said  to  be  its  basis.  There  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  any  difficulty  in  giving  that  in- 
formation immediately,  as  the  noble  Lord 
must  have  been  in  possession  of  it  before  the 
Bill  was  drawn  up.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean  to  pro- 
pose that  the  House  should  go  to  the  se- 
cond reading  without  having  those  docu- 
ments produced  upon  the  Table  a  sufficient 
time  to  enable  the  hon.  Members  to  examine 
them.  He  begged  to  ask,  therefore,  whe- 
ther they  were  presented,  as  had  been  pro- 
mised, yesterday  morning,  for  he  had 
looked  into  the  votes,  and  he  found  no 
mention  of  such  a  return  ? 

hordAlthorp  replied,  that  the  documents 
respecting  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
inquired,  did  not  arrive  last  night  until  the 
House  was  up.  They  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Croker  would  use  his  best  diligence, 
as  soon  as  he  could  get  the  papers,  to 
examine  them,  so  as  to  be  prepared  for  the 
debate.  Indeed,  he  had  given  the  new  Bill 
his  best  attention,  by  looking  into  those 
papers  which  had  been  presented,  and 
from  all  that  he  could  understand  about  it, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  the  Bill 
of  this  Session  was  liable  to  more  suspi- 
cions even  than  that  of  last  Session. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked,  whether  the  debate 
was  to  be  adjourned  to  the  following  week  > 

Lord  AUhorv  wished  to  commence  the 
debate  on  Frioay,  and  to  conclude  it  on 
Saturday. 
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Mr.  Croker  trusted,  that  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading  would  not  be  taken  so 
early  as  Friday,  as  the  papers  to  which  he 
had  alluded  could  not  possibly  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  in  sufficient  time 
to  enable  them  to  become  acquainted  with 
the  details.  It  was  to  be  remembered, 
that  the  documents  must  have  been  a  long 
time  in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
introduced  the  Bill.  It  must  be  so,  for  it 
was  on  the  statements  contained  in  those 
papers  they  formed  the  present  Bill  ; 
unless,  perhaps,  they  made  it  without 
the  materials,  as  they  made  their  former 
Bill.  But,  as  he  had  understood,  the 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  the  Bill 
was  founded  on  the  information  contained 
in  the  list  and  the  letter  of  Lieutenant 
Drummond,  and  the  House,  of  course, 
must  wish  to  have  an  opportunity,  previous 
to  the  second  reading,  of  making  itself 
acquainted  with  the  principles  and  details 
which  had  been  received  from  that  gen- 
tleman. 

Lord  AWiorp :  The  right  hoq.  Gentle- 
man chooses  to  say,  that  the  Bill  was 
founded  on  those  documents ;  no  such 
thing.  The  schedule  was  founded  on 
them.  So  far  from  saying,  that  they  fur- 
nished the  principle  of  the  Bill,  my  noble 
friend  actually  stated,  that  the  inform- 
ation came  so  late,  that  he  was  not  certain 
but  that  one  or  two  boroughs  had  been 
inserted  incorrectly. 

Mr.  Croker  thought,  that  he  could  con- 
fute the  noble  Lord,  even  by  his  own  asser- 
tion. The  House  would  please  to  observe 
that,  contrary  to  the  ^ve  other  Reform 
Bills  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  new 
Bill  had —  instead  of  a  blank  to  be  after- 
wards filled  up  with  the  number  of  the 
boroughs  to  be  disfranchised — the  words 
'*  fifty-six*'  printed  in  the  Bill.  Now  that 
proved,  that  the  exact  state  of  all  the  bo- 
roughs had  been  examined  by  the  noble 
Lords,  and  that,  in  their  judgments,  there 
were  fifty-six  boroughs  which  fell  exactly 
within  the  rule,  whatever  it  should  turn 
out  to  be,  that  they  had  adopted.  The 
information  upon  which  that  rule  and  that 
number  of  fiftv-six  had  been  thus  adopted, 
and  made  an  integral  and  vital  part  of  the 
Bill,  must  therefore  have  been,  for  some 
time,  in  possession  of  Ministers,  and  he 
(Mr.  Croker)  complained  that  the  House 
was  to  be  called  upon  to  pledge  itself  to 
the  most  important  provisions  of  the  whole 
Bill,  while  the  information  on  which  they 
were  founded  was  wilfully,  as  it  Bcemea 
to  him,  kept  from  its  knowledge. 
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TiTBis  IK  Irelanix]  Mr.  Stanley 
rose,  and  moved  tliat  the  pasiage  in  tie 
King'a  SpeecJi  wliieb  related  te  the  Tithe- 
laws  in  Ireland  shouM  be  read. 

The  Clerk  of  th#  House  aceordingly 
read  the  paragraph,  as  Mlowa  .^— ^  Id 
ports  el  Ireland  a  systematic  opposition 
Iia»  been  made  to  the  payment  of  Tithes, 
attended  in  some  instances  with  afilicting 
results ;  and  it  will  be  one  of  your  first 
<hftties  to  inouire  whether  it  nay  not  be 
possible  to  eflect  improfements  in  the  laws 
respecting  this  subiect,  which  may  afford 
the  necessary  protection  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  at  the  same  time  remove  the 
present  causes  of  complaint.*' 

Mr.  Stmnley  then  said  :-— In  rising,  in 
dbedience  to  the  recommendation  in  the 
most  mcioiis  Speech  from  the  Throne^ 
whidi  has  jttst  been  read,  to  mo¥e  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
miire  into  the  state  of  the  law  relating  to 
Tithes  in  Ireland,  and  to  ascertain  whether 
such  legislative  enactments  can  be  framed 
ae  shall  combine  security  to  the  property 
of  the  Established  Church,  with  the  re- 
moval of  those  grievances  which  may  be 
considered  to  exist  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, I  am  undertaking,  I  am  well  aware, 
a  task  of  no  ordinary  responubility.  I 
know  that  I  shall  be  told,  on  the  one  hand, 
by  those  who  inflexibly  adhere  to  the  sup- 

Sort  oi  whatever  exists,  that  we  are  intro- 
uciog  unnecessary  innovations — that  we 
are  creating  needless  agitation  upon  sub- 
jects which  would  be  better  left  in  quiet — 
that  we  are  lending  the  sanction  of  official 
authority  to  idle  clamour  and  unfounded 
complaints — that  we  are  originating  mea- 
sures which  will  invade  the  very  found- 
ations of  the  vested  rights  of  property, 
and  giving  encouragement  to  unprofit- 
able and  dangerous  divisions,  I  am  also 
convinced  that,  on  the  other  hand,  some 
Gentlemen  will  tell  us,  that  we  see  the 
existing  evils  clearly,  but  shrink  from  ap- 
plying the  remedy  which  alone  can  be  effi- 
cient I  that  our  judgment  is  warped  by  our 
prejudice;  that  we  dare  not  look  at  the  ques- 
tion as  we  ought,  and  that  nothing  less 
than  what  would  amount  to  a  sweeping 
demolition  of  existing  institutions,  and  an 
extensive  spoliation  of  property  and  sub- 
version of  right,  is  sufficient  to  remove  the 
causes  of  those  grievances  which  have  spread 
to  so  wide  an  extent,  and  produce  such 
ruinous  consequences.  But,  Sir,  as  I  should 
hold  it  to  be  unworthy  of  his  Majesty's 
Oovemment  to  shrink  before  the  magni- 
tude of  the  difficulty  or  delicacy  of  the 


task,  so  in  the  pavtfeukr  sttuntion  lis  wUdi 
I  find  myseh^honoiired  with  a  plac»hi 
that  Administration,  and  d^arged  Ib  pnv- 
ticular  with  the  superintendence  of  affiurs 
whid>,  at  this  moment,  involve  questions 
of  not  less  deep  interest  and  im^rtaDee 
than  at  any  &>mier  pmM  of  the  kistorf  of 
this  empire*-**!  should  deem  myself  «•- 
worthy  of  the  trust  whick  is  cenidedl  to 
me>  wMre  I  to  reltise  to  oftr  myself»  Ikm^ 
ever  inadequately,  as  the  organ  of  him  M%- 
^ty*s  Government,  in  bringing  belpva  the 
House  our  view  as  to  the  eaAtiug  evils, 
and  those  points  to  which  we  coaoaive, 
nM)st  especially,  legislative  inleileieiiee 
ought  to  be  dfarected.  But,  Sir,  I  owd  that 
I  ^1  more  than  a  common  ffeapowsMlilyen 
this  account,  that  it  is  not  atone  «i  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown,  aad^  thevelbffw  >n»h|W 
lor  the  security  and  tranyiUMt y  e#  tw^anj, 
whidi,  in  my  conaoience,  I  beli^TO  ennnet 
be  eff^ted  by  any  other  meane  then  we 
propose— it  is  not  only  in  that  ehnnrnter 
that  I  present  myself  09  this  oeeaakMij^  Wt 
it  is,  indeed,  the  lii^her  respe^sihilky'  of  a 
Christian  and  a  sincere  Froteatant — an 
ardent  supporter  of  that  Church  te  which 
I  belong,  anxious  fur  its  respectability,  its 
security,  and  its  very  existence,  but  ftlH 
more  anxious  for  the  support  of  the  reli- 
gion which  that  Church  is  calculated  to 
maintain  and  to  propagate— that  I  noir 
call  upon  the  House  of  Comipona^  a  kuwe 
proportion  of  whom  belong  to  that  Okoraiff 
seriously  and  earnestly  to  consider  what  Is 
the  state  in  which  that  Church  and  ear 
common  religion  are  at  present  pliu!ed.  A 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  ttie  meiphsr 
for  Tamworth,  in  commenting  upon  lewe 
observations  which  I  made  the  other  day 
upon  this  passage  of  the  King^  Spaech, 
expressed  the  greatest  alarm  at  the  iiallBn 
of  aCommittee  of  Inquiry,  andarguedj  with 
no  inconsiderable  plausibility,  that  as  leag 
as  this  question  should  be  pendinc  beAwe 
the  House  of  Commons,  so  long  as  it  sheuld 
be  known,  that  the  attention  of  Pkriiament 
was  turned  to  the  question,  the  fbundntien 
of  the  compact  between  the  Clergy  and 
their  parishioners  would  be  broken  up,  the 
payment  of  tithes  would  cease,  and  a  oo^- 
plete  anarchy  would  take  place,  aa  iv- 
spected  the  Clergy  and  the  people.  But 
let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recoileet,  that 
tithes  are  not  a  case  in  whioh  payqMBta 
from  week  to  week,  or  from  day  to  dlay,  are 
going  on.  They  are  not  one  of  the  oidl- 
nary  transactions  of  trade  or  commone,  in 
which,  whenever  any  uncertaintv  arifis, 
a  stagnation  of  busiiwsy  peoesmiif  UdM 
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Theq^  if  the  right  hoq.  Q^iiQpfst  wiH  a}lpw 
ipe^  I  will  argue  as  if  the  opposition  migh^ 
conie  from  some  other  quarter.     I  iin|l 
suppose  it  might  be  possible^  th^t  an  objec- 
tion might  be  t^en  in  so|ne  Quarter  to  the 
mode  we  are  pursuing,  and  that  objection 
I  am  anxious  to  answer,  before  I  procee4 
further  with  the  subject.    I  will  suppose 
it  might  be  objected  that  we  ought  not 
upon  a  question  of  this  importance^  to  ha^e 
taken  notice  of  the  suliijept  in  the  Sp^efiji 
from  the  Throne,  unless  we  were  prepared 
to  follow  it  up  immediately  b^  a  biil  for 
the  remedy  of  the  existing  evils.     I  will 
suppose  it  might  be  ^rgped  by  some^th^t 
we  are  onljr  unnecessarily  protracting  agi- 
tation#  which  oi|ght  to  he  kept  still  and 
quiet^tbat  we  Qu^ht  not  to  have  alluded 
to  the  sulni^t  which  is  bqw  4Utr9Pting 
one-half  or  JreJimd^  but  that  w^  nho^ 
har^  postponed  the  matt^ir  till  afi^r  Christ? 
masj  leaving  the  Bece^  tQ  be  a  period 
of  unanswere4  observation^)  the  Gqfern- 
ment  not  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  views>  and  taking  qo  notice 
of  the  subject  during  that  interval.    I 
say,  that  if  we  had  done  sQj  w^  should  h^v^ 
been  trifling  with  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  and  disregarding  the  evils 
which  prevail  in  that  country ;  and  I  for 
one  felt,  that  we  best  discharged  our  dutyi 
by  advising  his  Majesty  to  notice  the  sub- 
ject in  his  Speech  from  the  Throne^  and  by 
taking  the  earliest  opportunity  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  it.    ft  may 
be  said — and  this  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  sayr— but  it  may  be  said,  and  it 
will  be  saidi  that  the  present  tithe  systeni 
is  working  well— that  no  complaint  can  ba 
made -r-r that  nothing  ever  exceeded  the 
harmony  between  the  Protestant  clerffy? 
man  and  his  Catholic  parishipnerarr-that 
all  we  have  to  do  is  strictly  and  vigorously 
to  enforce  the  rights  of  the  Protestant 
Clevgy,  and  to  support  the  violated  author- 
ity of  the  law.    If  that  be  the  case^  the 
Government,  certainly  is  without  excuse^ 
because,  in  that  case,  we  should  have  inr 
troduced  an  unnecessary  subject  of  agi- 
tation^  and  proceeded  to  n^ake  changips 
where  none  were  called  for.    But  if  I  c^ 
show,  that  the  question  is  one  which>  wbe? 
ther  it  be  discussed  here  or  not,  must  he 
agitated  elsewhere — if  I  can  show^  that  th^ 
state  of  Ireland  on  this  subject  is  such^  that 
the  law  can  htydly,  if  at  all,  be  enfbrced« 
and,  if  enforced,  that  your  very  success  will 
ruin   your  own  cause,  and  produce  rot 
doubled  mischbf.— that  your  triumph  will 
tact  thai  lie  ntaal  to  op|ow  tk«  MotioB.]  V^y  engender  bedi  discontent  wad  ittr 


daoe^  and  a  consequent  depreaiian  i^  felt- 
Tithes  ave  paid  hajf^yearlyi  for  the  ipost 
part ;  and  let  it  be  recollected,  that  one  of 
those  periods  of  payment  has  but  recently 
elapsed^  and  no  further  demand  can  li 
made  until  after  the  ISaster  recess.  There- 
fore I  sfiy>  that,  if  there  ever  was  a  time 
wheq  it  was  safe  to  enter  upon  the  consi- 
deration of  the  subject,  the  present  is  the 
time,  as  we  have  a  longer  period  for  the  dis- 
cussion,  without  that  aifficulty  arising^ 
than  we  could  have  at  any  other  time.  But 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  objects  to  our  pro?! 
oeeding  by  Committee,  and  says,  that  it 
would  nave  been  better  to  have  taken  upon 
ourselves  the  responsibility  of  placing  beipre 
the  House  a  bill  for  the  remedy  of  the  grievr 
anoes  which  we  consider  to  e^ist.    Mow 
let  me  put  it  to  the  right  bon«  Bairouet 
himself,  if  we  had  pursueid  thaf  course^: 
tf,  withoat  notice  in  the  King^s  Speech^ 
or  even  with  notioe,  wo  bad  brought  in  a 
bill  to  make  such  alterations  as  we  con- 
ceived necessary  in   the  existing  laws-r- 
would  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  have 
been  the  first  man  to  call  upon  us  to  act 
with  ffreat  caution — well  and  deeply  to 
considkr  what  we  were  going  to  do  not — to 
hurry  ourselves  or  the  House  of  Commons 
into  a  decision — but  to  laf  before  the 
House  1^1  the  information  which  we  might 
possess,  but  of  which  it  was  not  in  posses- 
sion, and  neither  to  act  ourselves,  nor  to 
urge  the  House  to  act,  without  the  fullest 
investigation  and  the  most  minute  inquiry^ 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  used 
all  those  arguments  which  he,  as  a  political 
opponent,  so  well   knows  how  to  apply. 
[8ir  Robert  Peel  said,  across  the  Table, 
that  the  right  hon.  Secretary  was  mistaken 
as  to  his  feelings  on  the  occasion].    I  am, 
surely,  not  mistaken  in  saying,  that  the 
right  Ifon.  Baronet  objected  to  our  not 
taking  the  responsibility  upon  ourselves, 
but  asking  for  a  Committee  3  and  I  am 
endeavouring  to  show,  that  we  should  have 
been  liable^  from  the  same  quarter,  to  an 
opposite  accusation.      [Sir   Robert  Peel 
said,  you  should  not  assume,  that  I  mean 
to  oppose  the  Motion].     I  am  sorry  if  I 
annoy  the  right  hon.  Baronet  by  my  ob- 
servations ;  I  had  not  an  opportunity  oi  an- 
swering the  right  hon.  Baronet's  remarks 
the  other  day,  when  they  were  made,  and 
I  had  hopes,  that  he  would  not  ol^ect  to 
my  taking  notice  of  them  now,  when  he 
will  have  an  ample  opportunity  of  replying. 
rSir  Robert  P«W  again  objectedto  the  riffht 
Eon.  Ctentleraan'a  argiung  upon  the  infer- 
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TrPBift  IK  Irelaihil}  Mr.  Stanley 
vote,  and  moved  tliat  the  passage  in  tlye 
Kii^'a  Speeds  wliidi  related  te  the  Titbe- 
laws  in  Irdand  sKeuM  be  vend. 

Tlw  Clerk  of  tW  Home  aceordfogly 
Teed  ^  paraffrapk>  as  fc}Wffir»>^ ^Id 
nairts  el  Ireland  a  sjsteiaatic  (»pesitioB 
loam  been  Bade  to  the  pajiweDt  or  Titbee, 
attended  in  some  instanoes  with  afflicting 
vesiilts ;  and  it  will  be  one  of  your  first 
dnties  to  inouix*  whether  it  nay  not  be 
possible  te  eiect  unprvranents  in  the  laws 
respecting  this  subfect,  which  may  ajinrd 
the  necessary  protection  to  the  Established 
CUmreh,  and  at  the  same  timo  remove  the 
present  causes  of  complaint.*' 

Mr.  Stmnley  then  said  :— In  risings  in 
ehedienee  to  tho  reoenmendatien  in  the 
ipoit  mcioiis  Speech  from  the  Throne^ 
whidi  has  jttst  been  read,  to  mope  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
enire  into  the  state  of  the  law  relating  to 
THhee  in  Ireland,  and  to  ascertain  whether 
such  legislative  enactments  can  be  framed 
as  shall  combine  security  to  the  property 
of  the  Established  Church,  with  the  re- 
moval of  those  grierances  which  may  be 
considered  to  exist  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, I  am  undertaking,  I  am  well  aware, 
a  task  of  no  ordinary  responubility.  I 
know  that  I  shall  be  told,  on  the  one  hand, 
by  those  who  inflexibly  adhere  to  the  sup- 

Sort  oi  whatever  exists,  that  we  are  intro- 
uciog  unnecessary  innovations — that  we 
are  creating  needless  agitation  upon  sub- 
jects which  would  be  better  left  in  quiet — 
that  we  are  lending  the  sanction  of  official 
authority  to  idle  clamour  and  unfounded 
complaints — that  we  are  originating  mea- 
sures which  will  invade  the  very  found- 
ations of  the  vested  rights  of  property, 
and  giving  encouragement  to  unprofit- 
able and  dangerous  divisions,  I  am  also 
convinced  that,  on  the  other  hand,  some 
Gentlemen  will  tell  us,  that  we  see  the 
existing  evils  clearly,  but  shrink  from  ap- 
plying the  remedy  which  alone  can  be  effi- 
cient $  that  our  judgment  is  warped  by  our 
prejudice;  that  we  dare  not  look  at  the  ques- 
tion as  we  ought,  and  that  nothing  less 
than  what  would  amount  to  a  sweeping 
demolition  of  existing  institutions,  and  an 
extensive  spoliation  of  property  and  sub- 
version of  right,  is  sufficient  to  remove  the 
causes  of  those  grievances  which  have  spread 
to  so  wide  an  extent,  and  produce  such 
ruinous  consequences.  But,  Sir,  as  I  should 
hold  it  to  be  unworthy  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  shrink  before  the  magni- 
tude of  the  difficulty  or  delieaey  of  the 


task,  so  in  thepavtfei^r  siliiati^  lis  irhidi 
I  &nd  myself— honoured  with  a  phce  hi 
that  Administration,  and  charged  in  pnv- 
ticular  with  the  superintendence  of  affiurs 
which,  at  this  moMent,  involve  questfens 
of  net  less  deep  interest  and  hn^vtanee 
than  at  any^  former  pmM  of  the  hielory  of 
this  enipir»»^  should  deem  myaetf  «•- 
worthy  of  the  trust  which  is  oenided  to 
Be»  were  I  to  refbse  to  oftr  myself,  Ikr^- 
ever  inadequately,  as  the  organ  of  1^  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  bringing  before  the 
House  our  view  as  to  th^  es&i^g  evilB, 
and  those  points  to  which  we  CMeelve, 
nM)st  esnteially,  legislative  interference 
ought  to  be  directed.  But,  Sir,  I  own  that 
I  feel  more  than  a  common  responsMlity  on 
this  account,  that  it  is  not  atone  a«  a  If  i- 
nister  of  the  Crowii,  and,,  theveftMP^  anx)e«8 
for  the  security  and  tranquillity  el  Irekndt 
whidi,  in  my  conscience,  I  bellere  eannet 
be  eff^ted  by  any  other  means  thap  we 
propose— it  is  not  only  in  that  eharaeter 
that  I  present  myself  on  this  oeeaslonA  b^t 
it  is,  indeed,  the  nitfher  reudepsibility  ^  a 
Christian  and  a  sincere  Protestant-^an 
ardent  supporter  of  that  Church  to  which 
I  belong,  anxious  for  its  respectability,  Its 
security,  and  its  very  existence,  but  still 
more  anxious  for  the  support  of  the  reli- 
gion which  that  Church  is  calculated  to 
maintain  and  to  propagate — that  I  nov 
call  upon  the  House  of  Commons,  a  lai^ 
proportion  of  whom  belong  to  that  Churoh, 
seriously  and  earnestly  to  consider  what  is 
the  state  in  which  that  Church  and  our 
common  religion  are  at  present  placed.  A 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  the  member 
for  Tam worth,  in  commenting  upon  some 
observations  which  I  made  the  other  day 
upon  this  passage  of  the  King^s  Speech, 
expressed  tne  greatest  alarm  at  the  notion 
of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  and  argued,  with 
no  inconsiderable  plausibility,  that  sq  long 
as  this  question  should  be  pendinff  befow 
the  House  of  Commons,  so  loqg  as  it  should 
be  kno^rn,  that  the  attention  of  Parliament 
was  turned  to  the  question,  the  foundation 
of  the  compact  between  the  Clergy  an4 
their  parishioners  would  be  broken  up,  the 
payment  of  tithes  would  oease.  and  a  o0B|- 
plete  anarchy  would  take  place,  as  ra- 
spected  the  Clergy  and  the  people.  But 
let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recolleet,  that 
tithes  are  not  a  case  in  which  payments 
from  week  to  week,  or  from  day  to  day,  are 
going  on.  They  are  not  one  of  the  ordi- 
nary transactions  of  trade  or  coraraeroe,  in 
wh(ch,  whenever  any  uncertainty  arises, 
a  stagnation  of  busiiwey  AooetMiijF  lilies 
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^ao0>  aiid  a  coQsequ^pt  depreaiieii  in  feU- 
Tithes  ave  paid  hajfryearlfi  for  tbe  ipost 
part ;  and  let  it  be  recollected,  that  one  of 
those  pectpds  of  paymeqt  has  but  recently 
elapsed,   and  no  further  demand  can  he 
made  until  after  tbe  ISaster  recess.  Tbere- 
ibrr  I  sfiy,  tba^,  if  tber^  ever  was  a  time 
wheq  it  was  safe  to  enter  upon  tbe  consi- 
deration of  tbe  subject,  the  present  is  tbe 
time,  as  we  ha?e  a  longer  period  for  tbe  dis- 
cussion,  without  that  aifficulty  arisipg, 
than  we  could  have  at  any  other  time.  But 
tbe  right  boo.  Baronet  objects  to  our  pro?! 
Goeding  by  Committee,  and  says,  that  it 
would  naYe  been  better  to  have  taken  upon 
ourselves  the  responsibility  of  placing  beipre 
the  Hoqse  a  bill  for  the  remedy  of  the  grievr 
ances  which  we  consider  to  e^ist.    Mow 
let  me  put  it  to  tbe  right  bofi«  Baroiiet 
himeelf,  if  we  had  pursued  tbaf  opurse-r: 
if,  witboBt  notice  in  the  King^s  Speech^ 
or  eYen  with  notioc^  w^  bad  brought  in  a 
bill  to  make  such  alterations  as  we  coa- 
ceifed  necessary  in   the  existing  lawsr-* 
would  not  the  right  bon.  Baronet  have 
been  the  first  man  to  call  upon  us  to  act 
with  great  caution— well  and  deeply  to 
consi£r  what  we  were  going  to  do  not — to 
hurry  ourselves  or  the  House  of  Commons 
into  a  decision — but  to  laf  before  the 
House  all  the  information  which  we  might 
possess,  but  of  which  it  was  not  in  posses- 
sion, and  neither  to  act  ourselves,  nor  to 
urge  the  House  to  act,  without  the  fullest 
investigation  and  tbe  most  minute  inquiry? 
Tbe  right  bon.  Baronet  would  have  used 
all  those  arguments  which  he,  as  a  political 
opponent,  so  well   knows  how  to  apply. 
[8ir  Robert  Peel  said,  across  the  Table, 
that  the  right  hon.  Secretary  was  mistaken 
as  to  bis  feelings  on  tbe  ocpasion].    I  am, 
surely,  not  mistaken  in  saying,  that  the 
ri^t  bon*  Baronet  objected  to  our  not 
taking  tbe  responribility  upon  ourselves, 
but  asking  for  a  Committee;  and  I  am 
endeavouring  to  show,  that  we  should  have 
been  liable,  from  the  same  quarter,  to  an 
opposite  accusation.      [Sir  Robert  Peel 
said,  you  should  not  assume,  that  I  mean 
to  (^pose  the  Motion].     I  am  sorry  if  I 
annoy  the  right  bon.  Baronet  by  my  ob- 
servations ;  I  bad  not  an  opportunity  of  an- 
swering the  right  hon.  Baronet's  remarks 
the  other  day,  when  they  were  made,  and 
I  had  hopes,  that  he  would  not  ol^ect  to 
nv  taking  notice  of  them  now,  when  he 
will  have  an  ample  opportunity  of  replying. 
Fttir  Robert  Peelzgtau  objectedto  the  right 
(^.  Qentlenan's  arguing  upon  the  infer- 
iOM  thai  lie  ntaal  to  ep^oie  the  MetioB.] 


Then,  if  tbe  right  hoq.  Qai^pet  will  allow 
ipe,  I  will  argue  as  if  the  opposition  m\g}^% 
come  from  some  other  quarter.     I  will 
suppose  it  might  be  possible,  th^^  an  objecT 
tion  might  be  taken  in  so|ne  Quarter  to  tbe 
mode  we  are  pursuing,  and  that  objection 
I  am  anxious  to  answer,  before  I  procee4 
further  with  the  subject.    I  will  suppose 
it  might  be  objected  that  we  ought  not 
upon  a  question  of  tliis  importance,  to  bav^ 
taken  notipe  of  the  suliiject  in  the  Sp^ecji 
from  tbe  Throne,  unless  we  w^ra  pfepared 
to  follow  it  up  immediately  by  a  bill  for 
the  remedy  of  the  exjstipg  evilsr     I  will 
suppose  it  might  be  argued  by  some ,  that 
we  are  only  unoecessarily  protracting  agi? 
tation,  which  oi|ght  to  he  kept  sti{T  and 
quietr^tbat  we  ou^ht  not  t^  have  allqded 
to  tbe  sulnect  which  is  now  diatrapting 
one-half  or  Ireland,  but  that  wp  should 
have  postpooed  the  mattpp  till  afi^r  Christ? 
mas,  leariqg  the  Becess  to  be  a  period 
of  unaqswered  observations,  the  Gqferq- 
nient  not  having  had  an  ppportunity  f4 
stating  their  views,  and  taking  qo  qotipe 
of  the  subject  during  that  interval.     I 
say,  that  if  we  had  done  SQ>  we  should  have 
been  trifling  with  the  feelings  of  tbe  peo-r 
pie  of  Ireland^  and  disregarding  the  evils 
which  prevail  in  that  country ;  and  I  for 
one  felt,  that  we  best  discharged  our  duty| 
by  advising  his  Majesty  to  notice  tbe  sub- 
ject in  bis  Speech  from  the  Throne^  aqd  by 
taking  tbe  earliest  opportunity  of  calling 
the  attention  of  tbe  House  to  it.     ft  may 
be  said — and  this  the  right  hop.  Baronet 
did  not  say=— but  it  may  be  said,  and  it 
will  be  said,  that  the  present  tithe  systeni 
is  working  well-^that  no  complaint  can  be 
made -r; that  nothing  ever  exceeded  tbe 
harmony  between  the  Protestant  clerffyr 
man  and  bis  Catholic  parisbipnersrr-tbat 
all  we  have  to  do  is  strictly  and  vigorously 
to  enforce  the  rights  of  tbe  Protestant 
Clergy,  and  to  support  the  violated  author- 
ity of  the  law.    If  that  be  the  case>  tbe 
Government  certainly  is  without  excuse^ 
because,  in  that  case,  we  should  have  inr 
troduced  an  unnecessary  subject  of  agi- 
tation, and  proceeded  to  iqake  changes 
where  none  were  called  for.    But  if  I  can 
show,  that  the  question  is  one  which,  whe- 
ther it  he  discussed  here  or  not,  must  he 
agitated  elsewhere — ^if  I  can  show,  that  the 
state  of  Ireland  on  this  subject  is  8ucb>  that 
the  law  can  btydly,  if  at  ail,  be  enforced^ 
and,  if  enforced,  that  your  very  success  will 
ruin   your  own  cause,  and  produce  r^v 
doubled  mischief— that  your  triumph  will 
eaiy  engender  iSresh  ducontent  mi  ui^ 
K2 
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creased  discussion — if  I  can  show,  that  the 
tithe  laws^  as  they  stand  at  present,  place 
the  clergy  in  the  painful  situation  of  being 
exposed,  on  the  one  hand,  to  the  danger 
of  absolute  penury,  beggary,  and  exile, 
or  of  being  liable,  on  the  other,  to  the 
charge  of  ararice,  extortion,  and  oppres- 
sion,— if  I  can  show,  that  the  system  is 
injurious  to  those  who  ought  to  receive 
the  tithes,  and  not  less  oppressive  in  its 
effect  on  those  who  are  bouna  to  pay  them  ; 
if,  I  say,  I  can  make  out  this  case,  I  shall 
have  a  fair  ground  for  calling  on  the  House, 
without  any  further  delay,  to  take  into  its 
serious  consideration,  the  law  which  pro- 
duces such  disastrous  consequences,  and  to 
apply  a  remedy  to  the  evil,  both  as  regards 
those  who  are  to  receive,  and  those  who  are 
to  paytithes.  But  we  are  told,  in  some  quar- 
ters, that  we  are  yielding  tx)  clamour — 
that  we  are  giving  way  to  an  unjust  call, 
which  has  been  repeated  over  and  over 
again,  and  over  and  over  again  put  down 
by  strong  measures.  I  do  not  mean  to 
deny,  that  if  the  question  had  been  earlier 
taken  up — if  former  Governments  had  not 
abstained  from  meeting  it — we  might  now 
have  entered  upon  it  with  a  better  pro- 
spect of  success ;  or,  rather,  with  a  greater 
certainty  of  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  ad- 
justment. But  are  we  to  be  blamed  for  a 
delay  which  we  did  not  occasion  ?  or,  be- 
cause others  have  increased  the  magnitude 
of  the  danger  by  delay,  will  it  be  said,  that 
we  ought  to  delay  in  our  times,  and  leave 
to  our  successors  the  remedy  of  an  evil 
which  will  then  have  become  all  but  insu- 
perable ?  But  if  we  do  not  yield  to  the 
clamour,  as  it  is  called — if  we  acknowledge 
that  the  cry  has  been  raised  over  and  over 
again,  and  over  and  over  again  suppressed 
— is  that  a  proof  that  your  strong  laws  and 
rigorous  enactments,  however  effective — 
that  the  exercise  of  the  power  obtained 
from  complaisant  Parliaments — has  reme- 
died the  evil  ?  or  is  not  rather  a  proof  that 
the  evil  still  remains  and  cannot  be  reme- 
died, unless  you  remove  the  cause  which 
has  produced  the  excitement  ?     It  may  be 

Eardoned  me,  although  I  do  not  say,  that 
is  Majesty's  Government  is  driven  by 
clamour  to  this  measure,  although  1  repu- 
diate such  an  assertion — J  may  be  permit- 
ted to  state,  however  painful  the  inquiry 
may  be,  what  is  at  present  the  condition 
of  that  country,  and  wha(  has  been  its 
condition  for  nearly  twelve  months,  only 
differing  in  the  increasing  intensity  of  the 
evil,  and  the  consequent  difficulty  of  the 
remedy,  whatare  the  feelings  and  opinions 


of  the  people,  resulting  from  the  system 
which  now  exists  with  regard  to  tithes. 
The  House  will  recollect,  that  in  the 
course  of  last  winter,  when  various  at- 
tempts were  made  to  excite  tumult  and 
discord,  and  to  violate  the  laws  and  settled 
institutions  of  the  country,  amongst  the 
different  modes  and  descriptions  of  agita^ 
tors,  men  went  about  the  country  under 
the  pretext  of  playing  at  certain  games. 
Parties  calling  themselves  hurlers,  assem- 
bled for  the  purpose,  as  they  denomi- 
nated it,  of  hurling  against  tithes.  They 
denounced  both  the  incumbents  who  pre- 
sume to  exact,  and  the  people  who  presume 
to  pay  tithes.  I  do  not  charge  them  with 
having  originally  produced  the  spirit  of 
discontent ;  but  they  succeeded  in  spread- 
ing it.  Those  bodies  were  put  down.  The 
orainary  operations  of  the  law  were  found 
sufficient  for  that  purpose.  The  hurlers 
ceased  to  go  round ;  but  the  spirit  which 
incited  them  did  not  cease  when  they 
ceased  to  assemble.  The  discontent  began 
in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  and  has  pro- 
ceeded through  the  counties  of  Carlow,  the 
Queen's  County,  a  considerable  part  of 
Wicklow,  Wexrord,  Tipperary,  the  King's 
County,  Longford,  and  Westmeath. 
Through  the  whole  of  these  counties  the 
system  has  been  more  or  less  in  operation 
of  tacitly,  but  determinedly,  resisting  the 
payment  of  tithes,  and  of  intimidating 
those  who  claimed  them.  We  are  told, 
that  we  should  have  rigorously  enforced 
the  exercise  of  the  law — that  police  and 
military  were  at  our  disposal — that  we 
might  have  protected  the  persons  of  those 
who  were  engaged  in  enforcing  the  claim, 
and  have  secured  the  payment  of  all  that 
was  due,  and  put  down  this  wide-spread 
conspiracy.  My  answer  to  this  is,  that  if 
this  House  should  think  fit  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  I 
shall  be  ready  to  lay  before  it  the  fullest 
information  as  to  the  means  which  have 
been  in  the  power  of  his  Majesty's  Qo» 
vernment,  the  course  which  we  have  pur- 
sued, and  the  results  which  that  course 
has  produced.  But  let  the  House  remem- 
ber, that,  in  this  case,  there  has  been, 
in  many  instances,  no  disturbance  —  no- 
thing that  the  law  could  take  hold  of-— 
no  resistance  to  established  authority ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  as  I  have  said,  a  tacit  and 
determined  resolution  to  avail  themselves 
of  all  means  in  their  power,  without  ren- 
dering themselves  liable  to  any  risk.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  told  us,  the  other  day, 
tluit  we  were  in  this  dilemm»«»either»  that 
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tbe  claims  of  the  clergy  are  legal  or  they 
are  not ;  that  if  they  are  legal  they  ought 
to  be  enforced ;  and  all  opposition  to  them 
is  illegal,  and  ought  to  he  put  down.  I 
fiiUy  acknowledge  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  claims  of  the  clergy  are  strictly 
legal.  I  never  denied  it — I  always  sup- 
ported that  opinion,  fiut  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  sayings  that  there  may  be,  on  the 
one  hand,  a  strictly  legal  exercise  of  a 
right,  and^  on  the  other  hand^  an  equally 
legal  opposition  to  the  enforcement  of  that 
right.  With  regard  to  tithes,  I  say^  that 
the  case  stands  preciaelv  in  that  situation. 
The  Clergy  are  entitled  to  tithe  as  their 
property^  surrounded  by  certain  restric- 
tions, subject  to  certain  outgoings  and 
conditions ;  and  the  same  law  which  en- 
forces the  exercise  of  that  right,  and  ac- 
knowledges it  to  be  legal,  gives  also  to 
those  who  are  subject  to  that  claim  a 
legal  protection 'against  exorbitant  or  op- 
pressive demands.  If  any  man  is  possessed 
of  a  landed  estate  producing  a  grots  in- 
come of  1,000/.  a-year,  and  if  the  ex- 
penses of  management,  or  the  risk  or  dif- 
ficulty of  collection,  reduce  its  amount  to 
700/.  a-year  instead  of  1,000/.,  he  has  qo 
right  to  call  upon  the  Legislature  to  re- 
move those  restrictions  to  which  he  is 
liable,  and  cannot  complain  of  the  operation 
of  the  law,  which  leaves  him  but  700/. 
a-year,  although  the  value  of  his  land  is 
reduced  by  300/.  This,  then,  I  say,  is 
precisely  the  case  in  the  instance  of  titlies. 
The  Clergy  have  a  right  to  protection 
against  any  resistance  to  their  claims,  ex- 
cept such  as  is  sanctioned  and  authorized 
by  tbe  law.  fiut,  amongst  the  various 
accusations  which  have  been  made  against 
his  Majesty's  Government,  there  is  one 
which  I  confess  1  heard  with  some  surprise, 
because  it  came  from  a  quarter  from  which 
more  than  any  other,  I  did  not  expect  such 
an  attack.  Whatever  I  might  have  ex- 
pected from  some  other  Members  of  this 
House,  I  certainly  did  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Harwich  would  have 
charged  us  with  neglecting  the  interests  of 
the  Clergy,  or  filing  to  protect  their  rights; 
because,  at  the  moment  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  that  charge,  he 
might  have  known,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
he  did  know,  that  if  there  be  a  single  cler- 
gyman who,  in  the  strict  and  rigid  en- 
forcement of  his  rights,  met  with  ampler 
support  from  the  Government  than  others, 
that  clergyman  is  the  Dean  of  St.  Patrick's 
the  brother  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Uf.  Dawim  mi^  tiiat  tb«  right  boo. 


Gentleman  was  under  a  misapprehension : 
he  had  made  no  such  charge — on  the  con- 
trary, he  distinctly  exculpated  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  occasion  to  which  he  alluded. 
Mr.  Stanley :  I  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  accuse  the  Government  of 
not  having  used  the  power  which  they  had 
in  their  hands.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  say  so,  then  I  shall  abstain  from 
stating  the  full  and  ample  assistance  which 
the  Government  gave  in  the  case  to  which 
I  was  alluding.  I  will  only  say,  that  not 
only  were  those  who  went  to  collect  tithes 
protected  by  the  police  and  military,  but 
m  many  instances  the  cattle  seized  under 
distraint  for  tithes  were  led,  guarded  by 
an  escort  of  police  and  military,  to  the  sea- 
side, in  order  to  be  transported  to  this 
country  to  be  sold.  I  know  that  we  are 
now  exposed  to  the  most  opposite  impu- 
tations, and  that  it  is  difficult  to  avoid  the 
charge  of  negligence  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  of  acting  with  needless  se- 
verity. In  speaking  of  the  state  of  those 
districts,  especially  of  Kilkenny,  Carlow, 
and  the  Queen's  County,  I  do  not  mean 
to  say,  that  in  some  instances  there  was  not 
violence :  but  the  general  system  of  oppo- 
sition was  such  that  it  was  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  deal  with  it.  When  a  distraint 
was  appointed,  the  cattle  were  kept  shut 
up  in  the  houses  in  the  day,  and  only 
turned  out  to  pasture  at  night,  when  a 
seizure  could  not  legally  be  made ;  and,  on 
the  approach  of  the  Proctor  with  the  mili- 
tary and  police,  signals  were  sent  round  to 
have  the  cattle  put  out  of  the  way.  If  the 
seizure  was  efifected,  there  was  usually  no 
resistance.  When  the  cattle  were  brought 
to  sale  in  due  time,  no  man  would  expose 
himself  to  the  consequences  of  violating 
the  silent  compact  that  they  were  not  to 
be  purchased.  The  collector  then  bought 
them  in  himself.  They  were  taken  from 
the  spot  and  carried  to  the  sea-side.  On 
the  road  no  man  would  sell  provender 
for  their  support,  and  at  night  no  man 
would  admit  them  to  be  sheltered  in 
his  stables.  They  were  brought  over 
to  this  country,  and  here  a  similar  de- 
termination has  been  acted  on,  so  that 
no  man  will  buy  cattle  that  is  branded 
as  having  been  seized  for  Irish  tithes.  In 
this  state  of  affairs,  I  will  only  say,  that 
there  must  be  some  alteration  in  the  law. 
What  the  remedy  may  be  is  not  the  subject 
for  discussion  now,  but  may  best  be  con« 
sidered  in  the  Committee.  According  to 
the  present  system  (I  fear  that  I  am  fatiga* 
iog  the  attentioo  of  the  House  with  tbeii 


m 


Tilken  bi 


{COMMONS} 


/l^ftMCf* 


tM 


details),  abc6Hiiig  to  the  prefictit  svstetti^ 
the  clergyman  had  thi*ee  mod^  ibr  enforc- 
ing ]JayDieht  of  hiis  tithes.  When  the  slim 
is  tindei*  1 0/.  he  may  issue  a  summons  by 

EhM*esS  against,  the  tythe-payer,  returnable 
fefore  t#o  Magisthltes,  on  whoise  ordiir  h^  is 
able  to  distrain  fbr  the  ambunt  diie ;  but  in 
this  mbdfe  tM  litigation  may  not  be  so 
S))^ily  at  an  end,  fbr  th^  tithe-l)ay6l*  has 
lio  difficulty  ih  oiTeHnga  shabi  [Ml^befbni  the 
M^strates,  without  the  stnklle^t  fbunda- 
tibh  in  fact;  but  whibh  at  ohce  takes 
the  case  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ma- 
gistrates, and  transfers  it  to  a  higher  tribu- 
nal. The  secbnd  mode  is  by  sumihbns  to 
thb  bfficer  of  the  Ecclesiastiod  Court ;  but 
that  court  is  onie  of  extrehie  vekatibb,  and 
when  the  clergyman  has  succeeded  in  it, 
he  has  obtain^  nothing  more  than  a  mo- 
nition, which  is  only  evidence  of  a  sum 
beihg  due,  and  then  process  issues.  Under 
which  he  may  resbrt  to  the  civil  jurisdite- 
tibn;  But  here  agdin  the  defendant  may 
put  in  a  sham  plea  5  atad,  if  so,  the  su- 
peHor  Court  will,  upon  tMt,  although  it 
mAJr  be,  as  ih  the  other  case,  utterly  with- 
out foundation^  issue  a  prohibition.  If  the 
cate  itself  shbuld  be  unmoved  into  the  Su- 
pieHor  Court,  which  it  may  be,  then  both 
parties  Will  be  subject  to  a  most  inordinate 
expense.  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying, 
that  nb  costs  are  received  or  paid  by  either 
party  \o  the  other,  so  that  If  the  dergy- 
iban,  on  eath  individual  case,  should  be 
SUctoessful,  atfd  obtain  th\e  right  he  de- 
ihands,  he  Will  subject  himself  to  ten  times 
the  expense  of  the  sum  he  is  seeking  to 
recover.  There  is  a  third  mode,  but  it  is 
on'e  of  a  most  harassing,  vexatious,  and 
oppressive  kind  ;  and,  to  the  honour  of  the 
Clergy  I  may  mentiob.  that,  I  believe 
Very  few  indeed  among  them  have  ever  re- 
sorted to  it.  It  IS,  to  file  a  bill  ih  Equity. 
In  that  case,  the  greatest  part  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  in  the  other  modes  piiesents 
itself  in  the  way  of  the  clergyman,  is  re- 
inoved ;  for,  by  thus  proceiedingin  Equity, 
the  clerg]rman  may  combine  all  the  diffi^r- 
etot  parties  in  one  suit ;  but  even  there, , 
Bh^uid  he  ultimately  be  successful,  the  re* 
suit  wUl  be,  that  the  clergyman,  though 
a  gainer  on  the  suit,  will  he  a  loser  in  Ms 
jMx;ket.  I  will  not  trespass  on  the  time  of 
th€  House  by  making  general  €4)9ervations 
on  the  evils  of  the  system  of  tithes,  with 
trhtch  every  man  in  England  and  Ireland 
must  be  practically  conversant.  There  is 
.110  man  who  is  not  aware,  that  tithes  act  as 
a  htilrtben  on  improvemfents,  and  on  the 
IhSof  theHHHiier)  tliey  dradc  pra  lasla; 


sUcce^ful  industrr ;  atld  aboVe  all^  theH 
i^  no  dergyhiab,  in  this  couiktrjr  pkltieu- 
larly;  Who  does  not  fbel  that  theV  atr  k 
source  of  litigation  and  bf  ill-Will  between 
thie  parsob  and  the  tebant ;  that  they  plAte 
both  in  a  situation,  And  on  a  footik^  tb^ 
wards  Hl^  other,  frbiU  which  both  ttlttSt 
eqiially  wish  tb  be  relieved ;  that  the)^  de^ 
sthoy  that  mutud  kihdness,  and  Ms^end 
that  mutual  exercise  of  sj^iritual  dUtS^^  aud 
those  mutual  atts  of  friendship^  Whii^h  il 
Would  be  the  happiness  bf  the  dmi  td 
give,  and  of  the  other  to  i-eceive,  if  cl^tgy^ 
men  and  parishioners  wei^  as  they  bu|A% 
to  be-^united  and  living  in  haHnoUy  to- 
gether. But  if  that  is  th^  dil^  ih  Btt^- 
land,  I  ask  hbw  mueh  rtore  must  it  be 
the  case  in  Ireland  ?  I  entteat  finglftili 
Members  and  Phitestant  MeiUb^^  to  UdH- 
sider  this — I  do  not  ask  Irish  MiSteben 
(for  I  know  the  terms  they  WouM  Use,  1ft 
speaking  bh  this  sUbject) ;  I  ^y  I  do  ihot 
ask  Irish  Membei^s  to  state  the  fi^Kllgl 
that  are  engendered  in  Ireland  by  tms 
system,  between  the  Clergy  of  the  IrWk 
Church  and  their  Roman  Catholic  p«t- 
rishioners.  I  will  not  intrbdUee  here  any 
remarks  about  that  endless  Vexation^ — iliat 
system  of  harassing,  petty  grieVanceiiH^ 
by, which  extortion  is  practised  by  the 
tithe  collectors  unknown  ihnd  Unsanctionrepd 
by  the  clergyman,  who,  in  the  necessary 
execution  of  his  duty,  tan  ktioW  nothing 
of  them,  \mt  in  whose  name  they  aine  per- 
petually practised  by  the  Tithe-proctor.  I 
will  now  leave  this  part  of  the  subject,  aud 
go  to  a  more  pleasant  part  of  my  dut^i 
and  giving  every  credit  to  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman  opposite  (the  member  fot  the 
University  of  Cambridge)  for  the  bill 
which  he  introduced,  I  am  bound  in  honour 
and  f^^ess  to  say,  that  that  bill  remedied  a 
great  portion  of  ^e  real  evils  and  abuats 
Uiat  had  existed  in  the  Irish  Htfae  sys- 
tem. That  bill  removed  in  a  great  taea« 
sure  the  bad  eA^ts  of  a  tax  pkH)portieined 
in  its  pressure  to  the  success  of  the  ftti^- 
vidual  in  life,  but  it  left  the  tithes,  or  aia 
equivalent,  assessed  upon  the  Wht^e  parish 
»  a  burthen,  which  the  landlord,  when  fi!e 
took  the  land,  and  tfre  tenanl^  when  be 
took  the  lease,  equally  covenanted  itod 
understood  he  was  bound  to  pay.  So  h!t, 
however,  as  removing  particular  loeal 
grievances  goes  the  greatest  possible  benefit 
has  resulted  f^om  the  Tithe  Compo- 
sition Act  wherever  that  measure  has 
been,  as  in  many  instances,  adopted,  tt 
has  been  I  admrt,  o(  grea%  mrtuttft-; 
biit  ereb ndter  the  bS^  tkt  right  hon. 
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which  the  evils  of  the  old  sfsten  ttre  ttiXL 
tkNigh  the  ProtestMit  Clei^, 


stead  of  possessing  only  the  remedies  I 
]H««aif«Miyideacrfl[wd  asMMigUif  ti>  the 
^M  syniefii,  vra  iimt  in  ^tnomoD  <6f  the 
riglitft  und  iieinMliffi  ^iaiNUords.  £v^eBj 
\ttfw^v^9  titider  this  nev  Bytftenij  there 
tt«  eiils  to  wliich  I  maj  lie  aSloired  to 
re&r^  aad  they  ape  mentioDed  in  a  letter 
iron  ArohdeaceB  Cotton^  tlie  Rector  of 
TittrlM,  lifiw  atnles  in  langiui^  in  which  I 
aiahe  no  nnffrMwnest,  aeaie  cf  the 


vrMMMvt  diAcMMS  wkkih  ths  Clergy 
nave  still  to  contend  with  :*— <^  I  Mn  nc^ 


aakaag  ^yneat  liM-  Miy  tkhet  of  this  last 
harvest,  but  mb  jnerely  ttungior  arreara 
of  former  years,  and  suing  in  the  only 
war  whid  Ae  law  nrorides— sanely*  by 
tml  hill  prooees  at  the  Quarter  Seooiotm, 
for  notes  volmtarily  fwated  hy  tiie  tithe^ 
{nn^ers,  which  aetes  evght  te  have  heen 
MRd  Imig  ago,  hut  ^vAk  ^^  {nrties  «vi<^ 
ninmy  docliiM!  payiDgi)  vntn  conipelied  to 
it  by  coarse  of  law.  More  than  1  ;0(K>?.  is 
DOW  due  to  me  on  euch  notes ;  and  as  these 
sums  are  owing  hy  about  500  persons,  the 
kw  vequiras  that  aach  ^person  at  his  iMHue^ 
ahidl  he  served  with  a  process  helere  he  is 
hnmgiKt  inlo  Cowt :  hmf  gravt  a  difi*^ 
culty,  if  resistance  be  viade,  fpraseirts  itself 
evmia  thns^rst  Muge!  Yet  ths  is  &r 
firan  the  whale ;  lor  em  if  these  fmccMes 
he  aerved  hy  acaat  af  extraordiiiary 
niiiiai)  sttooevr,  the  feoseace  af  die  finv 
•on  who  aei'iad  dunif  and  is  eath  to  tiiat 
efbct  win  he  Fo^fuired  at  the  SeseioBs: 
should  he  he  {irereotod  by  violence  «r  do> 
tervod  hy  threals  (a  rerj  lihely  asatter  ia 
the  fnoMot  atate  ^  thiogB),  the  whole  af 
these,  aooonfAiftbed  with  ao  much  diftculty, 
heconei  aa  asere  waste  paper.  ^A^n,  if 
the  peiaoB  wiie  wftaeesed  the  pranissory 
he  doterradin  the  same  way  iron 
iriog,  the  aotei  Inoone  voeien ;  aod 
tjki|i,|— a  ii  aot  only  «fefraulod  <yf  his 
ii||hla»  Jong  ad  fniaMhr  aought  for,  and 
adBDowiedied  •cn^an  hy  die  pnlieB  theaK 
■el*«,  bitmmemm'm  pat  tocnnider. 
aisieaBKpeaae  ia  k^al  proceedsogs,  all  of 
which  wiN  dm  ^1  apoB  hsmsdT.  MB 
%tKtfJtmty  if  then  ohstvaotioDB  are  snv 
nomrtsd,  aai  the  aanstant  harrister  is 
latisfied  as  to  Ae  |uifeice  of  the  chains,  aad 
gnnis  all  the  deoaesy  is  the  end  bow 
annad?  Ear  £wm  it  Another  otege  iof 
diftcnity  is  yet  to  be  panod,  and  4Jie  aame 
hrate  force  «nH  he  hiaaght  inward  to  la* 


who  will  dar^  ia  the|iiao0Bt  atate  of  dnt 
«UatHct»  to  aaeoate  »tiagic  decreed    In 
the  ttnem  tine,  Ur  4!9erf  aae  af  HkM  I 
■Mnt  h»vead\'aBCed7«.  ^d^  t|^e  whole  MO 
^  which  any  possiUy  be  ontireiy  wsekin>i" 
That>  Sir«  is  liie  statemeatof  a  i^'oteateaifi 
dei^gynaa  af  the  oiroaaMteaoes attiiida% 
hisaadei^oar  4»  oaiBvoe  chnnsi,  aot 
nied  to  him  as  a  maliter  af  right  hy 
ann»  hat  denied  to  hinin  lactiby  the  pn^ 
oesa  towiHch,hythelcw»hewaa«bi^edtD 
have  recoam  in  order  to  anforae  tlwin. 
Of  the  otate  te  which  chagynen  are  ae^ 
daoed  under  this  ay8ten--ef  the  atete  in 
which  tlwyaKpiaoed»it  isdtfikalttetxah- 
«eiae  that  aay  asaa  in  thaa  Hoase,  who 
has  not  heea  in  irelaad,  can  hare  an  ado^ 
^pateidea.    iianyaaeanastetehoMloTi^g 
tn  desUlatian)  if  ttot  m  ahsoN^  want. 
Ilwy  hope  heen  conpeUed  te  part,  aot  aaflr 
with  the  Inxaries^  hnt  ia  asaay  oaaea,  wkli 
the  conforte  to  obtain  the  noosssaries  ^ef 
life,  and,  I  aoay  add,  that  sometiaKs -eaea 
the  neoeesaiies  of  iife  faavie  acaraehr  hoen 
ahtainod.    If  I  wishad  to  place  tlMV  con- 
dition in  aateoagli^hthefeve  the  Uease,  { 
ceiddttot  do  better  than  gif<e  to  the  Honoo, 
the  statement  »ade  hy  a  olei^gyauui  af 
the  EataUisbed  Camrch,  aJdr.  teBer,  of 
ti)e  paiiah  af  BumohundL,  eshihitiag  the 
state  ia  which  ha  and  his  6ni2y  are  exist- 
•ag.     With  the  pemissioa  of  the  iioase  I 
wail  read  his  atetenwat  and  I  ^ali  hsve 
nothing  aoore  te  do  than  to  repaid  in  iiig 
wtvf  weeds  tiie  ideecription  wihich  he  hna 
given  -^*^  Vaa  are  aware  that  a  neetingaf 
hnrlers,    persons  nncomiected  with    the 
fMBish,  assembled  at  any  hoase,  and  diat  C 
waald  not  uahuiil  to  tiieir  iptinidatifla> 
Since  that  «day  -one  af  aay  proctors  was 
nnat  •cruelly  asardeved.  T«  other  has  been 
oUigod,  privately,  to  Jeave  the  country. 
Ab  OBftntanate  aerper  of  hititarta  was  taken 
hy  ^oe  ifrom  twenty'-fifie  pdBoe,  aod  hy  a 
miiaole'eacaaed  deatn.    The  most  foal  and 
fidsecsJnnnuesliave  boenpniblidwd^ooncenh- 
ing  me  in  tdie  Kittsoia^  JiDtfraai/and  myself 
and  twoaf  ny  eons  iuive  finally  hoen  abUged 
te%^l£he  oouatry  :  and  afber^  jamdenoe  of 
neve  llhan  thirty^^ix  years,  during  which 
time  my  sole  londeavour  was  to  benefit  soy 
pnadnonen,  I  luwe   been  ^banished  iron 
mv  hone  and  my  duty,  a  atarving  exile. 
The  inooBse  of  the  paridi  is  abow  2.yOO^ 
a  year :    the  aams  payable  out  cf  l^nt 
income  aawunt  to  mere  than  fi0D/.  a  yeai^ 
to  wit,  interest  on  money  harrowed  for 
hoildii^  ^le  glehe-honse  ^  quit  rent;  Crown 
vent ;  iastnliuaHt  te  the  Beaid  of  Eirat 
A«ite}  f^ot  ef  |lehe{  aohoolnniteriif^ 
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lary ;  rent  of  school-house ;  four  curates' 
.  proxies ;  and  exhibits ;  insurance  of  house 
and  offices  which  the  law  requires  to  be 
paid,  and  the  charge  for  management. 
The  money  to  pay  these  demands  must  be 
provided  and  paid.  I  have  sold  my  horses, 
advertised  my  carriage,  parted  with  all  my 
•labourers  and  servants,  and  broken  up  my 
entire  establishment.  I  have  now  but  one 
woman  servant ;  and  I  believe  that  I  am 
not  the  only  clergyman  in  the  same  situ- 
.ation — reduced  from  comfort  .to  absolute 
-poverty.  No  remuneration  could  tempt 
any  person  to  view  the  parish — no  process- 
server  appointed  by  the  assistant-barrister 
•will  serve  a  tithe  process — no  bailiff  dare 
make  his  appearance  ;  and  if  legal  decrees 
.were  obtained,  they  could  not  be  executed. 
The  farmers  say,  tnat  they  have  completely 
'abolished  tithes ;  and  that  they  never  will 

Say,  until  they  know  what  Parliament  will 
o/'  Under  these  circumstances,  if  only  for 
.the  sake  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
land, I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  come  before 
•Parliament,  and  to  call  on  Parliament  to 
examine,  what  are  the  laws  which  leave  the 
clergy  in  this  destitute  condition — for  their 
sake  alone,  I  say,  I  might  ask  this.     But 
if,  besides  what  I  have  already  stated,  I  am 
:able  to  show,  that  the  same  causes  which 
have  created  this  distress  among  the  clergy, 
Jiave  been  the  occasion  of  vexation  to  the 
tithe-payers,  I  think  I  shall  have  made 
.out  a  case,  both  on  the  one  side  and  the 
other,  to  justify  me  in  calling  on  you  to 
relieve  the  Clergy,  and  by  doing  so,  at  the 
same  time  to  remedy  the  evils  under  which 
the  peasantry  are  suffering.     You  will  thus 
xlry  up  the  sources  of  oppression,  injurious 
aliKe  to  both  parties,  and   place  bath  in 
that  situation  which  both  ought  to  occupy, 
.while  you  will  destroy  those  causes  of  com- 
plaint which,  not  for  years,  but  for  centu- 
Ties,  have  afflicted  Ireland,  arising  out  of 
.the  system  of  her  tithes.     I  believe,  that 
•there  are  but  few  cases  in  which  there  are 
charges  against  the  Clergy  for  extortion 
or  oppression :  that  there  are  some,  I  am 
aware ;  but,  for  the  honour  of  the  Clergy, 
I  believe  they  are  but  few,   and  I  believe, 
too,  that  the  Clergy  would  have  a  right  to 
demand,  that  on  going  into  this  investiga- 
tion, you  should  see  what  is  the  acreable 
rate  of  charges  in  Ireland,  compared  with 
that  which  is  really  charged  upon   the 
land,  by  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land.    I  have  at  this  moment  in  my  hand, 
a  complaint  of   certain    parishioners,    in 
answer    to  which   the  clergyman  states 

tb«  nto  of  the  Mmbk  ui*    The  com- 


plaint is  in  the  form  of  a  petition.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  read  the  follow- 
ing statement : — 

<<  The  Petition  of  the  Landholders  of  the  Union 
ofKell?, 
"  Humbly  showeth, — ^That  your  Petitioners, 
from  the  depression  of  the  times,  the  exorbit- 
ant rents  and  taxations  with  which  they  are 
encumbered,  and  unable  to  discharge  much 
longer,  are  under  the  necessity  of  applying  to 
your  Reverence  for  reduction  in  the  amount 
of  the  tithes  which  are  levied  on  them,  and 
your  Petitioners  humbly  hope  that  your  Rever- 
ence will  take  their  state  of  destitution  into 
consideration,  and  comply  with  their  earnest 
and  reasonable  request ;  and  Petitioners,  as  in 
duty  bound,  will  ever  pray." 

In  reply  to  this  petition  the  clergyman 
made  the  following  statement : 

'^The  Union  contains  by  the  applotment 
book,  9,585  0  21  acres  ;  is  set  for  1,075/.  late 
currency,  which  amounts  to  992/.  6s.  2d,  Of 
this  sum  a  lay  impropriator  receives  200/.  per 
annum.  The  average  amount  per  acre  is  not 
quite  2s.  2d,  It  is  almost  all  tillage,  and  pro- 
duced before  the  composition  was  entered  into 
1,600/.  per  annum.  It  was  reduced  to  what 
the  Union  paid  fifty  years  ago  when  the  com- 
position was  effected.  The  parishioners  do 
not  complain  of  the  amount,  but  say  they  are 
forbid  to  pay.  I  have  two  curates  to  pay  out 
of  my  income,  and  have  been  compelled  to 
build  a  glebe  out  of  my  own  pocket,  which  has 
cost  upwards  of  2,000/." 

I  will  not,  Sir,  make  further  extracts 
hom  this  statement ;  I  only  mention  this, 
for  the  sake  of  showing,  that  I  believe  in 
many  cases,  as  in  this,  it  is  not  the  amount 
of  the  tithes  that  is  felt  as  a  grievance,  but 
the  mode  of  exacting  them  under  the  old 
system,  by  the  conduct  of  the  tithe -proctor. 
Under  the  new  system,  the  process-server 
has  taken  the  place  of  the  tithe-proctor, 
and  the  peasantry  are  still  harassed  with 
the  constant  and  vexing  applications  for 
petty  sums;  and,  above  all,  they  are  irri- 
tated by  the  notion  that  the  Catholic 
peasantry  are  paying  a  Church*  the  doc- 
trines of  which  they  are  taught  not  to 
believe  in.  I  have  heard  the  case  argued, 
but  I  have  never  heard  it  argued  in  a  way 
to  convince  me,  that  the  tithes,  except  in 
consequence  of  the  uncertainty  in  the  old 
forms,  fall  upon  the  occupying  tenant; 
for,  whatever  may  be  the  amount  of  that 
charge,  I  believe  that  that  charge  falls  not 
on  the  tenant,  but  on  the  landlord.  If  I 
had  any  doubt  whatever  on  the  subject, 
that  doubt  would  have  been  removed  by 
the  Tithe  Composition  Act,  which  enacts 
that  all  lessees,  after  the  passinff  of  that 

Actj  ibsU  att*off  the  ptymoDlt  unff  maici 
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of  tithes  as  and  for  a  certain  portion  of  rent, 
and  the  tenant  shall  be  entitled  to  this  set-^ 
off  on  exhibiting  the  clergyman's  receipt 
for  tithes.  Does  it  not  follow  from  that, 
as  the  tithes  are  allowed  as  a  deduction 
from  the  rent,  that  if  they  were  not  paid  to 
the  clergyman,  they  would  be  paid  to  the 
landlord,  who  would  have  the  right  to  de- 
mand them  ?  So  that  I  believe,  that  if 
the  right  to  demand  these  tithes  were 
removed  to-morrow  from  the  clergyman, 
and  were  vested  in  the  landlord,  the  pea- 
santry would  reap  no  benefit,  for  they 
would  be  exacted  with  more  rigour  by  the 
Protestant  landlord  than  they  are  now  by 
the  members  of  the  Protestant  Church. 
But,  then  comes  the  positive  grievance, 
which  is  felt  throughout  the  country — 
namely,  that  it  is  a  direct  payment  made 
by  a  Catholic  population  to  a  Protestant 
Church,  which  is  even  more  objected  to 
than  if  made  to  an  absentee  landlord.  But 
if  it  is  argued,  as  it  has  been,  that  the  com- 
petition among  the  farmers  is  such,  that 
the  landlord  has  only  to  take  what  sum  he 
pleases,  and  put  it  on  the  land  he  lets,  in 
order  to  induce  the  tenant,  not  to  pay,  but 
to  promise  to  pay,  it  is  right  that  that  fact 
to  which  I  have  already  alluded,  should  be 
known — and  that  it  should  be  known 
where  the  pressure  really  does  come  from  ; 
and  if  the  pressure  is  from  the  exorbitant 
demand  of  the  landlord,  it  should  not,  as  it 
cannot  in  justice,  be  charged  on  the  mode- 
rate demand  of  the  clergyman.  I  have 
confined  myself  almost  exclusively  to  the 
vexation  to  which  the  tenant  and  the 
tithe-payer  are  liable,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances. I  will  not  tempt  Irish  elo- 
Quence  to  describe  what  the  peasantry  suf- 
fer under  other  circumstances — that  elo- 
quence which  is  the  true  Irish  power,  as 
it  is  founded  upon  Irish  feeling  and  Irish 
experience  of  the  injuries  felt  by  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland,  but  which,  I  must 
say,  cannot  fairly  be  charged  upon  the 
Irish  Church.  I  will  quote  from  a  letter 
I  have  received  on  this  subject,  the  circum- 
stances to  which  I  allude.  It  is  a  letter 
from  a  clergyman,  a  most  active  Magis- 
trate, residing  in  one  of  the  disturbed  dis- 
tricts of  the  country.  He  states  circum- 
stances of  such  a  nature,  that  I  believe 
every  man  of  feeling  will  agree  with  me, 
are  enough  to  rouse  the  indignation  of  the 
most  torpid,  so  that  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  for  the  peasantry,  or  for  any 
human  being,  to  submit  to  them  in  silence. 
He  states  bis  experience  of  what  the  cir- 
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the  Tithe  Composition  Act  was  passed. 
"  There  are  a  vast  number  of  instances  in 
my  own  parish,  where  one  poor  man,  whose 
whole  tithes  annually  do  not  amount  to 
more  than  Is,  Sd,  per  annum, and  yet  sub- 
ject him  to  have  his  cow,  sheep,  pig,  or 
horse,  taken  and  driven  to  pound  six  timies 
in  the  year  for  tithes,  and  liable  upon  each 
and  every  driving  to  a  charge  of  2#.  6d. 
driver's  fees,  besides  the  expense  of  im- 
pounding and  waste  of  time  from  his  labour 
in  seeking  the  person  duly  authorised  to 
give  him  a  receipt.  He  is  liable  to  be  sum- 
moned, moreover,  and  decreed  for  vestry 
cess  once  in  the  year,  making  annually 
seven  calls  on  account  of  the  Church,  to 
his  little  plot  of  one  acre :  besides,  his  little 
holding  is  liable  to  two  calls  in  the  year 
for  Grand  Jury  public  money,  and  fre- 
quently to  two  calls  more  for  Crown  and 
quit-rent.  Thus  eleven  calls  are  made 
upon  his  small  holding  in  the  year,  besides 
his  landlord's  rent,  and  for  sums  trifling 
in  themselves,  but  perplexing  and  ruinous 
in  the  costs  which  attend  them.  Surely 
such  are  hardships  that  ought  to  be  re- 
moved.*' On  each  of  these  occasions  of  a 
distress  being  levied,  an  exorbitant  fee 
also  is  payable.  Is  it  possible  then,  I  say, 
for  any  peasantry  under  such  circumstances, 
not  to  be  roused  into  excitement  by  such  a 
system ;  or  is  it  possible  to  believe,  that 
such  a  system  can  be  for  the  benetit  of  the 
Protestant  Church  ;  or  that  it  can  receive 
anything  but  injury  from  these  exactions  ? 
The  clergyman,  indeed,  has  nothing  to  do 
with  them.  In  the  first  instance,  he  often 
pays  2s.  6d,  in  the  pound  to  a  person  to 
collect  the  tithes ;  that  person  pays  some- 
thing less  to  another  to  undertake  that 
duty,  and  so  the  matter  goes  on  till  it  gets 
into  the  hands  of  the  very  lowest  class  of 
men,  who  almost  live  in  the  whiskey  shops, 
and  who  eke  out  the  remuneration  by 
means  which  the  Protestant  clergyman,  if 
he  knew  how  the  payment  of  the  tithes 
was  enforced,  woula  shudder  with  abhor- 
rence at  the  instruments  he  unknowingly 
employs.  What  I  conceive  is  the  cause 
of  the  great  grievances  that  the  clergy 
suffer  in  the  pursuit  of  their  legal  rights, 
and  of  the  claims  which  the  law  gives  them 
a  right  to  demand,  is,  that  they  are  com- 
pelled to  obtain  payment  of  their  tithes 
from  a  number  of  occupants  for  small 
amounts,  which  subjects  them  to  most 
vexatious  expenses,  and  which,  in  the 
ordinary  mode  of  levying  the  tithes,  com- 
pels him  to  put  the  other  parties  to  great 
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^riei^Rtioe  thtt  renders  it  impewible  for 
die  dei^  tb  8iilMlUttdate  their  riglits — it 
is  ft  source  of  great  Fexation— ^it  ts  most 
karamiag  oiHally  to  those  wlm  have  to 
receive,  aad  to  tiiose  who  have  to  {My. 
Then,  agaia,  the  perssus  who  ftre  Siibfect 
t«  |Niy  this  snail  tax  are  fieneraUr  persons 
in  the  lowest  situattoxi  <of  life.  There  is  a 
difeneiioe^  too^  between  the  famdiord  and 
the  derg7>  The  ktadiord  may  'suiidtvide 
his  pfo|)erty  as  nueh  as  he  pteascs" 'he 
knows^  from  the  amount  of  his  property, 
h«w  flMiGh  he  expects  to  «htaiii  mm  each 
of  his  teftantSk  He  has  certain  modes  of 
•fiferoing  his  claims,  which  are  abo  defi« 
nite  and  ssettied  hy  mutual  agreement. 
The  dergyman  has  the  samie  remedies,  hut 
he  can  exercise  no  po^wer  ever  the  sort  of 
persons  who  shall  become  liable  to  him-*- 
he  <:an  exercise  no  choice,  whether  they 
shall  be  a  pauper  tenantry  or  not,  but 
■Mist  teke  them  as  the  Umdlord  chooses  to 
maloe  them^  These  persons,  too,  are  often 
net  Me  to  pay,  and  evon  when  they  are 
■seet  willi«^  to  pay,  they  are  most  liable 
to  be  inttmidatea.  If  in  the  parish  there 
are  a  small  number  of  persons  who  consent 
to  defraud  the  clergyman  of  his  rights, 
those  p^«ons  who  are  willing  to  pay  have 
DO  protection  afibrded  them  against  mid- 
night vfolenee,  agatost  infttmidation,  and 
agatnsi  threats;  and  I  could  show  nn- 
merous  instances  in  which  the  tenants 
have  been  perfectly  wiHing  to  pay,  but 
they  dared  not,  for  they  would  have  been 
plaoed,  if  they  had  consented  to  pay, 
under  die  ban  of  sm  anonymous  assailant, 
who  generally  is  able  to  enforce  his  arbitrary 
decrees.  The  Tithe  Composition  Act 
having  eSecked  so  much  good,  it  becomes 
necessary  to  look  to  those  causes  which 
have  prevented  it  from  having  a  more 
general  extension.  There  are  two  or  three 
causes  permanently  acting,  which  prevent 
its  coming  into  universal  operation.  The 
Composition  Act  divides  over  the  whole  of 
the  parish  1>hese  tithes  that  were  originally 
raised  from  the  tillage  of  the  land  alone. 
Those,  therefore,  who  possess  grazine  land, 
have  a  strong  inducement  to  resist  the  ap* 
plioadon  of  the  Act,  and  their  opposition 
nas  been  one  of  the  causes  which  ha^e  pre* 
vented  the  Act  from  coming  into  general 
qieratien.  Another  cause  arises  from  the 
opposition  which  the  Bishops  have,  in  many 
oases  not  improperly,  offered  to  the  terms 
i^greed  on  bcftweea  the  cleigy  and  their 
parishioners.  In  many  cases,  the  iocum- 
nents  have  been  willing  to  agree  to  a 
lednoliM  ^  what  they  ImmL  U^y  «  fight 


tn  tkemand;  but  is  every  ngtwnwut  nf 
this  nort  was  nfeoessarily  nnbRiitted  ta  the 
Bis^iep,  for  hie«pprsvnl»theCishep,innMny 
ones,  reAraed  his  consent^  «s  he  thcmght 
that  these  agreements  were  seMicthBCs  nf 
sudi  a  nature,  that^if  estnbiishnd,  the  m^ 
manent  interests  nf  the  Chitt«h  worn  hn 
endangcned  by  them.  There  ss  snnfthit 
toanse,  which,  to  h  great  eKt€Sit»  htts  inters 
posed  to  prevent  the  ndepdon  lof  the  Tiliin 
Oemimsition  Aet^-^I  mean  where  the  tidbas 
havebeen  divided  «nisngsevemdpropmtBi% 
and  where  name  of  these  prsnnetors  bmnt 
been  trustees  for  charities  or  Mspitala.  in 
such  eassa  tJLe  i*esident  inonnbents  bnmt 
cittB  been  willing  to  compsnmd  fcr  n 
smaller  snm  than  they  were  legally  entilini 
to  ttemand,  but  the  trastees  have,  fram  m 
sense  of  duty,  reused  to  acoef>tnny  oim^ 
sitian  that  was  eneiuthingbelowdiat  w4iidi 
bykwtheywereentitiedto.  Theythwig|t 
that  by  the  natnreef  then*  tmst,  they  went 
bound  to  demand  the  ntmost  larthing  th«n 
the  law  guaranteed  to  them.  AMtfaff^ 
and  the  kst  cause  of  the  evils  of  the  eK« 
istittg  system  is,  that  in  the  csUcction  nf 
the  tithes,  hi  the  nsceitaining  of  thnir 
amount,  in  the  diiving  and  in  the  praoess* 
serving,  the  dergymaa  becomes  nm  nmist 
prominent  person  with  his  parishionecs. 
With  regard  to  most  of  theni»  tins  is  4hn 
only  point  of  view  in  which  he  is  biftig^i 
into  contact  with  them.  I  sav^  therefcrs^ 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  conoeine  a  system 
more  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  diurch^ 
than  one  in  which  the  deigyman  is  seen 
chaffering  with  his  paitshtoners  on  .pecn« 
niary  matters.  There  are  rarions  twcfcs 
in  which  the  existing  system  might  be 
altered.  In  the  first  place,  it  ts  said,  tknt 
the  Go^"ernment  ought  to  take  into  their 
own  hands  the  whole  revenues  of  the 
Chnroh,  and  that  out  of  these  revenues  the 
Clergy  ought  to  be  paid.  I  think  there 
are  strong  objections  in  principle  te  that 
course,  and  that,  if  adopted,  it  would  he 
found  very  tnoonvenient  dn  practice.  In 
the  first  place,  it  would  afford  no  nelief  to 
the  persons  who  pay  the  tithes;  foe  ft 
would  be  the  doty  of  the  Gcwemment  to 
enforce  the  payment  of  them  nsore  atrictiy 
than  tiie  dergydo  now.  The  dtvgy,  too, 
would  be  put  in  a  situation  of  less  ner»n» 
nent  secimty  of  their  income,  and  from 
the  circumstance  of  their  having  a  rfixed 
income,  they  would  not  have  the  sntereot 
they  now  have  in  ike  improvement  and 
increasing  value  of  t^  land.  Anotimr 
plan  to  remedy  the  evils  of  die  present 
•yrtam  hni  he«nt  to  ndopt  n  ptrpiMnli 
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THkt,  \mi  in  th&t  cMie  the  fierfgj^  as  it 
fleens  to  ine»  wimld  not  hftve  tlie  tame 
0miHtf>  ii«r  would  obtain  the  iame 
riAhis  *8  in  a  tomplete  change  of  system. 
Ill  bfioging  forward  this  Motion,  I  do  not 
wiih  to  pledge  the  House  to  adopt  any 
paHfitular  systeni ;  but  there  is  one  mode 
m  whtch>  as  it  seems  to  me>  M  the  griev«- 
tmces  Might  be  remedied>  atid  all  the  ne^- 
eertarf  severities  obtained^  and  all  the 
evifti  to  the  parishloDera  and  to  the  clergy 
avoided)  m  mi  hardlT  even  the  pretence 
of  esmplaitat  would  be  left  to  either  party, 
I  kok^  as  to  the  ulterior  object  of  this 
Motion,  to  a  commutation  of  tithes  for 
landed  property)  That  commutation  does 
not  seem  to  me  impossible.  It  will  be  our 
duty  to  take  those  rules  which  will  pro- 
dwee  (a  mutual  benefit  to  dei^  BXid 
purisi^oiiers)  that  wfll^iocfease  the  ^amount 
of  g&od  will  between  theniy  which  akme 
will  be  productive  of  great  advantage  to 
the  clergy,  and  these  objects,  I  think,  can 
be  obtained  by  mining  a  general  and  ^i- 
tensive^  ff  not  an  entire,  commutation  of 
tithes  for  laod.  I  am  fatiguing  the  pati- 
euee  olT  the  House  in  thus  going  at  length 
into  this  subject,  which,  in  some  of  its 
details,  is  neoessafity  very  dry.  When  I 
haVe  |NX>ved,  as  I  think  I  have  done,  that 
the  present  system  is  vexatious — is  pre- 
judicial to  allpaities,  and  actually  ruinous 
to  the  Church ;  that  it  Is,  and  always  has 
been,  and  wiU  be,  aready  handle  to  agkaitors 
•'s-to  tAiosfe  who  wish  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  the  eountty^I  think  I  have  said  enough 
to  induce  the  House  to  grant  a  Committee 
to  examine  into  the  state  of  that  law 
whidi  produces  such  consequences.  I  call 
upon  son.  Members*  as  they  value  the 
tnuvquiRity  of  Ireland,  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  her  people,  the  advantage  of  the 
diurdi,  the  happiness  of  her  peasantry, 
and  of  the  lowers  aye,  «id  of  the  higher 
orders  of  her  ministers  of  religion — nay, 
as  they  value  religion  itself — I  entreat 
them  to  consent  to  the  in^[uiry  ;  and,  in 
tile  terms  of  his  Majesty's  speech,  to  adopt 
such  legislative  **  improvements  in  tnc 
kws  tespecthig  this  sulject  as  may  afford 
the  ficccsBsfy  protection  to  the  Estid>lished 
Church,  akid  at  the  same  time  remove  €tie 
present  oauses  of  complaint.*'  I  beg  to 
move,  that  a  8elect  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  impiire  into  the  collection  and 
payment  of  tkhes  in  Ireland,  and  the  state 
of  the  kw  rrialRng  theireto,  and  to  report 
their  obsefrations  Uierevpon  to  the  House. 
Sit  Bobefi  Peeltttdd,  that  from  the  mn- 
««t  te  wlM  «l«  f%ht  IM,  CeCNMy  M; 


alluded  to  him,  he  (the  right  hou.  6ecf^ 
tary)  must  have  supposed  that  he  had  come 
down  to  the  House  to  give  his  most  str^nw^ 
ous  opposition  to  the  present  Motion.  Now 
there  was  nothing  in  the  expressions  used 
by  him  on  the  first  night  of  the  session, 
which  could  justify  the  Hght  hon.  Seci«« 
tary  in  entertaining  such  a  notion ;  and  he 
never  necollected  an  occasion  on  which  the 
propriety  of  abiding  by  the  rule  of  not 
referring  to  what  had  Mkn  firom  hon«  Mxim^ 
hers  in  former  debates,  was  more  fotcMy 
illustrated  than  it  had  been  that  evening. 
Agreatpartof  the  speedi  the  House  had  just 
heard,  turned  upon  compressions  which  the 
right  hon»  Secretary  had  imputed  to  him, 
but  which,  in  point  of  fiKt,  he  had  never 
enploved.  Although  he  wan  not  prepared 
to  ofiler  any  oi^osition  to  tlye  present 
Motion,  he  musit  be  pardoned  if  he  said  a 
few  wmds  upon  it«  He  was  too  deeply 
impressed  with  a  sense  of  the  melancholy 
condition  to  which  Ireland  was  reduced  fay 
agitation,  to  lend  hisnelf  to  the  views  of 
any  persons  who  thought  that  theycouldfiM^* 
warn  their  party  or  personal  objectB^  1^  op- 
posing the  Goverament  on  this^qfuestien.  Ife 
ooutd  not  imagine  any  thing  more  wicked 
than  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  isdividuals  to 
obtain  benefit  for  themselves  IVom  embroil- 
ing  the  pditics  of  Ireland.  Wherever  else 
tlM^  fburiit  the  battles  of  party,  let  not  ivs- 
land  be  the  arena  selected  for  them.  Enter- 
taining these  sentiments,  be  could  i>ot  at  the 
same  time,  helpdedaring  it  tohehis  opinisa, 
that  though  the  importance  of  the  subject 
might  require  notice  in  the  King's  ^^M«ch, 
it  was  in4N)litic  to  make  a  reference  to  it 
there,  if  the  Government  were  not  prepared 
with  a  distinct  plan  for  remedying  the  griev- 
ances of  which  they  admitted  the  existence. 
The  evil  would  he  coosidetably  aggravated, 
in  case  the  interval  were  long  between  the 
mention  of  the  subject  in  the  Speech,  a&id 
the  introduction  of  the  remedial  measure 
contem  [dated  byisrovemment.  He  hoped, 
that  when  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
it  Would  not  lose  a  day  in  inquinw  whether 
the  'Government  had  properly  enforced  the 
existing  laws  r^ative  to  the  payment  of 
tithes.  He  had  not  heard  any  charge  made 
against  the  'G^emment,  for  having  neg- 
lected its  duty  in  this  veif)ect.  He  had 
not  preferred,  nor  did  he  intend  to  prefer, 
any  snch  charge  himself;  and  if  such  a 
charge  were  preferred,  he  trusted,  that  not 
this,  but  another  Committee  would  be 
appointed  to  examine  into  the  truth  of  it. 
lie  had  hoped,  that  the  right  hon.  Seore« 
tary  would  have  esqdaioed  hk  piMi 
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in  detail  than  he  had  done  on  the  present  I 
occasion.  He  fully  admitted  the  existence 
of  the  evils  of  which  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary complained.  He  could  not  know  what 
he  did  know  of  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland,  without  feeling  the  necessity  of 
relieving  its  ministers  from  a  condition  the 
most  deplorable  that  could  be  imagined. 
He  believed^  that  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
had  not  at  all  exaggerated  the  melancholy 
situation  in  which  they  were  placed.  If  a 
plan  for  the  alteration  of  the  present  system 
.  of  Tithe-laws  had  been  regularly  laid  before 
the  House,  he  could  suppose  the  necessity 
for  appointing  a  Select  Committee  to  ex- 
amine its  details.  But  the  intimation  of  the 
existence  of  any  such  plan  was  very  vague. 
The  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary, that  some  mode  might  be  devised  of 
commuting  tithes  for  land^  even  if  it  could 
be  acted  upon,  would  provide  no  immediate 
remedy.  It  might  be  proper  to  adopt  such 
a  measure^  however  remote  its  operation^ 
but  he  thought  the  policy  of  it  at  least 
questionable,  and  that  it  would  avail  little^ 
if  it  were  the  only  measure  in  contem- 
plation. They  were  now  on  the  point  of 
separating  for  the  recess,  and  as  nothing 
explicit  had  been  stated  that  evening  by  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Secretary^  all  Ireland  would  be  at 
a  Toss  to  know  what  was  meant  by  the  allu- 
sion to  it  in  the  King's  Speech.  He  had  be- 
fore stated,  that  the  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  Secretary,  that  in  any  measure  which 
he  might  introduce  on  this  subject,  he 
should  pay  respect  to  the  property  of  the 
Church,  gave  nim  great  satisfaction  and 
encouragement.  He  lamented,  however, 
the  necessity  for  appointing  a  Committee  to 
examine  into  the  state  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  apart  from  the  Church  of  England. 
The  two  Churches  were  united  Churches, 
with  interests  inseparably  interwoven.  At 
the  same  time,  the  melancholy  picture 
,  which  the  right  hon.  Secretary  had  drawn  of 
the  condition  of  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  rendered  it  impossible  for  him 
to  press  any  objection  on  that  score  to  the 
present  Motion.  Every  day  increased  his 
apprehension ;  and  he  cordially  concurred 
with  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  in  hoping 
that  the  House  would  do  nothing  either  to 
inflame  the  public  mind,  or  to  increase  a 
peril  which  was  now  too  palpable  to  be 
denied.  It  was  with  a  view  to  the  exam- 
ple which  so  humble  an  individual  as  him- 
self might  set,  that  he  now  refrained  from 
entering  into  topics  which  might  lead  to 
an  angry  and  acrimonious  discussion.  He 
•hmUdi  tberetot)  offer  no  objection  to  the 


appointment  of  a  Committee.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Committee  would  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  the  examination  of  any  plan 
to  be  submitted  to  it;  for,  whatever  import- 
ance the  House  might  attach  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform,  he  thought,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  see,  that  the  present  was  a 
vital  question,  affecting  the  peace  and 
prosperity  of  the  empire,  and  that  the  con- 
sideration of  no  other  question  should  inter- 
fere with  the  settlement  of  one  which,  hav- 
ing been  once  agitated  at  the  instance  of 
the  Crown,  pressed  with  peculiar  urgency 
for  immediate,  and,  if  possible,  final  adjust- 
ment. 

Mr.  Leader  expressed  his  regret« .  that 
the  right  hou.  Secretary,  did  not  enlarge 
the  ground  to  which  the  attention  of  toe 
Committee  was  directed,  or  that  he  had 
thought  it  right  to  limit  its  inquiries. to 
the  question  of  tithes  alone.  He  did  not 
think  that  was  an  unimportant  ques- 
tion in  itself,  but  it  formed  only  a  part 
of  the  subject  to  which  he  should  wish 
to  see  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
directed,  which  was  nothing  less  than  the 
consideration  of  the  general  condition  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  He 
must,  however,  rejoice  that  even  the  ques- 
tion of  tithes  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
investigation  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  only  regret  which  he  had 
with  respect  to  that  question  was,  thftt  it 
had  not  at  a  much  earlier  period  excited  a 
larger  share  of  the  attention  of  those  who, 
from  their  official  connexion  with  Ireland, 
must  have  been  aware  of  the  intolerable 
evils  which  that  system  had  entailed  on 
that  country.  He  spoke  chiefly  with  re- 
ference to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
formerly  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  those 
with  whom  he  was  connected  in  the  go- 
vernment of  that  country,  who  had  the 
best  opportunities  of  knowing  how  the 
system  worked.  It  was  also  a  matter  of 
regret  to  him,  that  the  subject  had  been 
brought  forward  in  the  absence  of  one  who 
had  paid  the  greatest  attention  to  it,  and 
who  had  collected  a  mass  of  the  most  im- 
portant information  respecting  it ;  but  his 
chief  regret  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary had  not  referred  the  whole  question 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  to 
the  Committee.  When  hon.  Members 
considered  the  immense — he  would  say 
the  extravagant — revenue  drawn  by  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  from  the 
resources  of  that  country,  they  would  be 
impressed  with  the  necessity  of  extending 
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Establishment.  The  amount  of  its  reve- 
nues was  now  not  a  matter  of  uncertain 
calculation.  They  had  it  from  official 
returns^  which  could  not  be  denied.  From 
these  it  appeared,  that  from  tithes  alone, 
the  Churcn  of  Ireland  derived  an  income 
of  780,384/.  a-year.  Besides  this,  several 
sees  of  Ireland  were  in  possession  of 
550,280  acres ;  added  to  which,  there 
belonged  to  Corporations  and  other  ecclesi- 
astical bodies,  in  glebe  and  other  lands, 
property  amounting  in  value  to  about 
250,000/.  a^year.  So  that  in  land  and 
tithes  it  was  now  ascertained,  by  official 
returns,  that  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland  derived  a  revenue  from  that  coun- 
try of  1,785,000/.  a-year;  and  this,  let  it 
be  remembered,  was  paid  for  the  religious 
instruction  of  comparatively  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  country. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  thought,  and 
indeed  no  one  of  those  who  objected  to  the 
tithe  system  in  Ireland  disputed  the  pro- 
position, that  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  should  be  well  paid  for 
the  services  they  performed ;  but  when  it 
was  known,  that  nearly  2,000,000/.  a-year 
were  drawn  from  the  country  by  the  reli- 
gious instructors  of  about  one-sixth  or 
one-seventh  of  the  population,  it  must  be 
admitted,  that  the  continuance  of  such  a 
•vstem  could  never  give  satisfaction  to 
those  of  a  different  religion,  by  whom  so 
larse  a  portion  of  that  revenue  was  paid, 
and  who  had,  in  addition,  to  support  their 
own  clergy,  to  whom  they  were  devotedly 
attached.  The  case  was  very  different  in 
England,  where  the  great  body  of  the 
people  belonged  and  were  attached  to  the 
Church  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
maintain.  The  tithe  system  here,  there- 
fore, though  in  many  instances  it  was 
found  to  be  vexatious  m  its  operation,  was 
looked  upon  with  different  reelings  from 
those  which  were  entertained  respecting  it 
by  the  great  mass  of  the  population  in 
Ireland.  Those  feelings  were  such,  that 
no  law  which  could  be  devised  would  be 
able  to  reconcile  the  people  to  the  support 
of  such  an  immense  establishment,  which 
seemed  to  be  kept  up,  not  for  the  instruc- 
tion of  the  many,  but  for  the  aggrandize- 
ment of  a  few.  In  the  answers  of  some  of 
the  Bishops  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  to  queries  put  to  them,  the  House 
would  find  still  stronger  proof — if  proof 
were  necessary — of  the  enormous  magni- 
tude of  the  Church  revenues  compared 
with  the  Protestant  population  for  whose 
idus  insbuctioii  it  wis' kept  up.  -From 


these  answers  it  appeared,  that  in  the 
southern  and  western  districtsof  Ireland  the 
number  of  Protestants  was  very  small,  and 
in  some  extensive  districts  there  was  scarcely 
any.  In  the  counties  of  Sligo,  Roscommon, 
Leitrim,  Mayo»  and  Galway,  the  propor- 
tion of ;  Catholics  to  Protestants  was  as 
twenty  to  one;  in  Clare  they  were  twenty- 
five  to  one ;  in  Kerry  fourteen  to  one ; 
in  Limerick  nineteen  to  one ;  in  Cork 
twenty  to  one,  and  in  some  others  of  the 
southern  and  western  counties  in  nearly 
the  same  proportion.  It  farther  appeared 
from  the  official  sources  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  that  there  were  6,000,000  of 
acres,  with  a  population  of  nearly  3,000,000, 
which  were  almost  exclusively  Catholic,  and 
yet  that  portion  of  the  country  paid  to  the 
Protestant  establishment  nearly  1,000,000/. 
a-year.  Could  peace  or  content  be  ex- 
pected in  a  country  where  such  a  dispro- 
portion existed,  or  could  it  be  expected 
that  a  system  of  this  kind  could  continue  ? 
It  was  impossible,  and  therefore,  some 
system  of  commutation,  some  other  and 
some  fairer  mode  of  payment  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  not  more  for  the  peace 
of  the  country,  than  for  the  quiet  and 
comfortable  subsistence  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  themselves.  He  had  not  risen  to 
enter  into  the  whole  question  on  this 
occasion,  as  a  more  fit  opportunity  would 
occur  hereafter  for  that  purpose.  His 
chief  object  in  rising  was,  to  express  the 
regret  he  felt,  in  common  with  many  other 
Irish  Members,  that  the  Government  had 
not  thought  proper  to  refer  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
to  the  investigation  of  the  Committee 
From  one  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  he  differed.  He  thought 
he  had  understated  the  means  which  the 
Protestant  clergyman  had  of  recovering  his 
tithes  by  legal  means.  He  might  do  so  by 
a  summons  before  two  Magistrates,  or  by 
civil  bill,  or  by  application  to  the  ecclesias- 
tical courts ;  or,  if  he  did  not  choose  to 
avail  himself  of  any  of  these,  the  courts  of 
common-law  were  open  to  him  ;  or  a  court 
of  equity  would  attend  to  his  claim.  But 
it  woula  be  said,  that  all  these  had  been 
tried,  and  in  many  instances  had  failed. 
He  admitted  the  fact,  and  the  cause  of  the 
failure  had  been,  and  would  continue  to 
be,  the  aversion  of  the  Catholic  population, 
to  lie  taxed  in  that  manner  for  the  support 
of  the  Protestant  Church.  He  lamented, 
as  much  as  any  man,  the  unfortunate  dis- 
putes which  had  recently  taken  place  in 
some  parts  of  Ixdaiid;  but  it  was  a  nut* 
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take  to  suppose^  that  these  ww9  caused  by 
the  (question  of  tithes  alone.  There  were 
other  and  deep  causes  for  the  distress  and 
consequent  discontent  which  existed  in  so 
many  parts  of  that  country.  Since  the 
year  1800,  the  state  of  Ireland  was  becom- 
ing worse.  He  spoke  not  now  with  refer- 
ence to  the  removal  of  the  lopal  legislature, 
for  into  that  he  would  not  thea  enter.  For 
a  time  after  the  UdIqu  the  loss  of  the  local 
government  was  supplied  in  a  great  de- 
gree by  a  resident  gentry,  but  of  late  years 
tnese  had  gradually  disappeared  from  Ire- 
land. Not  only  those  who  had  large  in- 
comes from  land  had  become  absentees^ 
but  that  system  had  extended  to  large  num- 
bers of  men  with  incomes  of  from  1,000/. 
to  500/.  a-year,  who  now  resided  either  iq 
this  country  or  qn  the  Continent,  and 
there  spent  the  whole  of  that  which  ought 
to  be  circulated  amongst  those  by  whom  it 
was  raised.  Besides  these,  Ireland  had  to 
regret  the  removal  from  her  of  those  army, 
naval,  and  ordnance  establishments  which 
had  been  the  means  of  circulating  millions 
of  money  in  that  country,  but  which  had 
within  a  few  years  been  transferred  to  Eng- 
land. Besides  these,  she  had  lost  nearly 
the  whole  of  her  linen  trade,  and  thus,  with 
the  loss  of  a  local  legislature— of  her  resi- 
dent gentry,— of  large  naval  and  military 
establishments  —  of  civil  boards — of  the 
bounties  on  her  fisheries  and  coarse  linens, 
she  was  now  reduced  to  a  state  of  almost 
hopeless  misery.  Let  these  facts  be  consi- 
dered, and  it  would  be  seen,  that  the  evils 
of  Ireland  lay,  not  in  the  tithe  system, 
though  that  was  bad  enough,  but  in  a  va- 
riety of  other  causes,  which  an  attempt  to 
remedy  that  system  only  would  leave  un- 
touphed.  If  hon.  Members  would  bear  in 
mind  the  drains  which  were  constantly 
made  on  Ireland,  they  would  see  that  it 
was  impossible  she  could  go  on  as  she  was 
at  present.  She  had  to  pay  4,000,000/. 
a-year  to  the  Government,  3,000,000/.  to 
absentees,  nearly  2,000,000/.  to  the 
Church.  If  to  these  were  added  the  ex- 
travagant amount  of  Grand  Jury  Assess? 
ments,  it  would  be  found,  that  the  coun- 
try was  charged  with  about  1 4,000,000/. 
a-year  on  a  produce  that  was  some  mil- 
lions below  that  amount.  It  was  evident, 
then,  that  some  of  the  charges  must  go  un- 
paid— either  the  landlord  or  the  Grand 
Jury  rate,  or  the  tithe  proctor,  for  she 
could  not  pay  them  all ;  she  could  not 
pay  14,000,000/.  a-year  out  of  a  produce 
of   6,000,000/.     If   theoe  had  been  an 
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Irehnd)  they  were  more  thftn  oeuntevba-r 
lanced  by  the  decay  of  her  trade.^  Wei^e 
not  these  all  subjects  whiph  reqiiuped  ior 
vestigation  as  well  as  the  tithe  systein) 
He  could  tell  hon.  Qentjemen,  that  they 
much  deceived  thepaselyes  who  thought 
that  an  inquiry  into  that  system  would 
remedy  the  other  evils  to  which  he  had  re-! 
forred.  An  inquiry  ii^to  t^e  great  inp^m-: 
brance  of  the  Church  would  do  muobi  hut 
the  whole  subject  should  be  gone  into.  He 
knew  that  there  were  difficulties  iu  tlit 
way  of  such  an  ipquiry  -,  but  they  mu^t 
be  n^et,  for  the  evils  of  the  system  wpuM 
not  cease  to  press  pn  them  until  thpy  were 
met  by  some  plan  for  commut^ting  tithes 
altogether,  and  providing  some  other  luo^e 
of  paying  the  Clergy.  He  would  uot  gq 
into  tbat  at  preseut,  but  w(Hild  MIm  an 
eadv  c^portunity  of  moving  an  iosUwkilMi 
to  the  Committee  to  take  uie  whole  of  the 
Church  {iStahlishment  in  Ireland  iute  lift 
consideration*  He  must  express  an  eaBaettf 
hope,  th^t  the  suli(ject  would  he  considered 
dispassionately  when  brought  forward,  for 
he  was  convinced,  that  nothing  but  a 
commutation  would  place  the  Protettant 
Clergy  on  a  comfortable  footing.  His 
only  object  in  bringing  these  mattera 
under  the  consideratiop  of  the  House  was 
that  which  alone  had  induced  him  to  de- 
sire a  seat  in  it — namely,  a  most  anxious 
wish  to  improve  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
for  by  that  means  would  the  p^ace  fmd 
prosperity  of  the  United  Kingdoms  be 
most  eifectually  secured  and  streqgthened. 
Mr.  JXominick  Browne  had  always  been 
of  opinion,  that  the  payment  of  tithes  wu 
more  vexatious  than  oppressive,  because  he 
thought  that  if  the  tithes  were  taken  off 
by  Uke  Clergy,  they  would  be  put  oa 
in  another  way  by  the  landlora  ;  but 
the  real  point  was,  that  the  Roman  CaAo- 
lics  folt  most  vexatiously  their  baring  to 
pay  the  pastors  of  another  religion  for  the 
performance  of  services  in  the  benefit  pf 
which  they  did  not  in  any  way  participate* 
It  was  for  this  reason  that  he  was  amid 
that  the  evils  would  not  be  ^t  rid  of  by 
commutation.  In  his  opinion  the  only 
proper  way  of  settling  the  question  woula 
be,  by  causing  a  general  vaTuation  to  take 

Elace,  and  when  that  was  efiected  to 
ave  the  tithes  publicly  sold,  as  in  the 
case  of  tbe  land-tax  redeemed.  For 
this  purpose  the  Government  ought  to 
take  the  matter  into  its  own  hands, 
and  when  the  sale  was  eflbcted  tbe 
money  might  be  converted  into  a  sort  of 
Coaaolidated   Fundi   out  of  whkk  Ike 
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C^mgy  9t  iiekuid  ougkt  to  Ve  ipii-  He 
did  mot  say  tluia  because  lie  waa  friendly  to 
tlie  H&aiBtenance  of  theSslaliKslied  Chuiok, 
SB  tlaBfeaeet  extenuve  raBSfficationa ;  fo 
ke  had  always  been  of  OBinion,  tkat  if  it 
waa  the  wish  of  the  Legtstatufe  to  preserve 
Ireland  aa  a  part  of  tW  United  Kingdoni, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  reduce  the 
established  Church  of  Irekind  to  a  siae 
that  should  he  in  proportion  to  the  Protest- 
ant pc^lation  of  that  country.  He  was  a 
afaioere  f  rotestant  himself,  and  no  one 
could  he  a  greater  enemy  than  he  was  to 
veducing  that  Establishment  below  its  pro- 
per level.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
feal  footfaig  on  whioh  the  matter  ought  to 
be  i^laoed :  they  had  now,  for  300  years, 
been  endeavousin^  to  make  the  population 
of  Irela^  Protestant  In  their  ftith-rrbut 
in  vain.  But  though  he  should,  ftv  these 
wmsaosj  ha  frfondly  to  a  gseat  altejiation  in 
the  prssent  ar»|ngement  of  Chu»^  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  look  upon  the  claims  of  the  actual  iq- 
oumhants  of  livings  as  intaneiUe;  but 
their  right  being  respected,  it  was  the 
duty,  as  w^ll  as  within  the  power  of  Par- 
liament, to  sell  all  the  tithe  and  Church 
landf,  and  to  make  a  new  modification  al- 
to^ther.  He  was  not  prepared  to  go  the 
len|^  of  supporting  the  instruction  to  the 
Committee  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last ;  but  if  he  (Mr.  Leader) 
woi^d  propose  a  separate  Committee  for 
the  purpose  of  inquirina  into  the  state  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  he  should  have  his 
best  support,  Still  he  would  rather  that 
nothing  should  interfere  to  interrupt  the 
great  object  in  whicli  they  were  engaged, 
for  he  was  firmly  oonviqped,  that  they  only 
wanted  a  Reformed  Parliament  in  order  to 
have  full  justice  done  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  Oinrge  Dawson  spoke  nearly  as 
follows :— As  I  have  been  accused  of  having 
an  unfriendly  fooling  towards  the  preaent 
Oovernment,  I  am  the  more  anxious  to  pay 
my  tribute  of  praise  to  the  manner  in 
which  this  subject  has  been  introduced  by 
the  fight  hon.  liecretaf y  for  Ireland ;  and 
I  can  assure  him  that  I  nave  great  pleasure 
in  ddng  justice  where  justice  is  due.  I 
therefore  beg  leave  to  say,  that  in  my 
opinion,  there  never  was  a  more  clear,  or  a 
more  able  statement  in  this  House,  of 
one  bettp  calculated  to  illustrate  the  sub- 
iect  which  drew  it  forth.  As  the  right 
hen.  Oentleman,  however,  has  thought 
proper  to  aAcuse  me  of  stating  what  was 
unfriendly  with  r^^pMst  to  the  present  pro- 
position of  the  OovemiaeHt,  I  hope  that  he 


will  allow  me  to  have  the  pleasure  of  un? 
deceiving  bun,  and  I  can  assure  him, 
that  I  am  not  able  to  recal  to  my  recoUeo? 
tion  one  single  es^presaian  used  hy  me^ 
that  could  be  construed  into  a  refiec- 
tion  against  the  Government,  for  having 
been  indififerent  to  the  difficulties  under 
which  the  clergy  of  Ireland  have  lately 
been  lahauring,  or  conniving  in  any 
way  at  the  progress  of  those  diftculties. 
I  therefore  was  certainly  surprised  at  the 
statement  that  foil  this  evenuig  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  got  up  to  exr 
press  that  surprise  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment ftinoe  then  I  have  referred  to  those 
records  of  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
which  we  fortunately  possess  in  this  coun- 
try, and  on  looking  into  them,  I  am  unable 
to  find  any  allusion,  even  the  slightest,  to 
those  expressions  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  attributed  to  me ;  and  I  f hinh 
that  if  he  will  allow  me  to  pjat  the  f^asssge 
into  his  hands,  he  will  perceive  that  it  con- 
tains any  thing  rather  than  a  charge  against 
the  Government  for  neglect  towards  the 
Church  of  Ireland  in  its  present  difBculties. 
The  reason  why  I  derived  so  much  pleasure 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
was,  because  I  saw  in  it  (and  I  tnist  that 
in  this  it  will  prove  but  an  echo  of  the  in* 
tention  of  the  Government)  a  firm  deterr 
mination  of  upholding  the  property  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland-— a  determination 
which  appeared  to  me  to  l^  in  full  ac- 
cordance with  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty 
on  the  opening  of  the  present  Session, 
where  he  declared: — f  ^  In  parts  of  Ireland 
a  systematic  opposition  has  been  made 
to  the  payment  of  tithes^  attended  in 
some  instances  with  afiiicting  results ;  ^nd 
it  will  be  one  of  your  first  duties  to  inquire 
whether  it  may  not  be  possible  to  eflect 
improvements  m  the  laws  respecting  this 
subject,  which  may  afford  the  necessarv 
protection  to  the  Established  Church,  ana 
at  the  same  time  remove  the  present 
causes  of  complaint.  But  in  this  and 
every  other  question  aflecting  Ireland^  it  is 
above  all  things  necessary  to  look  to  the 
best  means  of  securing  internal  peace  and 
order,  which  alone  seem  wanting  to  raise  a 
country,  blessed  by  Providence  with  so 
many  natural  advantages,  to  a  state  of  the 
greatest  prosperity."  These  words  the  speech 
of  the  right  non.  Gentleman  appears  to  me 
entirely  to  uphold  and  justify ;  and  as  I 
have  ever  been  firmly  and  warmly  attached 
to  the  interests  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
it  was  with  the  greatest  pleasure  and  satis- 
ftetioii  that  I  listened  to  hia  a^dvaas.    I 
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can  assure  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  that  I 
received  with  exceeding  comfort  and  con- 
solation his  declaration,  as  announcing 
the  resolution  of  the  King*s  present  Mini&- 
ters  to  uphold  against  all  its  enemies — 
whether  they  be  open  or  concealed — the 
property,  the  privileges,  and  the  rights, 
of  tne  Established  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland.  For  the  same  reasons  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  gave  me 
satisfaction,  it  was  with  regret  that  I 
listened  to  the  address  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  and  with  still  more,  that 
I  heard  him  announce  his  intention  of 
moving  an  instruction  to  the  Committee, 
concerning  the  state  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. As  to  my  hon.  friends' (Mr.  Dominick 
Browne's)  opinions^  I  have  long  been  ac- 
quainted with  them,  and  have  often  la- 
mented his  hostility  to  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland;  but  I  must  confess 
that  my  sorrow  on  that  head  is  much 
mitigated  when  I  recollect  the  authority 
with  which  those  opinions  have  been 
opposed  [by  the  right  non.  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  With  such  aid  as  that — with 
the  aid  of  the  good  sense  of  the  coun- 
try, and  its  attachment  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  —  with  the  aid  of  the 
firmness  and  zealous  support  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland — I  think  we  may,  after 
the  declaration  that  we  have  heard  this 
night,  be  prepared  to  meet  the  enemies  of 
that  Church,  wherever  they  may  appear 
whether  among  the  Members  of  this  House, 
or  among  those  of  the  Political  Unions, 
either  in  England  or  in  Ireland.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  this  report  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  will  be  the  source  of 
as  much  pleasure  and  satisfaction  to  the 
Protestants  of  that  latter  country,  as  of 
dismay  to  those  who  have  hitherto  been  in 
the  habit  of  raising  their  voice,  and  of  late, 
I  am  afraid,  with  increased  violence,  be- 
cause they  have  imagined  that  they  had 
more  friends  in  this  country  than  I  trust 
they  will  be  able  to  count,  should  a  day 
for  reckoning  them  arrive.  In  full  confi- 
dence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  sin- 
cerity, ]  beg  to  say,  that  though  I  difier 
from  him  in  many  parts  of  the  picture 
which  he  has  given  to  the  House,  I  am 
ready  to  afford  him  my  most  complete  sup- 
port for  going  into  a  Committee.  At  the 
same  time  I  must  observe,  that  many  por- 
tions of  his  Representation  appear  to  me  to 
be  highly  exaggerated.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, in  his  description,  refer  to  that  part 
of  the  country  with  which  I  am  connected ; 
but  though  we  may  not  agree  altogether 


as  to  the  degree,  still  it  cannot  he  denied 
that  a  sufficient  quantity  of  mischief  exists 
to  justify  the  Government  in  making  the 
call  for  a  Committee  which  has  this  evening 
been  made.  I  do  not,  however,  think  that 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee  can  be 
made  with  any  view  to  the  finding  of  an 
ultimate  remedy  for  the  evil,  or  one  that 
shall  prove  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. In  the  north  of  Ireland,  as  has  al- 
ready been  observed^  the  same  irritation 
on  this  subject  does  not  exist ;  and  the 
cause  of  this  has  been  very  properly  stated 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Kilkenny  to  be, 
because  the  inhabitants  of  the  north  have 
a  more  friendly  feeling  t4)wards  the  clercy, 
when  they  are  called  upon  to  pay,  owing 
to  their  being  for  the  most  part  Protest- 
ants, though  it  is  true  that  many  of  them 
are  Protestant  Dissenters.  The  real 
cause  of  the  discontent  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic population  to  the  payment  of  tithes 
is,  because  those  to  whom  they  are  re- 
quired to  make  the  payment  are  of  a  differ- 
ent religion  to  themselves.  We  may  beat 
about  the  bush  as  long  as  we  please — we 
may  look  at  this  side  of  the  picture  or  at 
that — we  may  endeavour  to  find  a  remedy 
in  corn-rents  or  in  the  commutation  of 
tithes,  but  the  real  solution  of  the  discon- 
tent that  exists  is,  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics do  not  like  to  pay  tithes  to  the  Pro- 
testant clergy.  I  trust,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  enough  to 
convince  the  Roman  Catholic  tenants  that 
the  burthen  of  tithes  is  really  a  burthen 
on  the  land  of  the  country,  and  not  on 
them  individually ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  that  it  is  a  burthen  from  which 
they  have  no  right  to  claim  to  be  re- 
lieved, because  they  profess  a  different  re- 
ligion from  those  who  have  the  claim 
upon  the  land.  The  Protestant  religion 
is  a  portion  of  the  law  of  Ireland,  and  whe- 
ther the  number  of  Protestants  in  any  par- 
ticular district  be  ten  or  10,000»  that 
religion  must  be  maintained  by  virtue  of 
that  law — by  virtue  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Parliament — by  virtue  of  the  King's 
Oath  itself.  It  is  for  these  reasons  that 
I  apprehend  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  will  never  be  able  to  relieve  the 
Government  from  its  dilemma,  by  pro- 
posing a  commutation  of  tithes.  I  shall 
not,  however,  as  I  said  before,  oppose  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  but  I 
trust  that  one  of  its  first  results  will  be, 
the  unquestionable  acknowledgment  of  all 
the  rights  and  all  the  privileges  of  the 
EstaUisbed  Church  of  Ireland. 
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Mr.  Dominick  Browne  disclaimed  having 
said  anything  which  could  warrant  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  asserting,  that  he 
was  inimical  to  the  Established  Church. 
On  the  contrary  he  was  a  great  friend  to 
that  Churchy  bat  he  was  sure,  that  a  great 
change  must  be  made  in  the  law  of  tithes 
to  save  it  from  ru4n. 

Mr.  John  Browne  rose  to  say  a  few 
words,  being  the  Representative  of  one  of 
the  largest  counties  in  Ireland.  He 
thanked  the  right  hon.  (xentleman  (Mr. 
Stanley)  for  having  brought  forward  the 
subject  of  tithes,  although  he  regretted 
some  settled  plan  for  the  improvement  of 
the  system  hs^d  not  at  once  been  proposed 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  He  sin- 
cerely admired  the  Protestant  reh'gion,  as 
he  believed  it  to  be  the  work  of  God,  but 
he  must  confess  he  was  in  no  degree  en- 
amoured of  its  temporj^lities,  which  he 
eaually  believed  to  be  the  work  of  man. 
Tne  Catholic  people  of  Ireland  were  ad- 
verse to  pay  for  the  support  of  the  Pro- 
testant clergy^  and  he  could  not  attach  any 
blame  to  them  for  entertaining  such  a 
feeling.  However,  as  a  sincere  friend  to 
the  Protestant  Church,  he  was  disposed  to 
support  the  motion  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said^  if  he  were  not  re- 
strained by  higher  motives  from  entering 
into  this  discussion  at  any  length,  it  was 
not  because  several  observations  which  he 
bad  heard  from  many  of  the  preceding 
speakers  had  not  furnished  him  with  suf- 
ficient materials.  But  as  he  fully  appre- 
ciated what  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
friend  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  he  must  say, 
that  upon  an  occasion  like  the  present, 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  go  into 
a  Committee  (»f  Inquiry^  that  was  not 
the  time  to  enter  into  any  discussion  which 
might  lead  to  irritation.  When  he  had 
the  honour  of  filling  the  situation  in  Ire- 
land now  held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  brought  forward  the  Motion,  he 
had  occasion  to  contend  with  some  of  the 
grievances  which  were  complained  of  as 
growing  out  of  the  tithe  system,  and  he 
then  felt  it  his  duty  to  pursue  a  different 
course  from  that  now  sought  to  be  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  found 
great  grievances  to  exist  in  Ireland,  espe- 
cially as  to  tithes,  which  were  made  the 
handle  of  every  agitator,  and  in  order  to 
deprive  them  of  that  source  of  irritation  he 
proposed  the  direct  measure  of  the  Com- 
]i08ition  Act.  For  a  considerable  period 
that  Act  appeared  to  him  to  hare  a  most 
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tranquillizing  effect,  without  causing  the 
violation  of  any  right  as  to  tithes  or  pro- 
perty of  any  other  description.  What  fate 
had  attended  that  Act  since  he  left  Ireland 
he  could  not  take  upon  himself  to  say,  and 
he  would  not  have  adverted  to  it  if  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  shew,  that 
as  it  had  been  stated  not  to  have  worked 
so  well  as  he  had  expected,  he  was 
fully  justified  in  supporting  the  mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Al- 
though he  thus  far  supported  the  Motion, 
he  owned  he  should  have  been  much 
better  pleased  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  come  down  with  some  legislative 
measure,  rather  than  leave  the  subject 
open  to  that  acrimonious  discussion  which 
he  feared  would  elsewhere  take  place  while 
it  was  under  the  deliberation  of  the 
Committee  of  that  House.  And  yet,  so 
anxious  was  he  upon  all  occasions  to 
remedy  any  of  the  evils  under  which  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland  laboured — so 
highly  did  he  value  their  pious  labours-— 
so  anxious  was  he  to  co-operate  in  any 
measures  which  would  relieve  them,  and 
restore  them  to  their  rights,  that  he 
would  certainly  support  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  SheU  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Goulburn)  had  offered  incense 
to  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  return  for 
that  which  had  been  wafted  to  him, 
and  had  then  proceeded  to  expatiate 
on  his  own  merits  in  the  construction 
of  the  Tithe  Composition  Act.  It  had 
been  always  understood  that  it  was  the 
production  of  Lord  Wellesley.  This, 
however,  had  not  been  confirmed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  it  was  to  be 
taken  for  granted,  that  he  would  not  dress 
himself  in  feathers  borrowed  from  the 
splendid  plumage  of  that  illustrious  person. 
It  was,  however,  rather  remarkable  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  take  credit  for 
this  master-piece  of  legislation,  when  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  announced  that 
it  had  failed  to  produce  the  good  results 
anticipated  from  it.  The  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  stated,  that  its  provisions  were 
inadequate  to  its  objects,  and  that  the 
most  dreadful  disturbances  had  taken  place 
in  the  parts  of  the  country  to  which  it  had 
been  applied.  He  would  not  follow  that 
topic  any  further,  but  advert  with  some 
distinctness  to  the  malevolent  encomiums 
pronounced  upon  Government  by  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Harwich  (Mr.  George 
Dawson).  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  the  habit  of  using  a  quotation. 
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which    was   peculiarly  appodte  in    this 
instance-^ 


•'<  Ulla  putetis. 


Dooa  carere  dolls  Danaum  V 

To  paraphrase  the  celebrated  interrogatory 
be  should  say,  can  the  praise  of  such  a  man 
be  destitute  of  design  ?  Is  there  not  eWl 
in  his  commendation,  and  poison  in  his 
honeyed  sentences  ?  The  right  hon.  (ren- 
tleman  affected  to  speak  of  the  Established 
Church  as  the  model  of  ecclesiastical  per- 
fection ;  yet  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  once  allowed  his  moral  sense  (strange 
to  say)^  to  overcome  his  political  predileo- 
tions }  and  when  an  application  was  made 
for  money  to  repair  the  Cathedral  of  Derry, 
he  burst  forth  into  an  esuJamation  a^inst 
the  monstrous  revenues  of  the  Bishop, 
and  presented  to  the  House  a  very  pic- 
turesque description  of  the  episcopal  terri* 
tories.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  only  contented  with  passing  the 
most  unqualified  panegyric  on  the  entire 
Church,  but  he  insisted  on  involving  the 
Government  in  a  most  inauspicious  partfci- 
pation  in  his  sentiments.  But  against  his 
praises  he  would  set  up  the  acts  of  the  Oo* 
vernmentj  and  the  declaration  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  Secretary  for  Ireland  might 
entertain  what  opinions  he  thought  proper ; 
but  what  said  Earl  Grey  ?  Had  not  Earl 
Grey  denounced,  since  he  was  Minister, 
theenormous  anomalies  of  the  Irish  estab- 
lishment, drawn  a  distinct  line  of  separation 
between  it  and  the  English  Church,  and 
stated  that  it  must  be  adapted  to  the  condition 
of  the  country,  and  to  the  feelings  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  English  people.  He  there- 
fore would  rescue  the  Government  from 
the  political  embraces  of  the  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side.  But  did  the  matter 
atop  there  ?  When  the  see  of  Derry  (that 
proaigioua  see  I)  became  vacant,  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex,  whose  absence  was 
to  be  lamented  on  so  many  accounts,  but  es- 
pecially for  its  cause,  gave  notice  that  he 
should  move  an  Address  to  the  Crown, 

Graying  the  King  not  to  'fill  up  the  see. 
'he  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down,  after  Dr.  Ponsonby  had  been  ap- 
pointed, and  announced  on  the  part  of 
the  whole  Cabinet^  that  Dr.  Ponsonby  had 
been  promoted  on  the  express  condition 
that  he  should  take  the  see,  subject  to 
such  diminutions  and  regulations  as 
should  afterwards  be  introduced.  He 
bad  not  yet  done.  The  hon.  member  for 
Waterford  moved  a  Resolution  respecting 
first  Fruits,  and  was  supported  by  the  Go- 
venuoent^  which  dedarea^  that  the  clergy 


should,  if  possible,  be  taied  to  the  full 
amount.  The  House  resolved,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Irish  Law  Officers  should 
be  taken.  The  Irish  Attorney  General— 
a  friend  of  the  Church  — the  SolicitcMr 
General  who  is  not*  atallevents,  itsenemy — 
gave  an  opinion  adverse  to  that  of  another 
lawyer  who  had  been  consulted  by  the 
Remembrancer  of  the  Board,  and  said  that 
no  valuation  could  be  made.  But  did  the 
matter  rest  there  ?  No :  the  Government 
was  bound,  in  consistency  and  upon  the 
principle  of  political  integrity,  to  bring  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to  redress  the  gross 
abuse,  by  which,  in  place  of  132,000/.,  the 
Bishops  pay  about  1,200/.,  and  out  of 
nearly  a  million  of  money,  the  clergy  pay 
only  about  3,000/.  Still  he  had  not  done. 
Where  was  the  Vestry  Bill,  which  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  to  bring  in,  in  its 
amended  and  more  reasonable  shape  ?  Was 
not  Government  also  pledged  to  put  an  end 
to  that  iniquitous  and  exasperating  system, 
by  which  a  few  Protestants  could  assemble 
in  a  conclave  of  village  ascendancy,  and 
mulct  the  Catholics  at  their  caprice? 
Thus,  therefore,  the  imputations  on  the 
Government,  conveyed  in  the  damning 
praise  of  the  member  for  Harwich,  were 
utterly  unfounded.  He  trusted,  that  the 
Government  would  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  disabusing  the  Irish  people,  and 
divest  them  of  that  fierce  and  determined 
resentment,  which  would  be  the  result  of 
even  a  suspicion  that  it  was  intended  to 
betray  the  interests  of  the  country.  For 
his  part,  he  must  say^  in  reference  to  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  remedy  the 
evils  of  Ireland,  that  he  utterly  repudiated 
the  idea  that  Church  property  was  not  under 
the  control  of  the  Legislature.  What  had 
the  English  Government  done  in  Canada? 
The  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
been  there,  and  he  saw,  that  while  a 
Catholic  was  subject  to  tithes,  a  IVotettant 
was  exempt ;  and  if  the  latter  boueht  the 
property  of  the  former,  he  held  it  dis- 
charged from  tithes.  Did  principles  de« 
pend  on  the  latitude  and  longitude,  and 
did  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  consider 
that  to  be  robbery  on  the  banks  of  the 
Shannon,  which  was  only  simple  justice 
on  the  banks  of  the  St.  Lawrence  ?  But 
suppose,  that  the  application  of  tithes 
could  not  be  legitimately  changed«-what 
followed?  The  Church  had  plundered 
the  poor — what  had  become  of  the  poor 
man  8  qnarta  pars?  It  was  not  so  obsolete 
a  right.  It  was  recognized  by  the  let 
George  1st  in  Ireland.    While  the  di** 
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tretfled  dei^  ^cited  the  sympathy  of  the 
Irish  Secretary^  had  he  do  compassion  for 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  famished, 
houseless,  and  homeless  peasants,  toVhom, 
even  on  the  principles  of  Churchmen, 
restitution  should  be  made?  Let  the 
Committee  look  to  this,  and  let  Gorern- 
ment  remember,  that  it  was  folly  to  think 
of  pacifying  Ireland  without  an  utter 
change  in  the  ecclesiastical  system.  The 
axe  must  be  laid  to  the  root.  Take  down 
the  golden  domes  of  the  Establishment  in 
time,  or  they  would  fall  in  under  the  shocks 
of  the  moral  earthquake  with  which  the 
country  was  threatened,  and  bury  the 
whole  edifice  in  ruin. 

Mr.  Shaw,  feeling  deeply  interested  in 
the  welfiire  oi  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland,  beliering  that  with  its  fate 
were  identified  the  best  interests  of  that 
country,  begged  permission  to  ofiler  a  few 
observations  on  the  question  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  had  introduced  to  the  notice  of 
the  House.  He  was  ready  to  acknowledge, 
with  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  al« 
ready  spoken  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
it  forward  with  much  ability  and  good  taste 
— ^in  a  spirit  of  kindness  to  the  Protestant 
clergy,  and  with  a  desire  to  do  justice  to 
their  exemplary  conduct ;  but  still,  what- 
ever might  be  the  opinion  of  others,  he 
could  not  conceal  his  own— that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  now  endearouring  to 
provide  a  remedy  for  a  disease  which  had 
oeen  produced  by  the  weak  and  vacillating 
conduct  of  the  Irish  government.  He 
could  not  but  consider  it  a  part  of  that  sys* 
tem  of  yielding  to  clamour,  and  making 
concession  to  violence,  which  commenced 
by  permitting  that  law  to  expire  which 
had  been  found  efifectual  in  the  suppression 
of  unconstitutional  associations,  now  re- 
vived with  increased  vigour — which  was 
acted  on  by  the  Government  in  repudiate 
intf  the  scriptural  education  of  the  poor, 
and  substituting  a  plan,  in  which,  he  be- 
lieved, no  conscientious  Protestant,  who 
ever  evinced  an  interest  in  their  instruc- 
tion, would  take  a  part.  Again,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Yeomanry,  the  Arms  Bill,  and 
the  appointment  of  Lord-lieutenants  of 
counties,  the  same  principle  of  intimida- 
tion was  successful,  the  same  deference  was 
shewn  to  idle  outcry,  and  thus  arose  that 
systematic  opposition  to  the  payment  of 
tithes  alluded  to  in  his  Majesty's  Speech ; 
thorn  who  had  to  pay  them  being  beyond 
the  control,  and  those  who  were  tntitM 


to  receive  them  without  the  protection,  of 
the  laws,  executed  by  a  responsible  and 
rigorous  government.  This  clearly  ap» 
peared  from  the  documents  referred  to, 
and  the  admissions  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  In  Archdeacon  Cot^ 
ton's  letter,  what  was  complained  of  but 
an  obstruction  of  the  law  by  brute  force  ? 
So  in  Dr.  Butler's — in  that  from  Kells  it 
appeared,  that  the  people  were  forbidden  to 
pay  tithes ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  countenance  the  objection  to 
pay  them  to  the  Protestant  Church,  al- 
though his  argument  was,  at  the  same 
time,  quite  conclusive,  that  the  burthen 
rested  not  upon  the  tenant  but  the  land, 
and  that  he  would  rather  lose  than  gain 
by  its  transfer,  either  to  his  landlord  or 
the  State ;  and  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  giving  weight  to  such 
a  prejudice,  wnile  he  admitted  there  was 
no  just  ground  to  support  it,  hold  out 
encouragement  to  those  who  had  forbidden 
the  poor  deluded  peasantry  to  satisfy  the 
legal  claim  on  them  ?  and  aid  not  the  right 
hon.Gentleman  well  know,  that  persons  high 
in  authority  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
and  equally  high  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  government,  had  issued  their  man^ 
dates,  that  tithes  should  be  resisted  by  all 
the  wit  and  talent  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
hated  with  ''  a  hatred  as  intense  as  was 
their  love  of  justice  ?"  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  be  surprised  at  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  clergy,  which  he 
had  so  feelingly  and  truly  portrayed  that 
night ;  and  when  he  said  the  late  Govern- 
ment should  have  proposed  measures  of  the 
kind  he  then  suggested,  to  meet  the  evil 
when  first  any  symptoms  of  opposition  ap* 
peared,  did  not  his  reasoning  impose  upon 
himself  a  similar  duty  with  respcK;t  to  rent 
and  taxes,  and  all  other  legal  dues  ? — fbr 
there  was  already  an  incipient  opposition 
manifesting  itself  to  every  payment  of  the 
kind,  and  it  was  not  by  thus  yielding  to 
intimidation  that  such  a  spirit  would  bt 
suppressed.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  in  some  of  his  observations 
on  the  nature  of  tithe  in  the  abstract; 
while  he  held,  that  the  title  to  it  was  as 
good  in  the  Established  Church,  as  that 
of  any  Member  of  that  House  to  his  estate, 
he  thought  the  mode  Of  payment  of  a  cer^ 
tain  proportion  of  the  produce,  operated  as 
a  tax  upon  industry  in  the  same  manner 
as  rent  would  do,  it  reserved  according  to 
a  proportion  of  the  produce  of  the  soil,  in* 
stead  of  being  a  sum  certain,  and  for  that 
reason  he  approved  of  the  principle  of  th« 
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Tithe  Composition  Act,  and  would  wil- 
lingly support  its  extension.     He  would^ 
however^  refer  those  persons  who  made  so 
light  of  the  security  of  Church  property, 
and  maintained,  that  in  England  and  Ire- 
land it  stood  upon  wholly  different  grounds, 
to  the  Act  of  Union ;  the  fifth  Article  of 
which  provided,  that  the  Churches  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  as  then  by  law  estab- 
lished, should  be  united  into  one  Protest- 
ant   Episcopal    Church,    and   that    they 
should  remain  in  full  force  for  ever,  and 
that  the  continuance  and  preservation  of 
the  said  united  Church  should  be  deemed 
and  taken  to  be  an  essential  and  funda- 
mental part  of  the  Union.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  perhaps  feel,   that,   in 
touching    any   article   of   the    legislative 
Union,  he   was   on  very  tender  ground, 
inasmuch  as  the   Irish   government   had 
violated  the  feelings,  sacrificed  the  inter- 
ests, and  feigned  to  despise  the  support  of 
those,  the  whole  tenor  of  whose  lives  and 
conduct  had  ever  been  to  strengthen  and 
consolidate  that  Union,  and  preserve  and 
promote  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries;  while  those  whom  the  Govern- 
ment were  vainly  endeavouring  to  conci- 
liate, and  who,  by  the  evidence  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Louth,  appeared 
very  desirous  of  still  holding  them  in  their 
trammels,    were  becoming  so    impatient, 
that  they  would  not  even  brook  the  delay 
of  the  certain  means,  which,  in  his  con- 
science, he  believed  the  Government  were 
preparing,  in  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  for 
carrying  a  Repeal  of  the  Union  ;  and  the 
leaders  of   that  party   had   already  pro- 
claimed their  determination  to  pull  down 
the  standard  of  Reform  and  raise  that  of 
Repeal.     He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  did  not  make  these  ob- 
servations in  any  factious  spirit,  but  in  all 
the  sincerity  of  truth,  under  a  serious  con- 
viction, that  Ireland  was  fast  approaching 
some  calamitous  convulsion,  and  with  as 
deep  and  ardent  feelings  of  affiection  for 
that  country,  as  were  possessed  by  those 
of  his  countrymen  who  would  fain  mono- 
polize all  patriotism  to  themselves  :    his 
sentiments  on  the  subject  might  be  mis- 
taken— he  hoped  they  were,  but,  at  least, 
he  entertained  them  honestly,  and  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  express  them  openly.   He  should 
not  oppose  the  appointment  of  the  Commit- 
tee, but  should  deal  with  the  question  in 
its  progress  through  that  House,  without 
bias  or  prejudice,  and  give  to  it  that  full 
and  calm  consideration  which  its  vast  im- 
portance demanded. 


Mr.  James  Grattan  would  not  have  said 
a  word,  but  for  an  observation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin.  The 
systematic  opposition  which  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  of,  and  at- 
tributed to  the  present  Government,  had 
existed  long  before  they  came  into  office^ 
and  even  long  before  the  Union.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  forget  the 
Tithe  Composition  Act,  brought  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  behind  him, 
in  1 823,  and  brought  in  under  the  pressure 
of  the  same  necessity  as  that  which  now 
compelled  the  Government  to  touch  the 
subject  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  forgotten  all  history,  or  he  must 
know  that  the  same  opposition  to  the  col- 
lection of  tithes  existed  long  before  the 
Union  between  the  two  kingdoms.  He 
admitted,  that  the  Protestant  Clergy  were 
at  present  in  a  very  low  condition,  and  be 
admitted  the  necessity  which  existed  of 
providing  for  them ;  but  he  hoped  that  all 
compassion  would  not  be  thrown  away  upon 
them,  and  that,  in  any  arrangement  that 
might  be  made  of  the  tithes,  the  poor  would 
not  be  forgotten.  He  was  sure  that  nothing 
good  could  be  done  for  Ireland  if  they  were 
overlooked.  The  question  seemed  of  more 
importance  to  him  than  other  Gentlemen 
apprehended,  for  he  thought  it  was  a  ques- 
tion between  the  tithes  and  the  Protestant 
religion.  If  the  tithes  were  preserved,  the 
Protestant  religion  must  be  sacrificed; 
they  ought  to  take  all  possible  care  to 
attach  the  Catholic  population  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  and  without  they  did 
that,  he  should  be  afraid  for  Ireland.  He 
could  have  wished  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  unfolded  his  plans  more, 
for  he  had  not  understood  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  do.  He 
seemed  to  have  given  up  every  other  plan, 
but  that  of  commuting  tithes  for  land;  but 
that  plan  would  be  too  slow  in  its  oper- 
ation, and  it  was  a  CTeat  evil  that  the 
Clergy  of  Ireland  had  already  too  much 
land.  He  apprehended  that  some  other 
system  must  be  proposed  in  the  commit- 
tee ;  the  state  of  the  Church  property  in 
Ireland  was  such,  that  it  must  be  examined 
into  freely.  For  his  part,  he  wished 
much,  being  a  Protestant  himself,  that 
the  Protestant  Clergy  should  be  provided 
for;  but  the  temper  and  disposition  of  the 
people  in  Ireland  were  such,  that  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  provide  for  them  by 
the  existing  system. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  Committee 
appointed. 
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Court  of  Exchequer  (Scotland).]] 
The  Lord  Advocate  rose  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  Scotland,  with  a  view  to  its 
abolition.  It  was  proposed  ultimately  to 
abolish  that  Court,  because  it  had  little  or 
no  business  to  perform.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary that  he  should  enter  into  the  subject, 
as  it  had  been  discussed  last  Session.  The 
reason  why  the  Court  was  not  abolished  at 
once  was,  that  if  that  were  done,  each  of 
the  Barons  would  have  a  right  to  draw  the 
whole  of  his  salary,  while  by  holding  out 
inducements  for  them  to  retire,  some  part 
of  that  might  be  saved.  To  show  the  little 
use  of  the  Court,  he  would  just  remark, 
that  the  number  of  defended  causes  in 
twenty  years  was  1S4-,  or  about  six  and  a 
half  per  year ;  during  the  last  ten  years, 
the  average  had  been  only  four  causes  a 
year ;  and  in  the  last  two  years  there  had 
been  only  one  defended  cause  before  the 
Court,  fo  get  through  these  duties,  the 
Court  consisted  of  a  Chief  Baron  and  three 
puisne  Barons;  the  Chief  Baron  had  a 
salary  of  4,000/.  a  year,  and  the  other 
Barons  2,000/.  a  year  each.  In  one  of  the 
Returns,  indeed,  he  found  that  there  were 
brought  into  Court  5,700  causes,  but  four- 
fifths  of  these  were  admonitions  to  pay 
money,  and  never  were  prepared  for  trial 
at  all.  About  1,450  real  causes  were 
brought  into  Court,  but  a  great  many  of 
them  were  compositions,  and  never  broueht 
to  trial.  These  statements  showed,  that 
the  Court  had  little  or  nothing  to  do.  The 
Bill  was  in  every  respect  the  same  as  that 
which  had  proceeded  through  so  many  of 
its  stiiges,  and  been  so  fully  discussed 
during  the  last  Session,  and  as  the  facts 
on  which  the  alteration  was  founded  were 
wholly  untouched,  he  apprehended  that  all 
who  regarded  the  maintenance  of  the  dig- 
nity and  respectability  of  a  Court  of 
Justice  would  be  willing  to  put  an  end  to 
a  system  so  useless,  discreditable,  and 
extravagant.  He  would  conclude,  there- 
fore, by  moving  merely  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  better  disposal  of  the 
business  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in 
Scotland.-^Leave  given. 

Allbged  Breach  of  the  Revenue 
Laws.]  Mr.  Alderman  Venahles  rose  to 
move  for  Returns  '^  of  specification  of  the 
goods  seized  on  the  prosecution  of  Messrs. 
Leaf  and  Co.,  and  their  value  ;  Copy  of  all 
reports  and  examinations  of  the  officers  of 
the  Customs ;  Copy  of  all  reports  made  to, 
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solicitor  to  the  Customs ;  Copy  of  all  ex- 
aminations taken  from  informers  in  respect 
of  the  above  prosecution."  The  hon. 
Alderman  stated,  that  there  were  particular 
circumstances  connected  with  this  qise 
whicli,  in  his  opinion,  rendered  further 
inquiry  necessary.  That  inquiry  could 
not  be  properly  prosecuted  until  after  the 
production  of  the  papers  for  which  he  then 
moved.  Without  imputing  any  blame  to 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  could  not 
but  observe,  that  much  disappointment  had 
been  felt  by  those  whose  property  was 
vested  in  the  silk  trade,  that  the  parties 
supposed  to  have  been  guilty  of  so  great  a 
breach  of  the  Revenue  Laws  had  been 
allowed  to  shelter  themselves  from  the 
exposure  which  they  merited,  by  a  com- 
promise. It  was  felt  that,  in  justice  to 
the  fair  dealer,  the  prosecution  should  have 
proceeded. 

Mr.  Hunt,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
complained  that  a  compromise  should  have 
been  allowed.  When  the  seizure  was  first 
made,  he  mentioned  the  subject  in  the 
House,  and  obtained,  as  he  supposed,  a 
pledge  from  the  Government  that  the 
parties  guilty  of  the  offence  alluded  to 
should  not  be  suffered  to  compromise  the 
matter.  It  was  high  time,  that  examples 
and  exposures  should  be  made,  since  it  was 
almost  an  ascertained  fact,  that  three  times 
as  much  foreign  silk  was  smuggled  into 
this  country  as  was  subjected  to  the  duty. 
He  conceived  that,  instead  of  coast  block- 
ades or  preventive  guards,  the  best  means 
of  preventing  this  extensive  and  injurious 
system  of  smuggling  would  be,  to  place  a 
watch  upon  three  or  four  of  the  great 
houses  in  the  city  of  London. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  would  not  object 
to  the  production  of  the  papers  for  which 
the  hon.  Alderman  had  moved.  Indeed,  if 
any  other  information  upon  the  subject 
were  necessary,  he  should  be  ready  to 
produce  it,  solely  excepting  the  brief  of  the 
Attorney  General,  which  he  thought  every 
one  would  feel  need  not  be  produced.  The 
Government  had  no  other  wish  than  that 
the  whole  of  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  ca^  should  be  properly  under- 
stood. From  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Preston, 
he  feared  that  what  he  had  stated  on  a 
former  occasion  had  been  misunderstood  ; 
he  had  never  given  a  pledge  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  that  no  compromise 
should  be  allowed  to  take  place.     All  he 
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it  was,  in  fi^ct^  transferred  from  the  hands 
of  the  Government  to  those  of  the  Attorney 
Genera],  whose  duty  it  was  to  deal  with  it 
a»f  in  his  opinion^  justice^  and  a  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  State  most  demanded. 
The  case  was  carried  into  Court,  and 
settled  as  the  Attorney  General  deemed 
best  and  wisest.  He  certainly  felt  some 
regret^  in  consequence  of  the  impression 
which  had  been  made  upon  the  public 
mind^  that  the  prosecution  was  not  carried 
further^  but  in  justice  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend^  the  Attorney  General,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  that  he  believed  the 
compromise  which  had  been  made  was 
most  advantageous  to  the  Crown.  There 
were  many  diihculties  connected  with  the 
case  which  would  have  made  it  extremely 
difficult  of  proof  in  a  Court  of  Law.  The 
whole  penalty  that  could  be  recovered 
amounted  to  24,800/.,  and  composition  had 
been  agreed  to  for  20,000/. — that  made  a 
deficiency  of  4,800/.,  independent  of  the 
goods.  The  honest  tradesman,  however, 
might  rest  satisfied  that  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  had  come  to  the  determina- 
ticm  of  agreeing  to  the  compensations  for 
reasons  which  they  considered  sufficient, 
and  that  it  was  their  most  anxious  wish  to 
do  every  thing  in  their  power  to  put  down 
smuggling. 

Mr.  Goulburn  had  no  objection  to  make 
to  the  compromise,  being  well  aware  that 
such  a  sum  was  seldom  recovered  by  taking 
the  fiiU  course  of  the  law  in  such  cases. 
But  it  was  said  that,  besides  the  parties 
against  whom  the  proceedings  were  imme- 
diately taken,  there  were  other  large  houses 
implicated,  and  that  would  have  been  ex- 
posed by  a  public  trial,  which  he  thought 
roost  desirable,  as  such  an  exposure  would 
be  a  more  effectual  means  of  preventing 
smuggling  than  the  exaction  of  a  fine. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the 
papers  now  moved  for  would,  of  course,  im- 
plicate all  parties  concerned  as  much  as 
the  trial  could  have  done ;  and  if  the  other 
houses  alluded  to  had  done  any  thing 
which  brought  them  within  the  reach  of 
the  law,  they  would  gain  no  advantage 
from  the  compromise,  but  could  still  be 
proceeded  against.  He  thought  he  had 
nothing  to  defend  or  vindicate  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  discharged  his 
duty. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  hoped  that  the 
fullest  explanations  and  inquiry  would  take 
place. 

Mr.  Henry  L.  Bulwer  expressed  his 
bopcj  that  every  thing  would  be  done  to 


protect  the  home  manufiu^urer  from  the 
ruinous  consequences  of  frauds  of  this 
description. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venahles  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  amount  of  the  penalties  compro- 
mised was  no  greater,  as  it  had  been  very 
generally  believed  to  be  much  higher. 

Mr.  EUice  was  confident  it  would  appear 
from  the  papers,  that  the  parties  had  been 
concerned,  not  only  in  this  transaction, 
but  in  a  systematic  course  of  smuggling 
carried  on  to  an  enormous  extent. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Schools  op  Anatomy.]  Mr.  War* 
burton,  in  rising  to  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  Sch€K>]8  of 
Anatomy,  of  which  he  had  given  notioey 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  informing 
those  Members  who  were  not  present  in 
former  Parliaments,  that  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  in  1 828  to  make  inquiry  on 
the  best  mode  of  remedying  the  present 
defective  system,  and  that,  in  1 829,  he  in- 
troduced a' Bill,  emanating  from  that  Com* 
mittee,  which  passed  the  Commons^  and 
was  thrown  out  by  the  Lords.  The  peli* 
tical  changes  which  had  taken  phioe  so 
frequently  since  that  period,  had  prevented 
him  from  renewing  the  Bill,  and  would 
best  explain  the  delay  which  had  occurred. 
The  Bill  which  he  proposed  to  introduce 
on  the  present  occasion,  if  permitted  so  to 
do,  would  differ,  in  some  respects,  from  the 
measure  he  formerly  brought  forward.  In 
the  former  Bill  he  proposed  that  all  persons 
practising  anatomy  should  takeout  licenses. 
That  proposition  was  objected  to  by  the 
profession  generally  3  and  after  deliberately 
considering  the  subject,  he  was  induced  to 
believe,  that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  in- 
spectors were  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  by  whom  reports  should 
be  made  as  to  what  passed  in  the  different 
schools.  He  thought,  if  this  were  done,  and 
if  these  officers  were  authorized,  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Departnaent, 
to  inspect  the  anatomical  schools^  it  would 
be  a  sufficient  precaution.  With  regard 
to  the  particular  manner  in  which  tness 
schools  were  to  be  supplied,  the  present 
Bill  would  differ  in  many  res|)ects  from  the 
former  one.  It  was  urged  as  an  objection 
to  the  former  Bill,  that  it  subjected  the 
poor  to  considerable  hardships,  inasmuch 
as  its  operation  was,  in  a  great  demee> 
confined  to  them.  He  intended  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  into  the  measure  which 
should  be  equally  applicable  to  all  classes 
of  society;  and  be  noped,  move  pMtic«« 
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liiriy  when  he  reflected  upon  the  dreadful 
enormities  which  had  recently  been  com- 
mitted, the  results  of  the  law  requiring 
one  thing,  and  necessity  demanding  another 
—-that  this  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of 
supplying  the  different  schools  of  anatomy 
witn  the  subjects  necessary  for  their  pur- 
poses, and  of  reducing  the  price  which 
they  were  now  oUiged  to  give  for  them. 
He  knew,  that  human  beings  were  always, 
more  or  less,  governed  by  their  feelings  or 
their  prejudices ;  and  he  was  also  aware, 
that  any  Legislator  who  could  disregard 
the  feelings  and  sympathies  of  mankind, 
would  have  no  claim  to  the  satisfieu^tion  of 
the  people  or  to  their  ready  concurrence  and 
approbation.  However  deeply  impressed  he 
might  be  with  that  feeling,  yet  he  must  not 
lose  sight  of  the  necessity  of  affording  proper 
facilities  for  the  study  of  anatomy.  He 
would  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  it  was 
not  also  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
the  subject  He  would  venture  to  say, 
that  there  was  not  one  individual  in  that 
House  who,  if  it  were  necessary  that  he 
himself  should  undergo  a  severe  surgical 
operation,  would  not  be  anxious  to  have, 
as  his  attendant,  a  thorough  anatomist. 
They  must  recollect,  too,  that  there  were 
cases,  in  which  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
mankind  were  made  to  succumb  to  the 
service  of  the  state.  What  could  be  more 
savage  than  war  ?  And  yet  when  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State,  the  preservation  of  the 
nation,  and  the  welfare  of  the  people  were 
at  stake,  we  set  aside  private  feelings, 
and  scenes  of  bloodshed  and  suffering 
were  the  consequence.  Again,  in  Courts 
of  Justice,  stern  necessity  required  to 
doom  fellow  creatnres  to  banishment  and 
death.  In  such  cases,  in  such  instances, 
the  wishes  and  feelings  of  individuals  were 
held  as  nothing,  when  compared  with  the 
interests  of  the  nation  at  large.  Why, 
then,  should  they  hesitate  to  make  some 
sacrifice  when  a  question  was  at  issue 
which  so  materially^  affected  the  welfare  of 
every  human  being?  Having  said  thus 
rauCT,  and  having  reminded  the  House, 
«that  on  a  former  occasion  it  passed  a  Bill 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing — 
admitting  that,  but  for  the  necessity  of 
the  case  it  would  be  moet  desirable  that 
there  should  be  no  further  legislation  on 
the  subject— he  would  not  trouble  tiie 
House  with  any  further  observations,  but 
begging  the  House  to  consider  the  urgency 
and  necessity  of  the  case,  he  would  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  nguliitiog 
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Mr.  Hunt  regretted  to  hear  the  boa. 
Gentleman  say,  that  the  present  Bill  was, 
in  some  respects,  similar  to  the  measure 
which  he  introduced  before  on  the  same 
subject.  [Mr.  Warhurlon  said,  it  diiEered 
from  that  Bill.]  He  was  glad  of  it,  for  if 
it  resembled  the  former  Bill,  he  ritould 
evince  his  hostility  towards  it,  to  the 
utmost  extent  of  the  powers  given  him  as 
a  Member  of  that  House.  The  last  Bill 
enacted  that  men  and  women,  males  and 
females,  who  died  in  workhouses^  or  who 
had  the  misfortune  to  die  in  hospitals 
without  being  claimed  within  a  certain 
time  after  death,  should  be  sold  to  the 
anatomist  for  the  purpose  of  being  placed 
under  the  dtssecting-knife.  He  had  said 
before,  that  when  that  Bill  was  brought 
in  he  should  move  an  amendment,  at  all 
events,  to  the  effect,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  the  anatomical  schools  should  be 
licensed  ^  and,  in  the  next  place,  that  no 
young  surgeon  should  enter  a  school  of 
anatomy,  or  be  allowed  to  touch  a  dissect* 
ing-knifib,  unless  he  chose  to  register  his 
name  as  an  individual  willing  to  give  up 
his  body  for  dissection.  This  would  be 
the  best  way  of  getting  rid  of  that  vulgar 
prejudice  cH  which  they  heard  so  much. 
Other  hon.  Members  might  oppose  the  Bill 
on  different  grounds  ; — some  might  do  so 
on  the  score  of  Christian  burial ;  but  he 
should  leave  that  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  and 
some  others.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warburton) 
would  introduce  a  clause  into^his  Bill,  em- 
powering any  person  to  sell  his  body  before 
he  died.  He  understood  that,  as  the  law 
at  present  existed,  a  person  could  not 
dispose  of  his  body,  because  it  belonged  to 
his  executors.  He  thought  that  if  this 
practice  were  legalised,  and  if  dissecting- 
rooms  were  placed  under  the  inspection  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  subjects  might  be 
procured  with  much  greater  facility,  and 
without  outraging  the  natural  feelings  ot 
mankind.  Yes,  he  said  natural.  LwA  at 
the  case  of  Dr.  Hunter )  it  was  wished  to 
dissect  him  ;  but  he  who  had  dissected  so 
many  himself,  up  to  the  very  last  moment 
of  his  life  dedansd  that  he  objected  to  tho 
operation  being  performed  on  him.  He 
had  heard  the  anecdote  from  one  of  I>r. 
Hunter's  best  pupils,  Mr.  Brown,a  surgeon^ 
who  Kved  in  Stamford-street,  BlackfiriarsL 
He  was  sorry  to  mention  private  names, 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  obliged  him  to  do 
so.    Something  must  be  done  to  put  an 
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recently  occurred.  Could  any  thing  be 
more  horrible  than  the  exposure  of  dead 
bodies  which  took  place  ?  The  cutting  up 
and  mangling  of  the  bodies  of  human 
beings  was  done  with  as  little  concern  in 
those  liuraan  shambles,  as  the  bodies  of 
beasts  were  cut  up  in  Newgate,  Smithfield, 
or  any  other  market.  He  hoped  and  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  very  cautious 
what  clauses  he  introduced  into  his  Bill. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  the  natural  objection 
to  the  exposure  and  dissection  of  the  re- 
mains of  one  who  was  dear  to  the  survivor, 
might  be  denominated  a  prejudice ;  but  it 
was  a  feeling  which  had  existed  in  every 
age  of  the  world  and  in  every  country.  It 
was  one  which'  had  survived  every  form  of 
religion,  and  so  far  from  being  a  prejudice, 
it  was  a  principle  of  such  a  nature,  and  one 
which  was  so  deeply  planted  in  the  human 
mind,  that  it  could  not  be  uprooted  without 
tearing  from  the  heart  some  of  the  best 
feelings  of  human  nature.  The  assertion 
made  by  the  hon.  member,  with  respect  to 
Dr.  Hunter,  might  be  equally  well  aj>- 
plied  to  some  of  the  most  eminent  indivi- 
duals in  the  medical  profession  at  the 
present  moment.  He  knew  an  instance 
of  an  individual  of  liigh  rank  and  great 
eminence  in  his  profession,  who  had  inva- 
riably affected  to  despise  the  feelings  to 
whicn  he  had  just  adverted — who  con- 
sidered them  as  prejudices — but,  when  it 
came  to  his  turn   to  have  the  test  ap- 

Elied  to  himself,  when  a  beloved  member  of 
is  family  circle  died,  under  circumstances 
of  considerable  distress  —  when  great 
doubts  were  entertained  as  to  the  nature 
of  her  disease,  and  when  it  was  proposed 
to  him,  that  that  individual  should  be 
subjected  to  surgical  examination,  he 
shrunk  with  horror  from  the  proposal. 
He  recollected  the  moment  himself,  and 
he  remembered  well  the  shudder  which 
crept  over  that  man  at  the  bare  idea 
of  submitting  a  being  whom  he  had  so 
fondly  loved — who  had  been  to  him  a 
source  of  so  much  solicitude — to  such 
an  exposure.  That  sentiment  would  sur- 
vive while  there  was  feeling  or  virtue 
extant  in  society.  If  it  be  called  a  pre- 
judice, let  those  deal  with  it  who  were  above 
it — let  the  Bill  which  was  to  be  brought 
forward,  merely  refer  to  that  class  of  society 
who  were  superior  to  so  gross  and  degrading 
a  prejudice.  It  was  well  known,  that  the 
lower  classes  had  the  greatest  possible  ob- 
jection to  this  mutilation  of  the  remains  of 
their  friends — and  to  pass  a  l^w  to  claim 
the  bodies  of  the  unin^tected  poorj  would 


be  to  close  the  doors  of  all  hospitals  and 
houses  of  mercy,  and  to  drive  the  man, 
whose  crime  was  poverty  and  whose  fault 
was  prejudice,  to  perish  in  the  streets. 
He  agreed  so  far  with  the  hon.  Member 
below  him,  as  to  think  that  the  French 
schools  of  anatomy  were  better  conducted : 
let  such  be  the  case  here ;  but  let  them 
not  be  carried  on  at  the  expense  of  those 
feelings  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
describe — feelings  which  might  lie  dormant 
in  a  man's  breast,  but  which  one  breath  of 
affection  for  the  memory  of  a  departed 
friend  or  affectionate  relative  would  fan 
into  a  flame.  If  our  neighbours  were  so 
entirely  free  from  these  prejudices,  he  would 
beg  to  ask,  why  might  not  the  principles  of 
free  trade,  which  were  so  liberally  applied 
to  other  matters,  be  applied  to  this  ?  By 
adopting  this  mode,  they  might  have 
subjects  supplied  from  abroad.  As  long  as 
a  traffic  at  a  high  price  for  human  bodies 
after  death  was  carried  on,  such  atrocities 
as  had  been  committed  on  the  living  sub* 
ject  must  be  expected.  The  poor  of  Eng- 
land would  not  bear  any  proposition  which 
would  fix  upon  them  the  supplying  of  the 
anatomical  schools.  How  stood  the  law  on 
the  subject  at  present  ?  It  was  objection- 
able in  some  points  of  view,  certainly,  but 
still,  in  one,  it  answered  a  valuable  pur- 
pose. The  man  who  violated  the  sanctuary 
of  the  grave,  was  not  placed  in  a  very  perilous 
position,  but  the  law  of  common  decency 
compelled  him  to  proceed  on  his  illicit 
career  in  secret :  the  body  of  the  dead  could 
not  suffer,  and  the  feelings  of  the  survivors 
were  spared  by  the  necessity  of  secresy. 
He  repeated  once  more,  that  the  Bill  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  formerly  introduced, 
was  one  which  the  poor  of  the  country 
would  never  bear.  If  there  were  any  mode 
of  subjecting  the  different  classes  of  society 
equally  to  the  operation  of  such  a  law,  for 
the  benefit  of  tne  living,  well  and  good; 
but  justice  and  common  feeling  alike  pro- 
hibited the  adoption  of  any  measure 
which  weighed  peculiarly  heavily  on  the 
poor,  while  it  spared  the  better  classes  of 
society. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  observed,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bridport 
had  not  thought  it  prudent  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  measure  before  the 
House,  to  a  more  convenient  period ;  and 
although  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
any  remarks  on  it  at  that  moment, 
yet,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston,  and  from  other  hon. 
Membersi  as  to  the  cruelty  exerdied  bj  thf 
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surgeons  in  their  schools,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  making  a  few  observations. 
To  begin  5  there  was  wanting  in  the  last 
bill  a  clause  which  made  it  so  objection- 
able, that  he  was  compelled  to  oppose  it, 
and  he  hoped  the  omission  would  be  sup- 
plied in  any  bill  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Bridport  might  then  introduce.     By 
law,  those  who  were  convicted  of  murder 
were  delivered  over  for  dissection,  and  a 
clause  repealing  that  Act  would^  be  abso- 
lutely necessary,  before  the  people  would 
feel  indifferent  about  being  treated  after 
death  in  the  same  manner  as  murderers. 
It  was  evident,  that  an  advantage  could 
not  be  derived  from  those  feelings  on  both 
sides  of  the  question.     If  it  was  intended 
to  deter  men  from  crime  by   adding  to 
capital  punishment  the  dissection  of  the 
body,  tne  feeling  of    abhorrence   which 
was  entertained    against    that  operation 
would  be  cherished ;  but  if,  on  the  con- 
trary, to  further  the  ends  of  science,  the 
prejudices  that  exist  against  dissection  are 
toJbe  allayed,  that  feeline  of  degradation 
which  was  now  associated  with  it  in  the 
public  mind  must  be  removed.     He  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Aldborougli,  as  to 
the  feelings  which  were  experienced  by  the 
relations  of  the  dead  on  the  subject  of  dis- 
section, and  he  also  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston,  that  it  would  be  well 
if  those  who  spoke  so  strongly  against  the 
prejudices  of  others,  and  more  especially 
those  of  the  poor,  would  set  the  example 
of  self-devotion  to  the  cause  of  science, 
^  and  would  shew  to  the  public,  that  they 
were  ready  to  abjure  their  prejudices,  and 
to  give  up  their  bodies  for  the  general  good. 
Was  there  any  man  of  philosophy  or  of 
religion,  who  believed,  that  anything  could 
affect  the  body  after  death,  whether  it 
were  deposited  in  the  silent  tomb,  or  cast 
into  the  sea,  or  were  made   the  subject 
of   scientific   investigation?     To  persons 
who  entertained  such  feelings,  it  would 
matter  very  little  in  what  way  their  bodies 
were  disposed  of  when  life  was  extinct. 
Although  he  deprecated  the  discussion  of 
the  question  at  the  present  moment,  and 
blamed  the  hon.  member  for  Bridport  for 
bringing  it  forward,  calculated  as  he  con- 
ceived it  to  be  to  inflict  considerable  pain 
on  the  minds  of  the  people,  yet  he  wholly 
exonerated  the  hon.  Member  from  enter- 
taining any  such  intention,  and  he  (Sir 
K.  Vyyyan)  was  convinced,  that  in  his 
conduct  be  was  actuated  by  the  best  and 
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from  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber fo^  Preston,  upon  the  inutility  of  the 
science  of  anatomy,  and  of  the  discoveries 
which  were  made  in  early  times  by  the 
anatomists.  What  had  been  the  discoveries 
made  by  the  aid  of  that  science  during  the 
last  two  centuries  ?  Even  that  grand  dis- 
covery, the  circulation  of  the  blood,  would 
not  have  been  known  had  it  not  been  for 
dissection.  He  believed/  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  would  take  the  trouble  to  look 
over  the  evidence  which  was  given  to  the 
House  last  Session  on  that  subject,  he 
would  find,  that  in  consequence  of  not 
allowing  bodies  to  be  dissected,  or  by 
making  it  half  criminal  to  do  so  (for  sucn 
was  in  reality  the  situation  of  every  ana- 
tomist), in  consequence  of  these  penal 
laws,  a  set  of  men  in  this  metropolis 
and  in  other  parts  of  the  kingdom,  had 
sprung  up,  dead  to  all  those  feeling  which 
human  nature  would  seem  most  dearly  to 
cherish.  A  melancholy  proof  of  this  had 
been  afforded  bv  the  trials  which  had  lately 
taken  place.  (le  hoped,  therefore,  what- 
ever might  be  the  fate  of  this  Bill,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  insert  nothing 
in  it  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  the  poor. 
Those  who  died  in  the  poor-house,  or  in  the 
hospital,  were  as  much  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  law  as  those  who  diea  in 
palaces.  He  did  not,  however,  mean  to 
say,  that  he  would  repeal  all  the  laws  that 
existed  against  violating  the  church-yards. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  some  law  must  and 
ought  to  exist  against  taking  bodies  in 
general ;  but  he  would,  have  the  law  so 
altered  as  to  render  it  less  penal  to  dissect 
bodies,  though,  at  the  same  time,  he 
would  not  remove  that  barrier  which  the 
laws  now  threw  around  the  receptacles  for 
the  dead.  At  the  same  time,  he  would  do 
all  he  could  to  remove  the  prejudice  that 
existed  in  the  minds  of  the  people  on  the 
subject.  He  knew  they  had  to  deal  with 
a  paradox  ;  and  it  was  hard  to  plead  at  one 
and  the  same  time  the  cause  of  feeling  and 
of  philosophy.  Yet,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  discoveries  made  by  the  anatomist, 
what  would  have  been  qur  progress  in  the 
science  of  physiology  ?  The  poor  had, 
indeed,  been  the  greatest  gainers  by  those 
discoveries  ;  for  were  it  not  for  dissection, 
those  able  and  experienced  surgeons  who 
were  now  to  be  met  with  in  all  walks  of 
society  could  not  have  existed,  and  whose 
numbers,  before  anatomy  was  generally 
studied,  were  so  few  that  it  was  with  tlie 
greatest  difficulty  even  the  rich  were  aUe 
to  obtain  the  adyantage  of  their  ekOk 
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Mr.  Warhttrion  tliought  he  had  dis- 
tinctly stated,  that  there  would  he  n  clause 
io  his  Bill  which  would  make  it  clearly 
unobjectionablejand  that  that  clause  would 
proFide,  that  the  measure  should  equally 
apply  to  rich  and  poor.  The  clause  was  to 
tnis  effect^  that  neither  against  the  consent 
of  the  party  himself  while  living,  nor  against 
the  consent  of  the  relations  when  dead^ 
should  the  body  be  given  up  for  dissection. 
He  had  hoped^  and  still  did  hope^  that  that 
clause  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Something  had  been  said 
about  the  subject  of  religion.  He  knew 
that  the  fathers  of  the  Church  were  not  in 
such  repute  as  they  were  in  former  ages ; 
yet  there  were  many  passages  to  be  found 
m  their  works  which  went  to  the  full  extent 
of  the  doctrines  which  the  hon.  Member 
bad  laid  down.  He  did  not  think,  that  it 
nattered  at  all  to  the  person  who  was  dead 
what  was  done  with  his  body ;  and  as  to 
the  burial  service  of  the  Churchy  he  con- 
sidered that  to  be  said  rather  for  the  benefit 
of  the  living  than  the  dead.  He  would 
read  a  passage  from  one  of  the  fathers  of 
the  Church,  which  was  applicable  to  that 
part  of  the  subject.  It  was  from  St. 
Augustin,  in  his  work  on  Genesis. 

"  Quasi  v«ro  quidquam  intersit  ad  nonlram  utili- 
taten,  iatar  caro  jam  examinis  in  naturae  profunda 
secreta  per  quos  traneitus  eat ! '' 

St.  Augustin  called  the  anxiety  that  men 
evinced  for  the  manner  in  which  their  bodies 
should  be  treated  after  deaths  ^'  inanes 
curas  examinatorum  cprporum  suorum." 
In  many  other  passages  that  authmr  al- 
luded to  the  same  subject,  and  taught  us 
not  to  care  what  became  of  our  bodies  after 
deaths  for  that  could  have  nothing  to  do 
with  our  spiritual  well-being.  He  trusted 
that,  with  this  explanation  of  the  nature  of 
the  Bill,  and  of  its  impartial  application 
both  to  the  rich  and  poor,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  Sadler  only  wished  to  state,  that 
what  he  was  anxious  to  see  was,  an  equal 
course  U^en  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  this 
measure  with  regard  to  the  poor  and  the 
rich.  It  would  be  most  unfair  if  that  and 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  should 
make  a  law  of  such  a  nature  apply  to  that 
daM  of  society  who  regarded  dissection  as 
a  great  punishment,  and  at  the  same  time 
exempt  those  from  its  operation  who 
had  so  largely  benefitted  by  it.  He  was 
in  a  great  degree^  reconcilea  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  since  the  explanation 
that  had  been  given. 

hwngima, 


Cholsra  MoBBUi.]  Mr.  WmrbmrUm 
had  been  long  desirous  of  moving  for  oer« 
tain  papers  relating  to  the  Cholera  Morbua, 
and  would  take  that  opportunity  of  doing 
it.  He  did  not  know,  that  he  should  move 
specifically  for  all  the  papers  oo  the  subject, 
because  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  told 
him  they  could  not  be  produced  without 
inconvenience.  The  papers  he  intended 
to  move  {or  were  these  : — first,  he  under- 
stood that  the  Government  were  in  pe»« 
session  of  an  important  document,  naniely, 
the  Report  of  the  Deputy  Adjutant- 
general  to  the  emperor  of  Russia,  stating 
the  progress  of  the  disease.  If  they  really 
were  in  possession  of  that  document  he 
should  like  to  see  it.  There  was  another 
document,  containing  all  the  cases  of 
cholera  which  had  occurred  on  board  all 
the  vessels  sailing  from  Hamburah  to 
England,  taking  an  account  of  all  the 
accidents  (the  technical  phrase)  under 
which  death  had  occurred,  and  statinff 
how  many  of  these  deaths  had  occurrea 
from  cholera  on  board  the  said  shifM. 
That  document  would  enable  him  to  place 
before  the  House  the  knowledge  Govern- 
ment  had  obtained  of  the  various  instanoei 
of  infection.  He  should  like  to  know  ako 
what  became  of  all  such  vessels  after  they 
were  released  from  quarantine.  He  must 
also  express  a  wish  to  know  when 
Government  were  first  in  possession  of  the 
knowledge  of  danger  arising  from  these 
vessels,  and  how  many  days  they  were 
under  quarantine,  together  with  the  report 
respecting  each  ship.  This  information 
would  throw  light  on  what  he  considered 
highly  important :  he  alluded  to  the  ex^ 
nression  in  his  Majesty's  Speech  which 
had  been  treated  with  contempt  by  medi- 
cal men.  He  was  sure  the  College  of 
Physicians  would  have  a  curious  discussion 
on  that  expression.  His  object  was^  to  ae- 
certain  distinctly  from  what  source  the 
infection  had  reached  this  country.  He 
wished  future  historians  to  be  able  to 
report  correctly  whether  this  disease  waa 
indigenous  or  not.  They  had  traced  it 
from  Astracan  to  Hamburgh,  and  to  per- 
sons who  came  from  Hamburgh  to  this 
kingdom.  Although  it  was  surrounded 
with  so  much  mystery  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  he  believed  it  had  been  intro- 
duced to  this  country  in  the  same  manner 
it  was  carried  to  Astracan  and  Hamburgh. 
He  should  have  thought,  after  the  know- 
ledge which  Government  possessed  of  the 
means  to  prevent  the  spr^ing  of  coota* 
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diieaMd^they  must  have  seen  that  the  cholera 
was  commuoicated  from  person  to  person^ 
and  that  measures  might  have  been  taken 
to  prevent  communication.  He  would 
have  surrounded  the  bouse  or  bouses  where 
it  was  first  discovered  with  a  cordon, 
llie  unfortunate  persons  mi^t  have  been 
treated  with  kindness  and  humanity,  and 
if  that  had  been  done^  be  believed  the 
cholera  would  not  have  extended.  It  was 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  not 
to  sit  quiet  with  Turkish  indolence.  They 
ought  to  stop  communication  as  the  only 
means  of  preventing  the  spread  of  the 
disease.  He  call^  on  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  adopt  that  mode  of  arrest- 
ing it.  The  expense  was  nothing  com- 
|)ared  with  the  good  effect  such  a  system 
would  have  produced.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  for  further 
papers  oo  the  subject  of  the  cholera. 

Mr.  PouUU  Thomson  could  assure  the 
hon.  member  for  Bridport^  that  there  was 
every  inclination  to  grant  all  the  papers 
that  were  in  the  possession  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  relating  to  the  subject  of  the 
Cholera  Morbus ;  and  that  the  only  reason 
why  it  was  proposed  to  the  hon.  Gkntleman^ 
that  he  should  select  those  napers  which 
he  might  consider  most  desirable  to  have 
produced^  was  one  connected  with  a  con- 
sideration of  the  expense.  As  there  were 
a  great  many  papers  in  all,  there  would 
necessarily  be  considerable  expense  incurred 
if  thejr  were  to  be  all  produced.  It  was, 
therefore,  very  expedient  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  make  a  selection ;  and 
if  his  hen.  friend  would  come  to  his  office, 
every  document  should  be  prodaced,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions — for  copies  of  which 
he  might  wish  to  call.  Those  exceptions  were 
with  regard  to  some  documents  which 
might  have  been  communicated  by  foreign 
governments,  confidentially;  and  which 
therefore,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  pro- 
duce. He  should  be  very  glad,  that  the 
other  papers  should  be  submitted  to  the 
public,  and  that  they  should  be  informed 
of  the  steps  adopted  by  the  Government 
in  respect  to  the  progress  of  this  disease. 
Although  he  was  satisfied  that  the  public 
would  not  join  in  the  censure  of  the  hon. 
Member,  yet  he  was  nest  anxious,  that 
the  whole  of  the  documents  should  be 
well  understood^  and  all  the  steps  that 
had  been  taken  be  thoroughly  inquired 
into,  because  he  felt  assured  that  the 
whole  would  be  approved  of  when  all 
that  had  been  done  by  the  Government 
mw  snSUm^j  loMmi,     The  ehargea 


brought  by  his  hon.  friend  against  the  Go* 
vernment  were,  principally^  having  made 
a  mystery  of  the  existence  and  nature  of 
the  disease ;  and  not  taken  sufficient  pre« 
cautions  to  oppose  its  introduction  or  to 
check  its  progress.  His  hon.  friend  had 
characterized  that  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech  which  referred  to  this  disease^  as 
'*  mysterious ;"  and  had  stated,  that  the  dif-* 
forent  members  of  the  College  of  Physi- 
cii0s  to  whom  he  had  spoken  on  the  subject 
bad  treated  that  passage  with  contempt. 
He  did  not  know  whom  his  hon.  friend 
alluded  to ;  but  he  was  quite  certain  that 
those  with  whom  the  Government  had  had 
any  communication,  had  not  been  aUe  to 
agree  either  as  to  the  specific  nature  of  the 
disease,  or  as  to  the  way  in  which  it  came  into 
this  country.  It  was  not  possible  to  state  in 
the  Speech,  whether  the  disease  was  one 
which  had  come  into  this  country  from 
abroad,  or  whether  it  had  sprung  up  in 
Sunderland.  Indeed,  it  was,  for  some  time 
doubted  among  the  physicians,  whether 
the  Sunderland  distemper  was  the  Cholenu 
One  day  it  was  declared  to  be  so ;  another 
day  it  was  said  that  it  was  not ;  and  lor 
fivt  or  six  days  after  the  disease  had  ap- 
peared there>  the  physicians  of  Sunderland 
declared  it  was  not  the  Cholera;  and 
even  when  two  physicians  went  down 
thither,  one  of  the  medical  gentlemen  of 
that  place  was  still  of  opinion  that  it 
was  not  the  Cholera.  But  supposing  it 
was  the  Cholera,  still  they  had  strong 
evidence  as  to  the  great  difficulty  of  deter* 
mining  whether  or  no  it  was  brought  iuim 
this  country,  or,  at  least,  of  ascertaining  hf 
what  means,  or  through  what  channel*  n 
had  been  imported.  It  was,  however,  at 
all  events,  a  question  of  great  difficulty  to 
determine  whether  this  disease  was  the  true 
Cholera  or  not.  There  were  two  shnw 
which  came  to  Sunderland  from  Hamburg; 
and  the  question  entirely  turned  upon  the 
point  of,  whether  these  ships  brought  with 
them  the  diseas^.  It  wasdifficult  toaseertaim 
whether  any  communication  had  been  had 
with  these  ships.  But  there  was  one  point 
which  admittai  of  easy  solution — and  that 
was,  whether  any  person  on  board  these 
ships  had  been  afibcted  by  the  Cholera? 
FVom  the  information  which  they  had  re- 
ceived, it  appeared  that  of  the  crew  of 
these  two  ships  (for  there  were  no  passen- 
gers), every  one  seemed,  at  the  time  of 
leaving  Hamburgh,  and  had  been  ever 
since,  in  a  state  <^  perfect  health,  and  had 
never  been  affi^cted  at  all.  Certainly  tUi 
omted  great  difficulty  in  suppoeiog  iktti 
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the  disease  was  communicated  by  these 
vessels^  unless  it  was  believed  (which  was 
the  opinion^  it  seemed,  of  some  gentlemen)^ 
that  the  **  miasma/'  or  infected  atmosphere, 
fiivourable  to  its  propagation ,  m  igh t  conti  n  ue 
to  pervade  the  cabins  or  other  confined 
part  of  a  vessel,  and  may  thus  communi- 
cate the  disease  upon  being  entered  or 
opened.  He  only  mentioned  this  theory, 
without  giving  an  opinion  upon  it  one  way 
or  the  other,  not  being  himself  in  possestfda 
of  the  necessaryknowledgetodoso.  Heonly 
meant  to  state,  that  there  was  a  degree  of 
doubt  upon  the  subject  which  was  the  cause 
of,  and,  he  apprehended,  fully  justified  the 
caution  observed  in  his  Majesty's  Speech, 
in  respect  of  any  statement  as  to  whether 
the  Cholera  was  introduced  from  abroad, 
or  rose  up  in  Sunderland.  He  now  came 
to  the  only  other  charge  which  had  been 
made — namely,  that  the  Government  did 
not  take  the  necessary  steps,  after  those 
cases  had  appeared,  to  prevent  the  spread- 
ing of  tlie  disease.  He  had  already  stated, 
that  the  physicians  disagreed  entirely 
among  themselves  on  the  subject ;  it  would 
have  been,  therefore,  very  difficult  for  the 
Government  to  justify  themselves  in  having 
recourse  to  the  measure  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested — the  attempting 
to  surround  Sunderland  with  a  cordan  sa^ 
nilaire.  But,  admitting  that  Government 
had  been  even  justified  in  doing  so,  still  he 
was  prepared  to  contend,  that  such  an  at- 
tempt could  have  been  made  only  with  the 
most  injurious  and  vexatious  consequences 
to  the  town  and  neighbourhood ;  and 
would  have  proved  utterly  ineflTectual,  at 
the  same  time,  for  the  purpose  required. 
His  hon.  friend  must  know,  that  in  towns 
on  the  Continent  where  military  cordons 
were  at  the  disposal  of  the  government, 
such  practices  had  been  adopted ;  and  that 
they  had  been  invariably  found  to  fail.  In 
Russia,  for  example,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Emperor's  palace  in  the  vicinity  of  St. 
Petersburg  (where  the  cordon  was  in  a 
degree  successful),  these  military  cordons 
had  uniformly  resulted  in  disappointment. 
Around  Vienna,  Berlin^  Higa,  and  at  other 
places,  large  military  cordons  had  been 
established,  and  at  all  those  positions  such 
means  had  completely  failed  of  their  end ; 
and  this,  moreover,  to  such  a  degree,  that 
he  had  not  read  of  one  single  town  or 
district,  in  which  they  had  been  planted, 
where  they  had  not  dissatisfied  the  inhabit- 
ants. He  could  refer  his  hon.  friend  to 
many  publications  in  which  the  authori- 
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resorted  to  such  means.  In  Germany^  the 
people  had  declared,  that,  instead  of  good^ 
these  precautionary  measures  had  been  at- 
tended with  the  roost  disastrous  conse- 
quences to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
countries  where  they  had  been  introduced. 
But  to  carry  them  into  effect  in  such  a 
country  as  this  was  impossible.  He  would 
put  it  to  any  Gentleman,  whether  he 
thought,  that  considering  the  habits  of  the 
British  people,  they  would  submit  to  such 
a  system  for  one  week  }  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  if  a  cordon  had  been 
attempted  around  the  town  of  Sunderhind, 
it  would  have  checked  the  disease.  He 
begged  to  inform  that  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
such  a  cordon  would  have  required  25,000 
or  30,000  men  to  enforce  it ;  and  where,  he 
asked,  could  such  a  force  have  been  ob- 
tained.^ But  what  had  been  said  by  the 
physicians  on  the  subject  appeared  to  him 
perfectly  just.  In  placing  a  cordon  around 
the  town,  they  were  not  building  a  wall  of 
stone,  but  surrounding  the  place  with 
thousands  of  human  beings,  who  were  all 
liable  to  the  very  infection  which  they 
would  hedge  in.  Instead,  therefore,  of  de- 
creasing the  disease,  they  were  ensuring 
its  extended  communication  to  all  parts 
of  the  kingdom,  lie  came  now  to  the 
other  subject  of  charge,  namely,  as  to  the 
Government's  not  having  taken  other 
measures  for  preventing  the  spread  of  the 
disease.  "  Why,"  asked  his  hon.  friend^ 
^*  has  Government  not  adopted  a  forced 
separation  of  the  sick  from  the  healthy  ?* 
To  this  he  must  give  to  his  hon.  friend  the 
same  answer  which  he  had  already  done  to 
his  other  charge ;  which  was,  that  they 
acted  from  experience,  and  only  from  ex- 
perience, and  on  that  principle  those  mea- 
sures were  taken.  His  hon.  friend  said, 
that  the  physicians  complained  that  their 
regulations  had  not  been  enforced ;  and  he 
went  further,  and  demanded,  "  Why,  when 
your  physicians,  who  were  sent  to  St. 
Petersburg  and  Riga,  say  that  the  physi- 
cians at  Petersburg  adopted,  with  efilect, 
the  principle  of  forced  separation — why  do 
you  not  follow  their  counsel  ?"  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attended  to  the  opinions  of 
Dr.  Barry  and  Dr.  Russell  (the  persons 
who  were  sent  abroad  by  Government  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  the  disease,  and 
of  its  mode  of  treatment),  he  would  hare 
found,  that  no  such  effect  as  he  imagines 
was  produced  by  the  enforced  regulations 
at  Petersburg.  It  was  their  decided 
opinion,   supported  by  observation^   that 
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trodnced,  they  had  'never  done  any  good, 
but  had  inyariably  been  productive  of  evil. 
These  Gentlemen  said,  in  their  Report  pub- 
lished by  the  Board  of  Health  after  their 
return,  and  which  Report  was  written  by 
the  Board's  direction,  and  published  under 
their  authority — that  **Witb  regard  to 
precautions  as  to  intercourse  with  sus- 
pected or  really  infected  persons  or  places, 
the  Board  are  confident,  that  good  sense 
and  good  feeling  will  not  only  point  out, 
but  morally  establish,  as  far  as  may  be 
practicable,  the  necessity  of  avoiding  such 
communication  as  may  endangerthe  lives  of 
thousands.  But  they  strongly  deprecate  all 
measures  of  coercion  for  this  purpose,  which, 
when  tried  upon  the  Continent,  invariably 
have  been  productive  of  evil.  The  best  in- 
ducements to  a  prompt  acknowledgment  of 
the  disease  having  entered  a  fsunily,  as 
well  as  to  an  early  and  voluntary  separa- 
tion of  the  sick  from  the  healthy,  will 
always  be  found  in  the  readiness  and  effi- 
ciency with  which  public  charitable  insti- 
tutions attend  to  the  objects  noticed  in  S. 
3.  It  is  with  much  satisfaction  that  the 
Board  feel  themselves  authorized  to  declare, 
and  it  will  no  doubt  be  highly  consolatory 
to  the  public  to  learn,  that  under  proper 
observances  of  cleanliness  and  ventilation, 
this  disease  seldom  spreads  in  fiimiliesy  and 
rarely  passes  to  those  about  the  sick,  under 
such  favourable  circumstances,  unless  they 
happen  to  be  particularly  predisposed." 
It  had  been  tried  in  many  of  the  towns  in 
Europe,  to  separate  the  sick  from  the 
healthy,  by  taking  measures  such  as  those 
recommended  by  his  hon.  friend,  that  of 
cutting  ofiT  all  communication  ;  and  invari- 
ably the  same  consequences  had  followed. 
In  the  first  place,  fiunilies  disliked  to  be 
separated  from  their  sick  relative,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  every  attempt  was 
made  to  conceal  the  disease.  These  were 
the  feelings  existing  among  the  poor,  as 
well  as  among  the  wealthy  classes;  nay,  even 
more  so  in  die  former,  because  they  were 
more  ignorant.  Did  not  his  hon.  friend 
remember  what  took  place  in  Hungary 
and  at  Petersburg,  where  the  town  was  for 
three  days  in  possession  of  the  people,  and 
all  in  consequence  of  the  attempt  made  to 
force  the  sicK  from  the  healthy^  and  convey 
them  to  the  hospitals  ?  The  noble  conduct 
of  the  Emperor  on  that  occasion  would  be 
long  remembered.  He  suspended  the  re- 
gulation, and  directed  the  people  to  be  left 
to  act  voluntarily.  It  was  explained  to 
them  bow  much  better  it  was  to  be  taken 
to  the  hospitals^  where  every  attention 


would  be  paid  to  their  sickness ;  and  it 
was  then  left  at  their  crption  whether  they 
would  go  to  the  hospitals  or  remain  at 
home.  From  that  moment  all  dislike  to 
be  removed  ceased,  and  the  people  were 
content  to  be  separated  from  their  friends, 
and  to  be  treated  in  the  public  hospitals 
according  to  the  system  pursued  there* 
That  was  a  case  which  the  Government  of 
this  country  had  thought  it  its  duty  to 
follow.  Every  kindness  was  shown  towards 
the  people  anected  by  the  disease,  as  well 
as  every  consideration  paid  to  the  feelings 
of  the  relatives.  Every  care  was  taken  to 
preserve  cleanliness  in  those  parts  of  the 
town  of  Sunderland  where  the  poor  were 
congregated,  and  more  especially  where  the 
disease  prevailed ;  and  hospitals  had  been 
established,  in  which  patients  had  been 
already  received*  Physicians  of  the  greatest 
eminence  had  been  appointed  to  attend  on 
the  spot,  and  administer  to  the  necessities 
of  the  sick,  while  other  individuals  equally 
disinterested  and  public-spirited  had  gone 
about  recommending  to  the  poor  to  be 
attended  at  the  hospitals  rather  than  at 
home,  and  taking  every  means  in  their 
power  to  adopt  those  measures  of  separation 
and  cleanliness  which  were  found  most 
efiicient.  These  were  the  steps  which 
the  Government  had  taken  to  arrest  the 
disease ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  such 
a  course  was  much  more  likely  to  be  at- 
tended with  beneficial  consequences,  than 
any  enforcement  which  either  this  House 
or  the  Government  could  resort  to.  If 
persons  would  exert  themselves  in  reason- 
ing with  the  lower  classes,  and  endeavoured 
to  persuade  them  to  take  advantage,  volun- 
tarily, of  the  facilities  afforded  at  the 
hospitals,  it  would  be  more  effectual  in 
overcoming  their  prejudices  than  any  mode 
of  coercion  that  could  be  adopted.  He 
assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  had 
been  no  Turkish  indolence  on  the  part  of 
Government,  and  he  was  quite  sure,  that 
when  the  public  came  to  learn  what  had 
been  done  by  Ministers  in  regard  to  this 
disease,  they  would  be  of  opinion  that 
their  conduct  had  been,  most  consistent 
with  their  duty,  and  most  conducive  to 
the  end  desired  -,  namely,  to  check  the 
disease  and  prevent  the  spread  of  the 
contagion  to  any  other  part  of  the  kingdom. 
Whilst  the  whole  faculty  were  uncertain 
both  as  to  the  nature  and  the  treatment  of 
the  disease,  it  was  very  difficult  for  a  Govern- 
ment to  take  so  harsh  a  step  on  such 
doubtful  information.  They  had  inter« 
fered  in  every  possible  way  to  effect  that 
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which  might  prove  the  most  beneficial  in  its 
results ;  and,  therefore,  they  hoped  what 
had  been  done  would  be  satisfiEictorjr  to  the 
country. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  he  was 
aware  of  the  impossibility  of  surrounding 
Sunderland  with  troops.  He  had  traced  the 
progress  of  the  cholera  through  the  various 
countries  which  it  had  ravaged,  and  he 
was  sure,  that  the  quarantine  regulations 
ought  to  have  been  more  strictly  enforced. 
There  had  been  too  much  laxity,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  respecting  these  regulations, 
but  he  trusted,  now  that  the  disease  had 
made  its  appearance,  that  by  cleanliness 
and  attention,  we  might  be  spared  the 
frightful  ravages  which  had  occurred  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.  Before  the  dis- 
ease had  made  its  appearance  in  Sunderland 
and  Newcastle,  he  had  called  upon  Ministers 
to  use  every  precaution  in  their  power,  by 
strictly  enforcing  quarantine  regulations. 
He  mustconfesSjthat  he  thought  Ministers, 
even  after  the  disease  had  manifested  itself, 
might  have  done  more  than  they  had 
towards  preventing  its  spreading.  They 
ought  to  have  attempted  to  prevent  its 
progress,  by  having  the  houses  in  which 
the  cholera  had  broken  out  guarded.  It 
had  been  shown,  by  the  instance  of  the 
palace  near  St.  Petersburg  being  sur- 
rounded by  a  cordon,  and  in  which  there 
were  between  6,000  and  7,000  individuals, 
that  the  disease  might  be  kept  out ;  and 
Ministers  were  bound,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  endeavour  to  stop  the  progress  of  the 
disease  by  precautionary  measures,  and  by 
strictly  enforcing  the  quarantine  laws. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  might  not  be  palatable 
to  hon.  Members  to  hear  what  he  was 
about  to  say,  but  of  this  he  was  fully 
assured,  that  should  the  cholera  make  its 
appearance  in  the  metropolis,  it  would 
certainly  visit  St.  Stephen's,  for  the  air 
which  they  breathed  was  unwholesome, 
and  there  was  a  great  want  of  ventilation 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  Warburlon  insisted  that  cordons  had 
been  successful  in  foreign  countries,  and 
he  believed  they  would  prove  equally  effi- 
cacious in  this.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  about  the  expense  of  having  a 
cordon  of  soldiers  round  Sunderland,  but 
surely  it  would  have  been  no  great  expense 
to  have  had  the  houses  guarded  in  which 
those  aflaicted  with  the  cholera  lived? 
There  were  not  now  above  a  hundred 
houses  so  circumstanced,  and  these  might 
most  easily  be  guarded  by  soldiers.  If 
Oovemment  act^  with  Turkish  resigna- 


tion as  to  the  disease,  it  would  spread  til 
over  the  county.  He  had  done  his  dutf 
in  calling  the  attention  of  Ministers  to  the 
subject,  and  lie  could  not  compel  them  to 
act  if  they  vrere  not  inclined.  He  had, 
before  the  cholera  broke  out  at  Sunderland, 
complained  of  the  laxity  in  the  obserTance 
of  the  quarantine  laws.  He  would  not 
detain  the  House  longer,  but  he  would  call 
upon  Ministers  to  act,  and  if  they  did  not, 
in  his  opinion  they  would  be  responsible 
for  the  consequences. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  December  16,  1831. 

MrNUTBfu]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  the  Mam|vii 
of  Lanboown.  Cogxet  and  Extracts  of  Commwntoaliooi 
received  by  the  Irish  Oovemment  ^ithui  the  iMt  y«r» 
relative  to  the  collection  and  payment  oC  TIthit  in  Vn- 
land,  and  the  resistance  oflbred  thareto^  '"■^'tyHiIng 
Tithes  held  by  Ecclesiastical  Persona,  or  Lay  Impropdatan» 
and  the  amount  of  Composition  in  eadi  cue;  also,  tte  nttMl 
of  every  Parish  in  which  an  agreement  had  ben  mite 
under  the  Composition  Act ;  also,  of  tfie  number  of  affU- 
cations  made  by  Parishes  to  be  placed  under  the  provlriont 
of  the  Composition  Act,  firom  November,  18t9,  to  No- 
vember, 1831,  with  the  number  of  eases  ia  whtak  Com- 
position had  actually  been  eflbeted  \  and  ttie  numbs  of 
Acres  in  each  Parish,  distinguishing  their  qiulitiei. 

Expedition  against  Portugal.] 
The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  he  should  hie 
glad,  before  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
to  be  informed  of  the  intentions  of  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  a  matter  which  he 
conceived  to  be  well  worthy  of  their  Lord- 
ships consideration :  he  alluded  to  the  re- 
ports which  had  lately  gone  abroad  of  the 
violation  of  the  Act  of  the  59th  of  Geoif^ 
3rd  commonly  called  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act.  His  attention  had  been  more 
particularly  called  to  this  subject  in  conse- 
quence of  a  paragraph  which  appeared  in  a 
newspaper,  printed  in  the  early  part  of 
this  week.  Among  a  variety  of  state- 
ments relative  to  this  matter,  the  follow- 
ing paragraph  was  inserted,  under  the 
head  of  "Ship  News:"  —  "Livernool, 
Dec.  10. — Sailed,  His  Majesty's  War- 
office  steam-packet,  Lord  Blaney,  for  Belle- 
isle,  having  on  board  upwards  of  900 
volunteers,  who  have  gone  to  assist  in  the 
expedition  under  Don  Pedro  against  Por- 
tugal." In  an  adjoining  column,  he  found 
the  following  statement,  under  the  head 
"  Thames  Police  :** — "  Yesterday,  upwards 
of  forty  sailors,  who  had  just  landed  from 
a  Gravesend  sailing-boat,  near  the  office, 
applied  for  summonses  against  a  gentleman 
named  Phillips,  residing  in  Leadenhall- 
street,  an  agent  to    the  expedition  now 
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fitdngoutat  Brest,  against  Don  Miguel, 
for  wages  due  to  them  under  the  following 
cireumstances."  An  account  was  then 
given  of  the  manner  in  which  these  per- 
sons were  detained  in  the  river,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  a  steam-vessel  took  200  sea- 
men to  Brest,  leaving  hehind  the  forty  per- 
sons who  appeared  at  the  police-ofHoe,  and 
applied  to  the  Magistrate  for  relief.  After 
a  considerable  discussion,  the  Magistrate, 
Mr.  Broderip,  told  the  applicants  that "  their 
case  was  one  of  great  hardship,  and  that 
they  certainly  deserved  to  be  paid  for  their 
loss  of  time :  but  he  regretted,  that  it  was 
out  of  his  power  to  interfere,  or  to  grant 
them  a  summons  under  the  statute  for 
work  and  labour  done,  as,  upon  their 
own  showing,  they  had  done  no  work,  but 
had  merely  waited  in  the  river  expecting 
to  be  called  upon  to  accompany  Don 
Pedro's  expedition.  They  might  bring  an 
action  agamst  Mr.  Phillips  for  breach  of 
contract,  or  summon  him  for  some  remu- 
neration for  their  loss  of  time  at  the  Court 
of  Requests."  He  had  not  intended,  on 
seeing  this  paragraph,  to  make  any  further, 
observations  than  simply  to  request  an  ex- 
planation of  this  statement,  but  he  had  since 
been  informed,  that  very  recently,  and,  in- 
deed, since  the  delivery  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech  on  opening  of  the  present  session  of 
Parliament,  that  this  recruitiug  had  gone  on 
much  more  busily  than  before,  and  the 
question,  therefore,  naturally  arose,  whether 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  was  in  force  or 
not;  for  he  could  not  conceive  how  it  could 
be  said  that  such  a  law  was  in  existence 
while  practices  of  this  kind  were  carried 
on.  Here  was  a  Magistrate  declaring  that 
the  case  of  these  appbcants  was  a  hard  one, 
and  lamenting  that  he  could  not,  in  conse- 
quence of  some  technicality  in  the  construc- 
tion of  a  statute  afford  them  relief;  but  it 
geemed  never  to  have  occurred  to  him  to 
suggest  to  the  parties  that  they  were 
engaged  in  an  illegal  transaction,  for  he 
apparently  considered  the  contract  which 
they  had  entered  into  perfectly  legal,  and 
still  less  did  it  occur  to  him  to  put  the  law 
into  execution  against  those  who  had 
riolated  it  He  could  not  say,  that  he  was 
much  surprised  at  the  conduct  of  the  Magis- 
trate, who  could  not  have  failed  to  observe 
the  course  pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  this  matter,  but 
he  was  at  least  entitled  to  know  by  what 
authority  a  Magistrate  took  on  himself  to 
stay  or  restrain  the  execution  of  the  law. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  discuss  at  the 
pnsent  moment  the  merits  or  demerits  of 


the  Fmieign  Enlistment  Act.  He  perfectly 
remembered,  however,  that  the  bill  was 
opposed  on  its  introduction  by  several 
noble  Lords  opposite,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  was  strenuously  supported  by  many 
other  noble  Lords  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House.  Perhaps  now  they  might  be  all 
of  opinion  that  the  Act  was  objectionable, 
and  that  it  ousht  to  be  repealed.  On  that 
point  he  would  make  no  remark,  but  he 
thought,  that  the  Act,  if  it  was  to  be  re- 
pealed, ought  to  be  repealed  by  Parliament; 
and  that  hb  Majesty's  Government  ought 
not  virtually  to  exercise  n  dispensing  power 
with  respect  to  that  law.  He  should  like 
to  know  in  what  character  it  was,  that 
Don  Pedro  and  his  aeents  took  upon  them* 
selves  to  violate  the  laws  of  this  country, 
in  so  open  and  barefaced  a  manner  ?  He 
looked  on  that  prince  and  his  agents  in  no 
other  light  than  as  private  individuals, 
bound  to  respect  the  laws  of  the  country 
in  which  they  sojourned.  It  certainly  did 
strike  him  that  there  was  something  ob« 
scure,  mysterious,  and  meant  as  oracular, 
in  the  mention  of  Don  Pedro  in  his  Majes- 
ty's Speech  on  opening  the  session.  The 
words  were,  "  The  return  to  Europe  of 
the  elder  branch  of  the  illustrious  House  of 
Bragansa,  and  the  dangers  of  a  disputed 
succession,"  though,  as  he  had  formerly 
stated  to  their  Lordships,  "  the  return  to 
Europe*'  took  place  before  the  beginning  of 
last  session.  The  mention,  therefore,  of 
'*  the  return,"  in  the  King's  Speech,  and 
the  mysterious  allusion  to  its  consequences, 
certainly  gave  rise  in  his  mind  to  some  sus- 
picion. His  Majesty's  Ministers  might 
just  as  well  have  talked  of  the  visit  to  this 
country  of  the  elder  branch  of  the  illus- 
trious House  of  Bourbon  !  Under  what 
circumstances  did  Don  Pedro  return  to 
Europe  ?  He  had  been  dethroned,  and  ex- 
pelled from  his  dominions ;  he  had  abdi- 
cated his  crown,  and  come  as  a  fugitive  to 
Europe.  He  was  in  Europe  only  as  a 
private  individual.  This  prince,  he  believ- 
ed, returned  to  Europe,  with  no  hostile  dis- 
position towards  his  brother,  and  with  no  in- 
tention to  make  war  on  Portugal ;  but  being 
speedily  surrounded  by  adventurers  and 
speculators — ^for  there  were  speculators  in 
revolution  as  well  as  in  every  thine  else- 
he  was  furnished  with  the  means  of  carry- 
ing on  a  war  which  he  had  never  before 
contemplated.  So  much  he  had  a  right  to 
say,  for  the  last  official  act,  he  believed,  of 
Don  Pedro's  government,  was  a  proposi- 
tion to  enter  into  conciliatory  negotiations 
with  his  brother,  on  the  basis  of  a  marriage 
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being  contracted  between  bis  daugbter  and 
Don  Miguel.  His  Majesty's  Government^ 
however,  baving  declined  to  be  a  party  to 
tbat  proposition,  tbe  negotiation  was  broken 
off;  but  unquestionably  tbe  l&st  sentiments 
expressed  by  tbe  government  of  Don  Pedro 
were  tbose  of  conciliation  to  bis  brother. 
Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  was  difficult  to  say  upon  what 
principle  it  was,  that  tbe  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  if  it  was  in  force,  was  not  put  into  fair 
and  impartial  execution  with  regard  to 
Portugal,  as  well  as  every  other  Power. 
There  seemed  something  so  unjust  in  dis- 
pensing with  tlie  law,  to  the  prejudice  of 
that  power,  that  he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  the  conduct  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  appeared  disposed  to  pursue  on 
this  subject.  It  could  not,  he  thought,  be 
maintained,  that  because  the  government 
of  Don  Miguel  had  not  been  acknowledged 
as  a  legitimate  authority,  but  was  looked 
on  as  a  usurpation,  this  country  was  not 
bound  to  enforce  the  observance  of  exist- 
ing laws  in  its  favour ;  for  unacknowledged 
as  that  government  was,  this  country  had 
not  failed  to  exact  from  it  every  tittle  of 
those  privileges  to  wliich  she  was  entitled 
with  as  much  strictness  as  if  she  was  deal- 
ing with  the  most  legitimate  government 
which  could  by  possibility  be  established. 
This  country  had  insisted  on  the  fulfilment 
to  the  utmost  extent,  of  all  her  rights  and 
privileges  on  the  part  of  this  usurping 
government ;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  too 
monstrous  for  this  country  to  acknowledge 
practically  tbe  validity  of  the  Portuguese 
government  for  every  purpose  of  profit, 
advantage,  and  utility  to  ourselves,  and 
deny  that  government  the  advantage  which 
it  had  a  right  to  expect  from  tbe  impartial 
administration  of  our  own  laws.  But  it 
was  quite  impossible,  that  the  government 
of  Don  Miguel  not  being  acknowledged 
could  form  a  reason  for  not  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act,  because  their  Lordships  would 
recollect,  that  at  the  particular  time  when 
that  Act  passed  the  Legislature,  it  was  prin- 
cipally aimed  at'  the  enlistments  which 
were  then  going  on  in  behalf  of  the  South 
American  colonies,  which  colonies  were 
not  at  that  time  acknowledged  by  this 
country  as  independent  States.  He  was 
therefore  utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive  on 
what  ground  the  dispensing  with  the  law 
on  the  present  occasion  could  be  justified  ; 
and  if  it  was  not  justified^  it  appeared  to 
him  that  his  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  guilty  of  the  most  culpable  neglect 


of  that  duty  which  every  State  owed  to 
another.  He  certainly  could  not  help 
thinking,  that  it  was  through  our  con- 
nivance, to  a  certain  extent,  that  a  wanton 
outrage  was  committed  by  the  French,  in 
forcing  an  entrance  up  the  Tagus,  and 
taking  possession  of  the  Portuguese  fleet ; 
but  that  circumstance  did  not,  m  his  opin- 
ion, release  his  Majesty's  Government  fitmi 
those  duties  which  the  due  and  impartial 
administration  of  existing  laws  impeded  on 
them.  He  purposely  abstained,  on  the 
present  occasion,  from  entering  into  any 
inquiry  as  to  the  general  course  of  policy 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  was  disposed 
to  pursue  with  regard  to  Portugal.  He 
would  not  debate  the  question  of  the  l^al- 
ity  or  illegality  of  Don  Miguel's  govern- 
ment, or  discuss  what  steps  had  better  be 
taken  to  put  an  end  to  the  unhappy  state 
of  things  existing  between  the  two  coun- 
tries ;  bvt  would  simply  confine  himself  to 
this  point— that  if  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act  was  in  existence,  it  was  the  duty  of 
Government  to  apply  it  impartially  in 
favour  of  every  existing  Power.  If  such 
was  not  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  he  should  be  glad  to  know  the 
fact ;  and  whether  any  distinction  was  to 
be  made  in  tbe  application  of  that  Act 
in  the  case  of  Portugal? 

Earl  Greif  said,  that  it  was  only  within 
an  hour  of  his  arrival  in  the  House,  that 
he  received  a  notice  from  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, signifying  his  intention  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  subject 
connected  with  Portugal.  Not  knowing, 
therefore,  to  what  particular  object  thie 
noble  Earl's  observations  would  be  directed, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  come  prepared 
with  the  necessary  information  to  answer 
them.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  general  course  of  policy  which 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  Portugal ;  but,  not- 
withstanding that  declaration,  a  consider- 
able part  of  tbe  statement  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  thought  it  necessary  to  make,  had 
undoubtedly  been  directed  to  a  passage  in 
the  King's  Speech,  to  the  situation  of  Don 
Pedro,  to  the  condition  in  which  that 
prince  now  stood,  (and  certainly  by  impli- 
cation) in  a  great  measure,  to  the  general 
course  of  policy  pursued  by  Government 
with  regard  to  Portugal.  Whether  it  was 
the  noble  EarJ's  intention  or  not  to  raise 
such  a  discussion,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
he  would  be  no  party  to  it.  With  respect 
to  the  subject  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
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particularly  called  the  attention  of  the 
House,  he  thouehl  that  a  short  explanation 
on  his  part  would  suffice  to  show  the  nohle 
Earl  that  he  was  labouring  under  some 
misapprehension  of  the  circumstances.  He 
certainly  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl,  that 
whether  he  approved  or  disapproved  of  the 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  while  it  was  the 
law  of  the  country,  it  ought  to  be  fairly 
and  impartially  observed  and  administer- 
ed. The  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that 
violations  of  that  Act  had  been  committed ; 
but  he  must  take  the  liberty  of  saying,  that 
that  statement  was  a  mere  assumption  of 
the  fact,  to  which  he  was  not  at  all  disposed 
to  agree.  He  did  not  know,  until  he  had 
heard  it  from  the  noble  Earl,  of  the  pro- 
ceeding which  took  place  before  Mr.  Brode- 
rip,  the  Magistrate ;  and  whether  the  ac- 
count was  true  or  false  he  could  not  say,  as 
he  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  informing 
himself  on  the  subject.  With  respect  to 
the  recruits  which  had  been  carried  away 
in  the  War-office  packet,  called  the  Lord 
Blaney,  all  he  could  say  was,  that  as  far 
as  he  was  informed,  no  such  vessel  ex- 
isted as  a  War-office  packet.  Their  Lord- 
ships had  undoubtedly  heard,  that  some 
vessels  had  been  detained  in  the  river  under 
the  Fore^  Enlistment  Act.  They  were 
detained  for  some  time  by  the  Custom-house 
authorities,  in  the  execution  of  their  duty, 
on  a  representation  being  made,  that  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  supposed  to 
be  fitted  out  brought  them  within  the  pro- 
visions of  thai  Act;  but  a  claim  having 
been  made  on  behalf  of  the  owners 
of  the  vessels  to  have  them  released, 
the  Custom-house  authorities,  doubting 
whether  they  were  authorized  to  detain 
them,  made  a  reference  to  the  Treasury  on 
the  subject.  The  Treasury  submitted  the 
matter  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
who  reported,  that  Government  had  no 
riffht  or  authority  to  detain  these  vessels. 
Under  these  circumstances,  they  were  ac- 
cordingly released.  A  representation  had 
also  at  this  time  been  made  to  Government 
with  respect  to  Englishmen  being  enlisted 
for  a  foreign  service,  and  that  subject  was 
likewise  referred  to  the  King*8  Advocate, 
and  all  the  Law  Officers  of  the  C'rown ; 
and  their  answer  was,  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances stated,  there  was  no  ground  for 
Government  to  interfere.  This  was  the 
state  of  the  case  as  far  as  he  and  his  col- 
leagues were  concerned.  They  had  not 
suspended  the  operation  of  the  law,  nor 
acted  with  partiality  one  way  or  another. 
This  was  all  he  would  say  on  the  present 
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occasion  ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  necessary,  at  some 
future  period,  to  make  the  matter  a  subr 
ject  of  more  ample  discussion,  he  should 
think  it  his  duty  to  prepare  himself  with 
'all  the  informatioit  he  could  obtain  respect- 
ing it. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  his  pur- 
pose was  answered  by  the  reply  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  given  to  his  statement.  He 
assured  the  noble  Earl  that  he  had  con- 
ceived a  doubt,  whether  the  noble  Earl  did 
not  intend  to  make  some  distinction  in  the 
application  of  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
present  case.  Having,  however,  learned 
that  so  long  as  the  law  existed,  it  was  the 
intention  of  Government  to  execute  it  im- 
partially and  fairly,  his  object  was  attained. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  wished  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  observing,  that  he  had  rea- 
son to  believe,  that  an  order  had  been  issued 
from  the  Court  of  Lisbon  to  the  Governor 
of  Macao,  and  growing  out  of  the  unfor- 
tunate state  of  the  relations  between  the 
two  countries,  to  prohibit  private  British 
merchants  from  residing  on  that  Island, 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  the  Por- 
tuguese government.  The  execution  of 
this  order  had  been  suspended  he  under- 
stood, by  the  Governor  on  the  representa- 
tions of  the  Chief  of  the  Factory.  He 
believed  that  such  an  order  was  contrary  to 
treaties,  and  most  certainly  if  it  was  en- 
forced, particularly  at  the  present  moment, 
when  we  were  not  on  good  terms  with  the 
Chinese ;  it  would  produce  much  embar- 
rassment, he  therefore  trusted  the  noble 
Earl  would  consider  the  subject. 

Adjourned  till  Tuesday,  the  17th  of 
January. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  December  16,  1831. 

MiMUTBB.]  New  Member  sworn.  Chablbs  Philip  Vorxi, 
Etq.,  for  Rrigate. 

Bills  brought  in.  By  the  Attornit  Gbnkral,  to  enable  his 
Mi^esty's  Attorney  General  to  proceed  upon  Reports  of 
Conunisrimien  of  Charities.  By  Sir  John  Cam  Ho»- 
HOOBX,  to  alter  and  amend  the  Vestry  Act  of  last  Session. 
Read  a  second  time.  Juries  (Ireland) ;  Land  Revenue. 
Read  a  third  time :    Lottery  Tickets. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Colonel  Etans,  the 
names  of  the  Priae  Agents,  and  others,  employed  in  the 
distribution  of  the  Deocan  Prize  Money,  the  Emolu- 
ments  plid  to  them,  and  the  Law  Expenses  mcurred.  On 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Warburtom,  a  Copy  of  the  Memorial 
of  the  CoU(^  of  Surgeons  to  the  Secretary  of  SUte  for  the 
Home  Department,  on  the  Sdiools  of  Anatomy.  On  the 
Motion  of  Sir  IIbmry  Wiluouohby,  the  number  of 
Vessels  and  th«r  tonnage  employed  at  Dartmouth,  and  of 
the  Excise  and  Custom  duties  fttid  at  the  same  port  from 
January.  1S«1,  to  January.  lS3i.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
D.  W.  H  ARTBY,  the  number  of  Persons  admitted  aa  Free- 
men  in  the  various  Cities  and  Boroughs  which  tend  Mcu- 
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Iwn  to  PtrUiBMDt,  in  each  year,  tioee  1800,  with  aa  ao* 
count  of  th«  Fees  paid«  and  how  the  lame  vere  appxo- 
priated. 
Petlttant  preiented.  By  Mr.  Sajtofobd.  tram  the  Glore 
Makers  of  Yeovil,  against  the  Importation  of  Frendi 
Gloves ;  and  fhxn  the  Mayor  and  Inhabitants  of  Axbridfe, 
Ibr  the  abolition  of  the  punishment  of  Death  for  ofltecea 
■gainst  Property ;  by  Colonel  Evina,  from  Fanners  and 
Inhabitants  of  Aropthill,  (Bedfordshire)  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Insurance  duty;  by  Mr.  Cbarlbb  Dunojls,  from 
Newbury,  and  other  places  in  the  oonnty  of  Berluhlre,  in 
flivour  of  Reform  of  Parliament ;  by  Mr.  Wiluuham, 
from  Maedeafleld  complaining  of  distress. 

Reform  Petitions.]  Lord  Eastnor 
rose  to  present  a  petition,  signed  by  nearly 
400  of  the  Nobility,  Clergy,  Gentry,  and 
other  inhabitants  of  Worcestershire,  upon 
the  subject  of  Reform.  He  thought  it  fair 
to  presume,  looking  at  the  names  of  the  pe- 
titioners, that  in  them  was  comprised  a 
large  portion  of  the  property  in  that 
county.  The  petitioners  stated  their  entire 
approval  of  the  conscientious  rejection  of 
the  late  Reform  BUI  by  the  House  of  Peers, 
and  they  also  expressed  their  regret  that 
such  a  measure  of  Reform  had  not  been  in- 
troduced as  would  have  preserved  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country,  and  have  prevent- 
ed that  great  excitement  whioh  prevailed 
on  the  subject,  which,  if  not  allayed  in  time 
by  wise  and  temperate  measures,  must 
prove  ruinous  to  the  empire  generally. 
The  petitioners  said,  they  were  not  insen- 
sible to  the  altered  circumstances  of  the 
times,  and  to  the  reasonable  demands  for  a 
temperate  Reform,  but  they  thought  that 
under  the  name  of  Reform,  measures  had 
been  introduced  which  were  calculated  to 
destroy  a  part  of  the  Constitution,  by  af- 
fecting the  independence  of  the  two  branches 
of  the  Legislature.  The  petitioners  con- 
cluded by  praying,  that  the  Government 
would  maintain  the  laws  with  firmness  and 
dignity,  that  it  would  execute  them  with 
impartiality,  and  put  down  all  political 
associations  which  were  incompatible  with 
the  safety  of  the  best  institutions  of  the 
country,  for  in  their  opinions,  by  these 
means  alone  could  the  lives  and  properties 
of  the  King's  subjects  be  efficiently  pro- 
tected. He  most  fully  concurred  in  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  petitioners.  It 
was  impossible  to  read  the  signatures  which 
were  attached  to  the  petition,  without 
being  sensible  that  a  large  proportion  of 
the  county  of  Worcester  was  not  in  favour 
of  the  Reform  Bill  which  had  lately  passed 
that  House,  and  he  feared  there  were  many 
who  entertained  similar  opinions,  but  were 
deterred  from  expressing  them  from  an  ap- 
prehension of  suffering  from  a  system  of 
intimidation  and  incenouarism  which  he  re- 
gretted to  Miy  now  prevailed.    Many  more 


had  been  misled  by  the  ddunve  notioiu 
which  some  advocates  far  the  Bill  enter- 
tained and  propagated  with  great  industry. 
He  therefore  for  one  did  hope^  that  sudi 
ameliorations  would  now  be  made  as  would 
conciliate  all  classes  who  were  anxious  for 
the  welfare  of  the  people,  and  would  give 
satisfaction  to  the  country  at  large. 

Sir  JoJm  Sebright  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  if  the  petition  had  been  agreed 
to  at  a  public  meeting  ? 

Lord  Eastnor  answered  in  the  negative. 

Sir  John  Sebright  had  no  doubt,  that 
many  very  respectable  persons  might  be 
found  in  Worcestershire  to  put  their 
names  to  an  Anti-reform  petition;  but 
from  all  the  communications  he  had  re- 
ceived from  that  county  (and  he  was  much 
connected  with  it),  he  denied  that  the  pe- 
tition spoke  the  opinions  of  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants.  He  would  instance  in 
favour  of  his  assertion  the  fact  that  an  hon. 
friend  of  his,  entirely  unconnected  with  the 
county,  was  returned  at  the  last  election, 
solely  because  he  was  a  Reformer.  He 
begged  to  protest  most  strongly  against  the 
petition  being  supposed  to  contain  the 
sentiments  of  the  inhabitants  of  Worcester- 
shire. 

Colonel  Davies  confidently  asserted,  there 
was  not  a  better  or  more  peacealdy  dis- 
posed population  in  England,  than  that  of 
Worcestershire.  As  an  allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  fear  of  incendiarism  being  en- 
tertained by  those  who  dared  to  express  an 
opinion  unfavourable  to  Reform,  he  begged 
to  state,  that  during  last  year  only  one  tire 
took  place  in  Worcestershire,  and  in  that 
case  punishment  overtook  the  offender.  He 
resided  in  that  county,  and  his  noble  friend 
did  not,  and  therefore  he  was  better  able 
to  state  the  opinions  of  the  inhabitants 
than  his  noble  friend.  He  had  attended 
the  public  meeting  in  Worcestershire, 
and  could  state,  that  the  strongest  feel- 
ing was  manifested  to  have  a  full  and 
ef&ctual  Reform  carried.  If  there  was  a 
Tory  county  in  Great  Britain,  Worcester- 
shire was  that  county.  Many  ancient 
families  of  large  possessions  were  Anti- 
reformers,  but  not  one  of  them  ventured  to 
come  to  the  public  meeting  and  avow  his 
opinions.  The  petition  had  laid  for  signa- 
ture some  weeks,  and  after  all  about  400 
only  had  signed  it,  whereas,  from  wh^t  he 
knew  of  the  county,  he  should  have  ex- 
pected to  see  at  least  1,000.  In  point  of 
numbers  the  petition  was,  certainly,  very 
insignificant,  whatever  it  might  be  m  point 
of  respectability. 
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Mr.  Robiman  as  Rejireieiitative  for  the 
cily  of  Worcester,  could  state,  that  there 
was  a  very  inconsiderable  number  of  persons 
either  in  the  city  or  county  opposed  to  all 
Reform.  At  the  same  time  he  was  ready 
to  admit  there  were  many  persons  some  of 
whom  were  men  of  the  highest  respecta- 
bility, who  objected  to  the  specific  measure 
which  had  lately  passed  that  House ;  but 
both  these  classes  were  a  small '  minority 
compared  with  the  number  of  inhabitants 
who  were  in  favour  of  it.  The  principles 
of  Reform  were  so  deeply  rooted  in  that 
county,  that  a  very  amiable  and  gallant 
candidate  was  beaten  at  the  last  election  by 
a  Reformer,  who  was  a  stranger  to  the 
county.  That  fact  alone  was  a  complete 
answer  to  the  charse  of  there  being  many 
Anti-reformers  in  Worcestershire.  As  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  that 
persons  were  afraid  to  declare  their  senti- 
ments from  a  system  of  terror  which 
shewed  itself  in  the  destruction  of  property 
-*he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact,  and  he 
doubted  its  existence.  And  with  regard  to 
the  effects  likely  to  be  produced  by  the 
proposed  Bill,  he  believed  that  its  princi- 
ples embodied  the  opinions  of  by  far  the 
greatest  portion  of  the  enlightened  public. 
As  it  was  evident  some  Reform  must  be 
conceded,  that  undoubtedly  was  the  safest 
which  had  for  its  support  the  majority  of 
the  thinking  people  of  the  country.  In  his 
opinion  the  minority  would  do  well  to  come 
into  the  views  of  the  majority,  and  together 
support  a  measure  which  by  their  combined 
efforts  to  uphold  it,|would  effectually  check 
the  desire  for  further  innovation,  and  most 
materially  tend  to  pacify  the  country. 

Mr.  John  T.  Hope  said,  he  rejoiced  to 
hear,  that  the  advocates  for  the  late  measure 
had  at  length  discovered  that  there  were 
many  respectable  persons  opposed  to  their 
plan.  He  would  assert,  that  the  results  of 
the  last  election  were  not  a  fair  proof  of 
the  present  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Worcester,  or  any  other  county,  on  the 
Reform  question,  as,  subsequent  to  the  last 
general  election,  a  great  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  minds  of  many  persons. 

Lord  Easinor  begged  leave  to  say,  as 
from  several  remarks  made  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  feared  that  he  had  not  made  him- 
self understood,  that  he  had  never  asserted 
that  the  petition  expressed  the  sentiments 
of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Worcester- 
shire. What  he  had  said  was,  that  although 
it  was  signed  by  but  400  persons,  yet  it 
nevertheleu  represented  the  opinions  of  a 
considerable  proportion  of  the  property  oi 


that  county,  and  that  it  proved  what  was  the 
prevailing  opinion  among  a  certain  class  of 
persons.  He  had  avoided  alluding  to  the 
proposed  measure  except  by  the  general 
observation  that  many  persons  were  not 
favourable  to  the  main  principles  of  that 
Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  the  city  of 
Worcester  had  thought  proper  to  taunt  him 
and  his  friends  with  not  venturing  to  shew 
their  faces  at  public  meetings  convened  for 
the  consideration  of  the  subject  of  Reform. 
In  reply  to  this  he  would  smiply  say,  that 
several  persons  had  agreed  to  assemble  at 
Worcester,  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
their  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  Colond 
Lygon,  the  late  Member,  but  previous  to 
the  intended  meeting  they  were  informed, 
that  the  public  peace  misht  be  endangered 
by  the  excitement  whidi  such  a  meeting 
would  create,  and  the  consequence  was, 
that  the  intention  was  abandoned.  Some 
other  parties  had  then  called  a  Reform 
meeting,  which  those  who  had  endeavoured 
to  get  up  the  former  feared  in  return  would 
be  infinitely  more  dangerous  to  the  public 
peace,  and  their  anticipations  were  correct, 
for  nothing  but  the  excellent  arrangements 
of  the  Magistrates,  and  the  timely  arrival 
of  the  military,  prevented  the  same  tragedy 
at  Worcester,  which  was  subsequently  acted 
at  Bristol.  The  hon.  Member  vaunted  of 
the  peaceable  inhabitants  of  Worcester,  he 
did  not  deny,  that  they  generally  deserved 
that  character,  but  he  aflurmed,  the  serious 
disturbances  which  af^rwards  prevailed 
grew  out  of  the  county  meeting.  He  had 
made  these  remarks  to  justify  his  own  con- 
duct and  that  of  the  petitioners,  and  he 
hoped  his  object  was  obtained. 

Colonel  Davies  must  deny,  that  the  dis- 
turbances of  the  5th  of  November  at  Wor- 
cester grew  out  of  the  county  meeting. 
He  believed  they  took  their  rise  from  a  fire 
which  broke  out  in  the  night  between  that 
day  and  the  following.  With  respect  to 
another  of  the  noble  Lord's  observations, 
he  must  still  declare,  that  the  petition  did 
not  even  represent  the  opinions  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  property  of  the  county. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  fVarbuHon  presented  a  petition  from 
a  body  of  persons  calline  themselves  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Political  Union  in  Coun- 
cil assembled  against  any  clause  of  the  Re- 
form Bill  which  should  require  the  payment 
of  rent  or  taxes  as  qualifications  to  vote  for 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  He  had 
always  declined  to  become  a  member  of 
these  Unions,  because  he  found  attend- 
ing  his  duties  in  that  House  quite  suffidiM, 
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therefore  he  could   say  no  more  of  the 
parties  who  had  signed  this  petition,  than 
that,  as  members  ot  such  a  Union,  he  be- 
lieved they  had  conducted  themselves  with 
propriety.      The  petitioners    stated,   that 
from   their  own   knowledge,  being   most 
of    them    electors  for    Westminster,    the 
making  of  the  payment  of  rajes  a  criterion 
for  voting  had,  from  their  own  experience, 
and  upon  general  principles,  led  to  bribery 
and  corruption.     They  inferred  this  from 
what  had  taken  place  in  Westminster  in 
the  case  of  certain  candidates  whom  they 
were  prepared  to  name.     There  was  the 
famous  case   that  was  argued  before  the 
King's  Bench,  in  which  it  was  proved  that 
the  rate  collector,  at  the  expense  of  about 
5L  5s.  a  day  had  attended  on  the  hustings, 
on  the  part  of  one  of  the  candidates,  an  un- 
dertaking having  been  given,  that  the  rates 
due  by  those  who  voted  for  him  should  be 
paid.     The  candidate  went  first,  and  the 
rate  collector  followed  to  threaten  the  poor 
electors  with  distraint  if  they  did  not  vote 
for  that  candidate.     He  entirely  concurred 
in  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and  he  im- 
plored the  noble  Lord  opposite  to  take  the 
reasoning  of  this  petition  into  his  consider- 
ation.    The  petitioners  did  not  object  to 
property,  or  the  occupancy  of  a  house  of 
10/.  being  made  the  criterion  for  a  vote, 
but  only  to  the  payment  of  rates  and  taxes, 
as  leading  to  bribery  and  corruption. 

Mr.  John  Wood  cordially  supported  the 
prayer  of  the  pe^tion.  It  was  his  opinion, 
that  if  the  suggestion  of  the  petitioners 
was  adopted  it  would  very  much  improve 
the  Bill.  As  far  as  the  right  of  voting 
went,  it  ought  to  be  of  no  consequence 
whatever,  whether  the  elector  had  paid  his 
rates  or  not.  As  to  the  rent,  that  was 
an  obligation  existing  between  landlord 
and  tenant.  Rates  were  also  a  contract 
between  the  Government  and  the  voters, 
and  neither  of  these  obligations  had,  strictly 
speaking,  any  connexion  with  the  right  of 
voting. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  prayer  of  the  petition  could 
be  supported,  without  upsetting  the  whole 
intent  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  the  occupancy  of  a  house 
was  a  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  compe- 
tency of  the  voters.  He  certainly  agreed 
with  the  petitioners  in  thinking  that  if 
electors  were  required  to  pay  up  their  rates 
and  rent,  it  would  open  the  door  to  many 
abuses. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  understood  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  was  not  a  necessary  qualifica- 


tion>  and  so  far  the  hon.  member  for  Louth 
was  at  fault :  but  with  regard  to  the  pay- 
ment of  King's  taxes,  Westminster  was  not 
the  only  place  where  this  qualification  had 
been  made  the  means  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption. This  provision  of  the  Bill  he  very 
much  objected  to  on  that  account. 

The  question  being  put,  that  the  petition 
be  brought  up. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  before  the  pe- 
tition was  brought  up,  he  must  beg  leave 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  more 
particularly  to  it.     The  petition  professed 
to  be  the  petition  of  the  members  of  the 
Council  of  a  Society  called  the  National 
Political  Union,  in  Council  assembled,  and 
it  appeared  to  him  impossible  for  the  House 
to  recognise  such  a  body.  He  therefore  felt 
it  his  duty,  as  many  other  petitions  of  the 
same  nature  might  be  presented,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  point,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  of  considerable  im- 
portance, particularly  when  he  referred  to 
his  Majesty's  proclamation,  for  although  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  whethef  or  not 
this  particular  body  came  within  the  scope 
of  that  proclamation,   yet,  as  such  a  pro- 
clamation had  been  issued  from  the  highest 
authority    in  the  State,   mentioning  that 
Societies  under  the  denomination  of  Politi- 
cal Unions  had  been  found  contrary  to  the 
letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  law,  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  be  careful  how  it  con- 
travened that  law  by  recognising  the  acts 
of  any  such  Societies.     He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  could  not  receive  a  petition 
from  those  parties,  except  as  the  petition  of 
the  individuals.     When  they  addressed  the 
House  as  members  of  the  Council  of  a  Po- 
litical Union,  in  Council  assembled,  the 
House  ought  to  be  cautious  how  it  gave  a 
sanction  to  the  petition  of  peraons  assuming 
such  a  title. 

Mr.  Warhurion  said,  that  although  on 
many  occasions  petitions  were  presented 
from  persons  claiming  to  sign  them  as  mem- 
bers of  certain  Societies,  the  House  had 
never  objected  to  receive  them  on  that  ac- 
count. It  was  as  the  petition  of  the  in- 
dividuals that  he  presented  the  picsent  pe- 
tition. He  was  not  aware  that  any  ill^;al 
act  had  been  committed  by  the  members  of 
the  Union ;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that  they  had  not  infringed  on  any  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  disclaimed 
saying  that  they  had  been  guilty  of  any  il- 
legal act ;  but  the  petition  expressly  set 
forth  that  it  was  the  petition  of  members 
of  the  Council  of  a  Political  Union,  in 
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Council  ussembled.  His  Majesty *8  pro- 
clamation which  he  had  sent  for  immedi- 
ately on  seeing  the  title  of  the  petition^ 
described  the  illegal  Unions  as  consbting  of 
members  subject  to  the  control  and  direc- 
tion of  a  superior  Committee  or  Council. 
He  therefore  thought  that  the  House  ou^ht 
to  be  cautious  not  to  give  a  body  which 
might  fall  under  that  designation  the  power 
of  approaching  it. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  he  entirely  concurred 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  House 
ought  to  be  very  cautious,  not  to  do  any 
thing,  in  receiving  petitions,  which  might 
encourage  or  recognise  the  existence  of  any 
of  the  Societies  to  which  his  Majesty's  pro- 
clamation referred.  The  proclamation  re- 
ferred to  societies  composed  of  regular  gra- 
dations, and  different  classes  of  members, 
under  the  supreme  guidance  of  a  Council. 
He  was  not  aware  exactly  what  the  consti- 
tution of  this  society  was,  but  he  did  not 
believe  that  it  was  one  of  those  societies 
which  contravened  the  proclamation.  The 
present  was  not  the  time  at  which  it  would 
be  convenient  to  discuss  the  qu^ion  whe- 
ther such  societies  were  advantageous  or 
not.  The  question  before  the  House  was, 
whether  there  was  any  thing  in  the  form 
of  this  petition  which  would  make  it  ne- 
cessary for  the  House  to  reject  it ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  it  would  be  expedient 
to  adopt  that  course  unless  they  were  im- 
peratively called  upon  by  the  forms  of  ther 
House  to  do  so.  The  petition  stated,  that 
it  was  the  petition  of  the  undersigned  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  of  the  Political  Union, 
in  Council  assembled.  Now  it  did  not  pro- 
fess to  be  the  petition  of  the  Council  itself; 
and  if  it  were  not  the  petition  of  a  body 
which  the  House  ought  not  to  recognise, 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  expedient  to 
reject  it.  He  admitted,  that  the  case  was 
one  which  was  liable  to  some  degree  of 
doubt ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  at  any 
time  to  be  captious  as  to  petitions  presented 
to  the  House,  and  he  thought  that  the  pre- 
sent might  be  received  as  the  petition  of  the 
individuals. 

Mr.  Jmnee  E.  Gordon  said,  that  the  dis- 
tinction which  the  noble  Lord  had  attempt- 
ed to  draw  between  the  members  of  a  Poli- 
tical Council  and  the  Council  itself  was  a 
mere  evasion,  and  an  insult  to  common 
sense  and  to  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  according  to  the 
dictum  of  the  noble  Lord,  if  a  petition  were 
presented  from  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Common  Council  of  any  dty^  in  Common 
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not  be  that  of  the  Corporation.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  tolerate  such  evasions, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
endeavoured  to  make  them. 

Mr.  Warhurton  would,  with  the  leave  of 
the  House,  withdraw  the  petition  for  the 
present,  but  not  with  the  intention  of  with- 
drawing it  wholly*  for  he  would  present  it 
on  a  future  day. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  would  meet  the  proposi- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  spint  in 
which  he  made  it,  and  would  not  oppose 
the  withdrawing  the  Motion,  although  he 
might  do  so. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Adjournment  for  Christmas  Holi- 
days.]] Lord  AUhorp  before  moving  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  wished  to  give  notice,  that 
it  was  his  intention,  immediately  after  the 
Debate  on  the  second  reading  was  disposed 
of,  whenever  that  might  be,  to  move,  that 
the  House,  at  its  rising,  should  adjourn  to 
Tuesday,  17th  January  next.  .  It  had  been 
the  wish  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  that 
the  Parliament  should  meet  after  the  holi- 
days a  week  earlier  than  that  day.  But  it  had 
been  represented  to  them,  that  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  the  Members  con- 
nected with  Ireland  to  attend  so  soon  ;  and 
as  it  was  their  desire  to  give  the  Members 
from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  an  opportu- 
nity of  attending  in  the  Committee,  Minis- 
ters thought  it  better  to  depart  from  the 
original  intention,  and  to  move  an  adjourn- 
ment to  the  day  which  he  had  mentioned. 

Mr.  Croker  thought  it  probable  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  defer  the  assembling 
of  Parliament  to  a  later  day  than  the  noble 
Lord  proposed.  He  would  suggest  to  both 
the  noble  Lords,  that  possibly  they  were 
not  allowing  themselves  sufficient  time  to 
prepare  the  information  which  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  have  laid  upon  the  Table  before 
the  Bill  oueht  to  go  into  the  Committee. 
The  noble  ix>rds  themselves  best  knew 
whether  the  proposed  time  would  be  suffi- 
cient ;  but  the  House  would  perceive,  that, 
without  having  ail  the  information  that 
was  promised,  it  would  be  impossible  to  go 
one  step  further  after  the  second  reading. 
The  documents  which  were  to  be  produced 
were,  he  understood,  voluminous,  and  if 
they  could  not  be  prepared  by  the  1 7th  of 
January,  it  was  unnecessary  and  useless  to 
appoint  so  early  a  day  for  the  re-assem- 
bling of  Parliament. 

Lord  AUhorp  had  no  doubt  that  he 
should  be  ready  before  that  dayi  but  thp 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  would  percei?e  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  first  day.  It  would  be  more 
convenient  that  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Bills 
should  be  read  a  first  time  before  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  should  have  been  committed.  He 
should  suggest^  therefore^  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  taken  on  the  Thursday 
or  Friday  after  the  re-assembling  of  the 
House;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
House  would  then  be  in  possession  of  all 
the  necessary  information. 

Mr.  Croker  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  the  time  sufficient  for  the  ne- 
cessary preparation.  But  he  must  remind 
the  House^  that  the  noble  Lord  promised 
last  night,  that  there  should  be  laid  before 
the  House  the  List  of  boroughs  on  which  the 
Bill  was  founded.  When  he  had  repeated 
the  assertion  that  the  Bill  was  founded 
on  that  List,  he  was  told  that  his  asser- 
tion was  incorrect.  However,  he  had 
received  that  morning  one  of  the  official 
papers  connected  with  the  List,  and  he  in- 
sisted that  the  first  line  justified  what  he 
said.  The  paper  to  which  he  alluded  was 
a  letter  from  Lord  Melbourne  to  one  of 
the  gentlemen  who  was  instructed  to  pre- 
pare the  information  required  for  the  new 
Bill  ;  and  it  began  thus: — "Sir; — The 
Government  having  determined  to  found 
the  Reform  Bill  upon  a  new  basis,  I  request 
your  assistance,  to  enable  them  to  ascertain 
the  relative  importance  of  the  smaller  bo- 
roughs in  England  and  Wales.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  take  the  number  of  houses,  and  the 
amount  of  assessed  taxes  for  the  year  ending 
April,  1831,  together,  as  the  test  of  disfran- 
chisement." It  had  been  promised,  that 
that  letter  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  this 
morning,  and  this  morning  it  certainly  was 
delivered.  But  the  document  which  ought 
to  have  been  delivered  with  it,  namely,  the 
List  which  itself  constituted  the  basis  on 
which  the  Bill  was  founded,  he  had  not  then 
obtained.  He  had  received  it,  however, 
since  he  came  into  the  House,  it  having 
been  put  into  his  hands  by  an  hon.  friend 
of  his,  who  was  connected  with  his  Majes- 
ty's Government.  Whether  his  hon. 
friend  had  acted  officially  or  officiously,  he 
could  not  say  ;  but  the  fact  was,  he  had 
only  just  received  the  information.  Whe- 
ther It  was  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  or  not, 
he  did  not  know,  but  this  he  knew,  that  it 
was  not  put  into  his  hands  until  just  upon 
the  verge  of  the  debate.  It  could  not  be 
obtained  before,  for  he  had  inquired  for  it 
from  the  officers  of  the  House  the  moment 
be  entered*    However,  as  he  bad  got  it  at 


last,  he  should  not  comment,  u  he 
well  do,  upon  the  great  irregularity^  and 
the  still  greater  ddays^  that  bad  taken 
place  respecting  the  production  of  these 
papers,  but  he  must  complain,  that,  at  the 
moment  when  the  debate  was  about  to 
commence,  the  List,  which  was  the  basis 
of  the  Bill,  according  to  the  letter  of  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  was  not  in  the  handi  of  more 
than  six  or  seven  Members.  He  should  make 
no  comment  on  the  absurd  and  ridiculoui 
calculations  (such,  at  least,  they  appeared, 
from  the  cursory  look  he  had  had  of  them) 
which  accompanied  that  List,  and  was 
signed  "  Thomas  Drummond."  The  school- 
master was  said  to  be  abroad,  and  Mr. 
Drummond  seemed  to  be  one  of  bis  moat 
promising  pupils;  for,  as  appears  by  his 
own  letter,  he  had  puzzled  himself  and  the 
House  with  a  long  series  of  decimal  fnu>« 
tions,  to  produce  a  result  which  could  juit 
as  completely  be  effected  by  the  simple 
addition  of  the  numbers.  He  hoped  that 
the  future  information  would  be  more  dis- 
tinct, even  though  it  were  less  learned, 
than  the  fractional  scale  of  Mr.  Drummond. 
Lord  John  Russell  thought  that  he  had 
some  reason  to  complain  of  the  observations 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
He  had  been  informed,  on  coming  into  the 
House,  that  the  papers  were  not  yet  in  the 
hands  of  the  Members,  but  that  they  would 
be  ready  in  a  very  short  time,  and  be  de- 
livered as  soon  as  possible.  At  that  time 
there  were  about  fifty  copies  in  the  Vote 
Office.  With  that  information  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  might  have  been  satisfied.  But, 
as  a  matter  of  civility,  rather  than  other- 
wise, he  undertook  to  convey  some  of 
those  papers  to  the  right  hon.  Member,  ra- 
ther than  to  give  him  the  trouble  to  obtain 
them  for  himself,  or  wait  until  he  should 
receive  them  according  to  the  forms  and 
usage  of  the  House.  He  did  not  know  in 
what  way  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
wish  those  things  to  be  done,  but  it  was  not 
very  encoura^ng  to  others  to  take  the 
trouble  of  giving  information  as  soon  as  it 
came  into  their  hands.  The  ri||bt  bon. 
Gentleman  was  displeased  that  Mr.  Drum- 
mond had  not  confined  his  calculation  to 
the  mere  addition  of  the  numbers.  But 
it  was  not  the  fact,  that  the  mere  addi- 
tion would  have  given  the  result  which 
it  was  the  object  of  the  calculation  to 
obtain.  The  addition  could  not  possibly 
^vc  the  relative  proportion  of  the  towns 
in  respect  to  the  population  and  the  assessed 
t«ses  together.    If  the  bon«  Geotlemaii 
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mppoied  that  it  would,  he  mutt  not  bare 
▼iaited  the  sdioohnaster  very  lately. 

Mr.  Croker  would  not  detain  the  House 
from  the  debate  on  the  Reform  Bill  by 
protracting  the  present  conversation.  But 
he  would  take  an  opportunity  of  proving, 
that  the  mere  addition  would  have  given 
the  result  ssought,  quite  as  satisfactorily  as 
Mr.  JDrommond  had  expressed  himself  in 
his  fractional  formulc ;  and  then  he 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  be  satisfied 
that  his  schoolmaster  was  more  skilful 
than  the  noble  Lord's.  He  felt  fully  justi« 
fied  in  complainins  that  the  papers  had 
come  down  so  late,  for  he  had  himself  in- 
quired at  the  Vote  Office  without  obtain- 
ing them,  and  the  irregular  thrusting  them 
into  his  hands  just  as  the  debate  was  about 
to  begin,  he  could  not  consider  as  any  thing 
like  private  civility  or  public  decorum. 

Russian  Dutch  Loan.]  Sir  Robert  Peel 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  interpose  a  moment's 
delay  before  the  Debate  on  the  Reform  Bill 
commenced;  but  with  the  consent  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  he  was  going  to  put  a 
question  upon  a  matter  totally  unconnected 
with  Reform.  He  should  not  put  this 
question  now,  if  it  did  not  involve  a  point 
(as  it  appeared  to  him)  of -considerable  con- 
stitutional importance,  the  elucidation  of 
which  ought  not  to  be  postponed.  How- 
ever, in  order  to  avoid,  as  far  as  he  could, 
the  possibility  of  a  discussion,  he  should  ab- 
stain from  making  any  observations  except 
such  as  were  necessary  to  render  the  matter 
intelligible.  He  referred  to  that  loan, 
which  was  called  the  Russian  Loan.  The 
original  circumstances  under  which  that 
loan  was  entered  into,  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  detail;  but  it  would  be  remem- 
bered by  the  Hoose,  tha^  in  theyear  1815, 
we  contracted  with  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
landa,  and  the  emperor  of  Russia,  to  pay  the 
interest  npon  a  proportion  of  that  loan, 
which  amounted  in  the  whole  to  up- 
wards of  two  millions.  An  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  accordingly  passed,  which  author- 
ised the  Treasury  to  continue  the  pay- 
ment cff  the  interest,  conformably  to  our 
engagement.  In  order  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther we  were  bound,  consistently  with  law, 
to  continue  that  pa3rment,  it  was  necessary 
to  understand  precisely  what  was  the  nature 
of  our  engagement  The  original  amount 
of  the  loan  was  25,600,000  Dutch  guil- 
ders, which  wasrathermorethan  3^000,000^ 
sterling ;  and  we  had  consented  to  pay  the 
interest  of  one-third  of  that  sum.  But  an 
CEi|tt6ii  cfipgemmt  wii  antcxtd  latOi  thit 


we  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
interest  after  the  possession  and  sovereignty 
of  the  Beleian  provinces  should  be  severed 
from  the  kmgdom  of  Holland.  He  appre- 
hended that  the  possession  and  sovereiffnty 
of  those  territories  had  been  for  a  considerw 
able  time  past  so  severed.  On  the  21st  of 
June,  in  the  present  year,  in  the  Speecb 
delivered  to  Parliament,  his  Majesty  reoog* 
nised  the  right  of  the  people  of  Belgium  to 
make  their  own  intenial  regulations,  and- 
to  settle  the  government  of  their  country 
according  to  Uieir  own  views.  Therefore, 
on  the  2 1st  of  June,  his  Majesty  admitted 
the  de  facto  separation  of  the  two  king- 
doms. Now,  what  he  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  was,  whether  directions  had 
been  given  for  the  payment  of  the  interest 
upon  the  Dutch  loan  up  to  the  present 
day,  or  to  the  next  time  when  it  would 
become  payable ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
did  not  consider  it  important  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  payment,  if 
it  was  to  be  continued  ?  On  the  policy  of 
continuing  the  pa3rment  he  said  nothing ; 
but,  in  conformity  with  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  the  law,  he  conceived  that  there 
was  no  authority  in  the  Treasury  tQ  oon« 
tinue  it. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  that  he  did  not  mean^ 
at  the  present  moment,  to  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  of  the  loan,  but  it 
was  necessary  for  him,  in  answering  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
say  a  very  few  words  with  respect  to  the 
treaty.  The  treaty,  as  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  truly  stated,  stipulated 
that  the  money  was  to  be  paid  by  Endand 
for  Russia,  so  loi^  as  Uie  Netherlimds 
should  be  united  to  Holland.  But  the 
House  would  recollect,  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  refer  to  other  parts  of  the  negotia- 
tion, in  order  to  understand  the  meaning 
and  spirit  and  the  dear  olnect  of  the  treaty. 
By  it  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  and  the 
kmg  of  Great  Britain  were  to  pay  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  the  interest  and  princi- 
pal of  the  Russian  loan  to  the  emperor  of 
Kussia,  so  long  as  the  Netherlands  should 
continue  united  with  Holland.  This  agree- 
ment was  made  with  the  emperor  to  pre- 
vent any  attempt  at  the  separation  of  those 
countries.  The  whole  of  the  correspond* 
ence  and  negotiations  proved,  that  this  waa 
the  principle.  The  question  which  came 
before  his  Majesty's  Government  for  oon« 
sideration  was,  whether  the  drcumstancea 
under  which  the  separation  had  taken  plaoe» 
absolved  this  country,  in  honour  and  jna* 
tic^  and  in  confomiity  to  the  ipiril  n^ 
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etter  of  the  treaty,  in  holding  back  from 
Russia  the  payment  of  the  interest  ?  And 
what  were  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  separation  took  place?  Was  it  our 
desire  to  call  upon  Russia  to  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  separation  ?  The  contrary 
was  quite  notorious.  And  would  it,  then, 
be  consistent  with  the  honour  of  this 
country  to  have  taken  advantage  of  the 
separation  to  refuse  to  Russia  the  payment 
of  the  interest  on  the  loan,  when  it  was 
clearly  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
this  country  that  the  separation  took  place, 
and  when  we  could  not  impute  any  blame 
to  Russia  on  account  of  that  separation  ? 
This  appeared  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  be  the  fair  view  of  the  question ;  but, 
not  content  with  their  own  judgment,  they 
had  referred  the  matter  to  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown,  and  they  were  of  opinion  that 
we  were  bound  to  continue  the  payment. 
These  were  the  simple  facts  of  the  case. 
This  was  the  view  which  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  took  of  it,  and  they  felt  that  the 
Treasury  should  be  empowered,  as  usual, 
to  continue  the  payment. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
entirely  misunderstood  him.  He  was  not 
considering  whether  it  was  consistent  with 
the  honour  and  good  faith  of  the  country 
to  continue  the  payment,  but  whether  it 
was  consistent  with  the  law.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Exchequer  was  war- 
ranted by  the  Act  of  Parliament  in  issuing 
the  public  money ;  and  he  entreated  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the 
House  to  the  subject,  and  begged  them  to 
consider  whether  Parliament  ought  to 
separate  without  giving  an  express  sanction 
to  the  proceedings  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  although  what 
he  had  stated  as  to  the  views  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  referred  to  equity,  and 
not  to  strict  law,  yet,  when  he  stated  that 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  had  been 
required  to  give  their  opinions,  and  that, 
as  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  had  been 
referred  to  them  quoted  the  words  of  the 
treaty,  he  considered,  therefore,  that  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  had  declared,  that 
we  were  still  bound  by  the  treaty,  and 
consequently  he  was  of  opinion  that  he  had 
fully  answered  the  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  also  stated  the 
grounds  upcm  which  it  appeared  to  his 
Majesty's  Government  that  it  was  bound 
by  law,  and  consequently  justified  in 
making  the  payment. 

Sir  Robtri  Peel  did  not  wish  to  appear 


captious ;  but  really  the  matter  seemed  to 
him  so  clear,  and  at  the  same  time  so  im- 
portant, that  he  thought  it  better  to  state 
fully  his  views  at  once,  than  afterwards  to 
turn  round  upon  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  make  an  accusation  against  them : — 
I'he  Convention  said  "  It  is  understood 
and  agreed  between  the  high  contract- 
ing parties,  that  the  said  payments  on 
the  part  of  their  Majesties  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands,  and  the  king  of 
Great  Britain,  shall  cease  and  determine, 
should  the  possession  and  sovereignty  of 
the  Belgic  provinces  at  any  time  pass  or  be 
severed  from  the  dominions  of  his  Majesty 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  previous  to 
the  complete  liquidation  of  the  same."  The 
Act  of  Parliament  said,  that  the  payments 
should  continue  only  so  long  as  the  en- 
gagements entered  into  in  the  Convention 
were  continued.  Now,  the  sovereignty 
of  the  Belgian  provinces  had  passed  away 
from  the  king  of  Holland  more  than  six 
months  ago,  and  the  debt  had  not  been 
liquidated.  Whatever  honour  or  policy, 
therefore,  might  dictate,  he  doubted  that 
the  Exchequer  had  authority  to  continue 
those  payments. 

The  Attorney  General  supposed,  that 
many  Gentlemen  in  the  House  conceived, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did,  that  as 
soon  as  the  possession  and  sovereignty  of 
Belgium  passed  from  the  king  of  Holland, 
the  payments  were  to  be  at  an  end ;  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  avowing,  that  he  had 
entertained  the  same  impression  originally, 
and  had  mentioned  it  to  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
a  Member  of  that  House,  and  to  the  King's 
Advocate,  who  was  also  consulted.  The 
House  would  feel,  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  to  enter  into  a  legal 
argument  at  that  time ;  but  he  would  say, 
that  not  only  was  his  first  impression 
removed  by  more  mature  deliberation,  but 
though  he  had  entered  into  the  considera- 
tion personally  desirous  of  finding  the 
Crown  relieved  from  the  liability,  yet, 
after  looking  at  the  course  which  the  nego- 
tiations had  taken,  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
due  construction  of  the  treaty,  and  after 
giving  the  subject  the  most  attentive  consi- 
deration, he  and  his  hon.  and  learned  friends 
had  formed  the  unanimous  opinion,  that  nei- 
ther in  law  nor  equity,  nor  still  less  in  ho- 
nour, was  there  the  slightest  doubt  that  both 
parties  meant  the  passing  away  of  the  pos- 
session and  sovereignty  of  Belgium  from 
Holland  by  some  external  force;  that  a 
separation  by  any  internal  cause  or  mutual 

agreement  was  never  contemplated  j  an4 
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that,  consequently,  the  ohligationt  of  the 
treaty  continued  in  full  force.  The  obli- 
gations of  the  treaty  continuing  in  force, 
so,  he  thought,  did  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
which  was  founded  on,  and  recited  it, 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated.  He 
should  be  able  to  defend  his  view  of  the 
subject  when  an  opportunity  regularly 
offered. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  conceived,  from 
the  wording  of  the  Convention,  and  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  as  they  had  been 
read  to  the  House  by  his  right  hon.  friend, 
and  in  which  it  was  expressly  stated,  that 
in  the  event  of  any  separation  between 
Belgium  and  Holland,  this  country  was 
no  longer  liable  to  the  interest  of  the  loan  ; 
he  was  most  fully  of  opinion,  that  the  Trea- 
sury was  not  authorized  to  continue  the 
payment  after  the  separation. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  it  appeared 
that  the -first  impression  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  that  which  any  man,  with 
ears  to  hear,  and  understanding  to  compre- 
hend, must  at  once  see  to  be  the  true  con- 
struction of  the  Act ;  but  that  at  last  he 
came  to  an  opinion  founded  solely  upon  the 
equity  of  the  case  and  the  honour  of  the 
Crown — ["Ao,  no,"  Jrotn  the  Attorney  Ge- 
nera/.] He  certainly  understood  the  result 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  obser- 
vations to  be,  that  his  new  impression  was 
formed  as  well  with  a  view  to  the  equity  of 
the  case,  as  to  the  honour  of  the  Crown. 
It  was  not  equity  or  honour  t]^.c  was  now 
the  proper  subject  for  th^  consideration  of 
the  House.  If  it  had  been  intended 
that  the  ConTeiition  should  continue,  it 
would  hz,ve  been  so  expressed.  If  the 
honour  of  the  Crown  w&s  pledged  beyond 
the  Convention,  he  was  sure  the  House 
and  the  country  would  wish,  that  the 
honour  of  the  Crown  should  become  the 
bond  of  law.  But  any  man  who  heard  the 
Convention  read,  must  see  that  it  admitted 
of  no  two  conclusions ;  and,  which  made 
the  case  still  stronger,  it  had  been  found 
necessary  to  frame  an  Act  of  Parliament 
for  the  purpose,  which  embodied  the  words 
of  the  Convention.  How  was  it  possible 
that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  should 
issue  the  money  of  the  public  to  perform 
an  engagement  to  which  the  country  was 
in  no  degree  liable?  It  was  said,  that  a 
separation  Irom  internal  causes  was  not 
meant — but  why,  if  that  were  the  case, 
did  not  the  Convention  state  it  ? 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learnt  Gentleman  opposite,  must 
purely  either  not  bare  beard  what  to 


said,  or  he  must  have  misunderstood  him 
altogether;  because  he  had  declared,  in 
the  most  distinct  and  positive  manner,  that 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  had  no 
doubt  whatever  as  to  the  legal  responsi* 
bilities  which  the  treaty  in  question  im« 
posed  upon  the  Government ;  and  when  it 
should  become  necessary  to  explain  the 
grounds  upon  which  this  opinion  was 
formed,  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt 
whatever,  that  the  House  would  give 
their  approbation  to  the  course  which  the 
Ministers  had  pursued. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  he*did  not  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion ;  but  he  could  not 
help  remarking,  that  there  were  two  points 
on  which  the  Attorney  General  had  not 
satisfied  him  in  the  answer  which  he  had 

fiven  to  the  observations  of  the  rieht  hon. 
laronet.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  certainly  reverted  to  the  opinions  which 
he  and  the  other  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
had  come  to  on  the  subject  of  this  treaty. 
Now,  what  he  wished  to  know  was, 
whether  that  opinion  was  formed  as  to  the 
obligation  which  was  imposed  on  the  Crown 
to  continue  to  fulfil  the  stipulations  of  the 
treaty,  and  to  issue  the  necessary  sums  for 
payment  out  of  the  Treasury,  or  whether 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Exchequer  had  the  power 
to  issue  money  without  an  order  for  that 
particular  purpose  from  Parliament }  With 
the  first  the  House  had  nothing  to  do;  but, 
in  the  second  case,  they  had  every  thing  to 
do  with  the  payment — for  if  the  Exchequer 
possessed  that  right,  then  there  was  no  use 
whatever  in  passing  Acts  of  Parliament  for 
the  application  of  the  public  money.  The 
next  point  upon  which  he  felt  altogether 
unsatisfied  by  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was,  the  remark  which 
was  made  that  two  parties  to  the  treaty 
had  agreed  that  the  engagement  continued 
to  be  binding.  Now,  it  happened  that 
the  treaty  was  tripartite — between  Eng- 
land, Holland,  and  Russia;  and  each  of 
those  States  bore  an  equal  proportion 
of  the  debt;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
like  very  much  to  know  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  if  the  third  party  was 
equally  consenting  to  the  course  which  had 
been  adopted  by  tne  other  two  parties  with 
those  parties  themselves. 

The  Attorney  General  did  not  see  how  it 
was  possible  to  explain  the  circumstances, 
without  entering  into  a  discussion  of  the 
whole  subject;  a  proceeding  altogether 
irrelevant  and  out'  of  order  at  the  present 

moment*  All  he  could  do  at  that  time  wsf 
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merely  to  repeat  his  first  observation,  that 
there  had  been  no  notice  whatever  given  of 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
the  other  side  to  male  any  inquiries  upon 
the  subject  of  this  loan  ;  and  having  been 
called  upon  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the 
eonstruction  of  a  treaty  of  considerable  im- 
portanoe,  he  must  say,  that  he  was  not,  at 
that  moment,  prepared  to  say  whether  it 
was,  or  whether  it  was  not,  obligatory  upon 
all  these  parties.  But  whenever  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  felt  disposed  to 
bring  the  question  regularly  before  the 
House,  he  should  be  ready  to  meet  it ;  till 
then  he  could  not  say  whether  his  Majesty 
had  ordered  the  issue  of  the  money  out  of 
the  Exchequer,  or  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  it  upon  j;hemselves  to  pay 
it,  for  he  could  not,  at  that  time,  discuss 
the  particular  views  which  were  enter- 
tained bv  Ministers  on  this  head,  and  which 
had  led  them  to  act  as  they  had  done — a 
course  of  conduct  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  would  ever  find  them 
ready  to  defend. 

Mr.  Goulburn  merely  rose  to  apologise 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  having  asked  him  a  question  upon  a 
subject  on  which  he  certainly  seemed  to  be 
considerably  well  informed,  without,  having 
given  him  notice.  He  certainly  did  think 
that  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  an  explanation  of  some 

Sarts  of  the  speech  which  he  had  made  in 
efence  of  the  conduct  of  Ministers,  and 
particularly  on  the  two  points  which  he 
had  selected  for  explanation.  He  was 
sorry  to  have  taken  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  unawares,  but  certainly,  if  that 
hon.  Member  was  so  taken,  there  were,  or 
ought  to  be,  other  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site bench  who  were  well  able  to  answer 
the  questions  on  which  he  sought  to  be  in* 
formed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  said,  that  two  of  the  contract- 
ing parties  in  the  treaty  considered  it  as 
bindmg  under  the  present  circumstances — 
now,  what  he  again  would  ask,  as  he  really 
wished  to  be  informed  on  the  subject,  was, 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  third  sub- 
scribing party  ?  He  thought  also  some  ex- 
planation was  due  from  the  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  who  were  more  immedi* 
ately  connected  with  the  Exchequer. 

Lord  Altkorp  said,  that  the  Act  stated  in 
precise  terms  the  power  which  the  Trea- 
sury had  with  respect  to  the  payment  of 
the  money,  and  it  also  clearly  granted  a 
power  to  his  Majesty  to  comply  with  the 
mgngmeots  entered  into  wiUi  the  sub- 


scribing parties  to  the  treaty.  If,  there- 
fore, the  engagement  continued  to  be 
legally  binding,  the  money  was  eonae- 
quently  still  payable,  and  die  same  Act 
which  empowered  the  King  to  form  this 
binding  engagement  also  empowered  the 
Treasury  to  pay  the  money.  Both  these 
provisions  formed  part  of  the  stipulations 
of  the  existing  treaty.  As  to  the  inquiry 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made, 
with  respect  to  the  consent  of  all  the 
three  parties  to  the  treaty  to  -view  it  as 
binding,  all  he  had  to  say  was,  that  un- 
doubtedly, if  two  of  those  parties  were 
willing  to  look  upon  it  in  that  light,  they 
were  not  to  consider  the  other  party  as 
refusing  if  no  such  intimation  was  afibrded 
them. 

Sir  Charles  Welherett  hoped,  he  should 
not  be  told,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  the  fit  guardian  of  the  public 
purse,  or  that,  because  it  was  unreformed, 
it  was  not  a  fit  judge  of  the  necessity  for 
expenditure,  and  of  the  propriety  of  meet- 
ing that  necessity.  It  was  right,  that  the 
public  should  know—or  if  they  did  not 
know,  it  was  his  duty  to  inform  them — 
that  an  unreformed  House  of  Commons  had 
exercised  as  much  vigilance  over  the  expen- 
diture of  the  public  money  as  their  succes- 
sors, the  reformed  House  of  Commons,  could 
ever  do ;  and  he  thought  the  public  owed  no 
small  debt  of  obligation  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  having  mtroduced  the  subject  of 
the  present  discussion,  because  it  was  his 
opinion  that  the  Government  had  committed 
a  flagrant  breach  of  the  law ;  and  he  could 
find  no  other  expression  in  which  to  clothe 
his  thoughts  upon  the  subject.  It  might  be 
very  right  in  an  equitable  point  of  view, 
looking  at  the  question  as  an  abstract 
matter  of  honour  and  equity,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  pay  the  money  ;  but  even 
if  the  honour  of  the  country  be  implicated 
in  its  payment,  was  it  not  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  judge  of  that  question  of 
honour  ?  and  if  it  were  found  to  be  binding, 
was  it  not  the  peculiar  province  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  make  that  honour 
good,  and  to  sanction  the  pajrment  of  the 
money  ?  This  was  a  matter  of  the  very 
highest  importance,  and  one  which  every 
Member  of  that  House  was  deeply,  in- 
terested in.  He  did  not  consider  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  opposite  to  have  gone 
the  length  of  stating  it  to  be  his  opiniooi 
that  the  payments  which  the  Government 
had  taken  upon  itself  to  make,  were  due 
by  the  letter  of  the  treaty.  He,  however« 
did  not  rightly  undentand  wbelbef  lk« 
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him.  Member  meant  to  say,  that  the  honour 
of  the  country  was  so  involved  as  to  render 
it  bindinff  on  the  Government  to  continue 
to  fulfil  Uie  treaty,  or  whether  he  meant  to 
say,  that  the  treaty  itself  continued  to  be 
legally  binding,  and  that  the  payment  was 
made  in  conformity  to  the  letter  of  the 
treaty  :  but  this  he  would  say,  that  no  one 
who  had  read  that  treaty  would  venture  to 
make  the  assertion,  that  the  Government 
was  still  bound  legally  to  continue  to  make 
the  payments.  He  asserted,  that  by  the 
letter  of  that  treaty  the  Government  was 
not  bound.  When  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  introduced  the  honour  and  equity  of 
the  country  into  this  discussion,  he  took  into 
his  hands  a  province  not  belonging  to  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  which  any 
law  officer  of  the  Crown,  who  knew  his 
duty  would  have  rejected.  Jf  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  had  given  an  opinion 
upon  what  affected  the  honour  and  equity 
of  the  country,  then  their  opinion  was 
not  worth  the  paper  on  which  it  was 
written.  He  must,  therefore,  say,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  arrosated  to 
himself  the  right  of  forming  and  delivering 
an  opinion  upon  a  case  which,  when  it  was 
sent  to  him,  he  ought  to  have  returned  to 
the  place  whence  it  came,  unanswered ;  the 
more  particularly  if  the  opinion  which  he 
had  formed  was,  that  the  country  was  not 
legally  bound,  but  bound  only  in  honour, 
to  continue  to  act  undQ;r  the  stipulations 
of  the  treaty,  as  if  they  had  never  been  in- 
fringed upon.  The  noble  Lord  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  would,  he  hoped, 
suffisr  him  to  request  his  Lordship  to  sus- 
pend all  future  issues  of  money  from  the 
Treasury  in  payment  of  any  further  sums 
under  this  treaty.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Loid  would  consent  to  suspend 
those  issues,  for  he  seemed  to  say,  that  the 
]Niyments  were  in  strict  conformity  to  the 
Act  of  Parliament;  but  looking  at  the 
treaty  as  it  stood  at  present,  he  was  of 
opinion,  that  every  one  of  the  payments 
which  had  been  made  since  the  treaty  was 
infringed  were  direct  breaches  of  the  law; 
and  he  said  this,  not  knowing  if  the  pro- 
priety of  making  those  pa3rments  had  or 
had  not  been  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  his  Majesty's  law  officers :  but  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  so  eager  to  press  on  the 
Question  of  Reform,  to  the  entire  exclusion 
of  all  other  business,  that  he  was  very  much 
inclined  to  believe  that  the  pa3rments 
were  made  as  a  matter  of  course,  without 
any  inquiiT  or  consultation  whatever.  The 
Im*  tM  iMnied  Member  bad  «i4  that 


his  original  opinion  was  the  same  as  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  that,  on  looking 
at  the  equity  of  the  case,  he  had  been  in- 
duced to  chance  that  opinion.  Now  he 
(Sir  Charles  Wetherell)  was  inclined  to 
think,  that  the  original  opinion  was  the 
best,  and  that  t^e  course  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  ought  to  have  adopted, 
when  the  correspondence  which  passed 
between  the  contracting  Powers,  previous 
to  the  settlement  of  the  treaty,  was  sent  to 
him  to  peruse,  in  order  that  his  judgment 
might  be  clearer  and  his  information  more 
correct,  was  to  have  returned  the  corre- 
spondence, and  to  have  said  to  the  Ministers, 
"  I  am  not  the  proper  person  to  consider 
what  is  meant  by  the  protocols,  nor  to  de- 
cipher the  equity  of  the  case  by  perusing 
a  correspondence  on  the  subject  of  this 
treaty."  He  ought  to  have  looked  over 
the  treaty  itself,  and  that  alone ;  and  upon 
that  document  ought  his  legal  opinion  to 
have  been  formed.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  in  looking  over  the  correspond- 
ence, probably  found  an  argument  here, 
and  an  explanation  there,  which  he  was 
pleased  to  apply  to  the  treaty,  and  by 
which  he,  probably,  explained  its  meaning 
to  himself.  If  so,  he  made  the  treaty  out 
to  be  a  treaty  of  omissions ;  and  in  doing 
so,  he  changed  from  his  character  of  At- 
torney General  into  that  of  a  diplomatist, 
who  is  endeavourins  to  read  in  a  treaty 
what  is  not  contained  there.  It  might,  per- 
haps, turn  out  that  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try was  involved  in  the  strict  observance  of 
this  treaty,  even  under  the  altered  state 
of  the  parties  concerned ;  and  if  so,  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  correspondence 
which  passed,  and  by  which  a  case  eould  be 
made  out,  authorising  Parliament  to  add  to 
the  treaty,  and  continue  the  payments^ 
such  a  course  would  not  be  objectionable ; 
but,  in  the  mean  time,  he  must  beg  to  ask, 
if  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  to  introduce  stipulations  into 
a  treaty  which  had  no  existence  there, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  obviating  the  ne- 
cessity for  applying  to  Parliament  to  grant 
the  Government  the  means  of  altering  the 
treaty,  and  of  acting  up  to  the  intention 
as  well  as  the  strict  letter  of  legal  obliga* 
tion  which  was  imposed  upon  the  country 
when  it  was  contracted  ?  The  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  seemed,  however,  in  this  in* 
stance  to  have  clothed  themselves  in  a  pan- 
oply of  chivalry,  and  to  have  volunteered 
an  opinion  as  to  the  honour  and  equity  of 
makuig  paynentf,  whilst  they  oug^t  to 
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have  stuck  to  the  mere  question  of  law.  He 
oould  not  help  again  expiessing  it  to  be 
his  firm  opinion,  that  in  making  the  pay- 
ments  under  this  treaty,  after  the  stipula- 
tions had  been  altogether  infringed  upon, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  acted 
as  illeflally  as  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
had  advised  inconsiderately. 

The  Atlomey  General  said,  that  he 
could  only  repeat  what  he  had  said  from 
the  first,  that  he  was  not  called  upon  for 
any  opinion  upon  the  equity  of  the  case ; 
and  he  thought  he  had  stated  this  so 
clearly,  that  no  distortion  of  imagination 
could  have  misrepresented  or  misunder- 
stood him.  When  he  said  that  the  treaty 
was  binding  on  the  contracting  parties,  he 
meant  to  say,  that  such  was  the  legal  con- 
struction which  the  subscribing  parties 
themselves  came  to. 

Mr.  Goulburn  observed,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  described  such  to 
be  the  construction  of  the  treaty  by  two  of 
the  subscribing  parties,  but  he  had  not 
given  any  reply  to  the  question  which  he 
had  put  to  him,  with  respect  to  the  con- 
struction which  was  put  on  the  treaty  by 
the  third  subscribing  party. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England — Second  Reading]]  On  the 
Motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Reform 
of  Parliament  (England)  Bill,  was  read ; 
and  the  noble  Lord  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  then  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Porchesicr  rose,  and  said,  that  he 
should  occupy  the  time  of  the.  House  for 
a  very  short  period,  whilst  he  called  their 
attention  to  the  few  observations  which  he 
felt  it  tabe  his  duty  to  ofier  on  the  moment- 
ous subject  now  before  them.  He  was  the 
advocate  of  a  temperate  measure  of  Reform, 
feeling  that,  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  the  country  was  placed,  all  party- 
feeline  ought  to  subside,  mutual  recri- 
mination be  forgotten,  and  the  harshness 
of  extreme  opinions  mitigated,  by  a  spirit 
of  compromise  and  conciliation.  But,  he 
must  ask,  had  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ren- 
dered this  an  easy  matter  of  accomplish- 
ment ?  Had  they  rendered  it  easy  for 
their  opponents  to  return  the  sword  to 
the  scabbard?  They  had  not;  and  the 
hopes  which  were  entertained,  that  some 
measure  would  have  been  proposed  which 
all  the  branches  of  the  Legislature  could 
accede  to,  were  completely  disappointed. 
In  no  material  points  did  the  present 
SMiiure  differ  from  tho  last|  exwpt  ia  the 


adoption  of  the  census  of  1831,  and  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  freemen  in 
perpetuity  ;  and  in  all  stages  of  its  progress 
he  should  be  compelled  to  meet  it  with  the 
objections  which  he  had  urged  against  the 
former  Bill,  and  to  oppose  the  present 
measure  with  all  his  power.  The  unneces- 
sary extension  of  the  franchise  to  so  many 
great  towns,  and  the  increased  number  of 
Members  which  were  given  to  the  metro- 
polis, were  still  as  objectionable  to  him  as 
when  they  were  first  proposed.  The 
theory,  too,  upon  which  the  changes  were 
based,  was  as  objectionable  as  ever,  if  not 
more  so ;  and  when  he  saw  that  twenty- 
two  additional  Members  were  to  be  given 
to  the  Representation  of  towns,  and  only 
one  solitary  Member  in  addition  was  be- 
stowed upon  the  county  Representation,  he 
was  tempted  to  ask  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill,  where  the  admirably-adjusted  balance 
of  Representation  between  the  towns  and 
the  counties  was  to  be  found,  which  was 
so  much  boasted  of  as  a  feature  of  the  Bill  ? 
He  must  say,  it  was  his  opinion  that  the 
landed  interests  would  suffer  greatly  by 
the  change  now  proposed,  and  the  result 
of  the  improved  Representation  would  be  to 
render  each  succeeding  Parliament  more 
democratic  than  the  preceding  one.  It 
was  said  by  the  supporters  of  this  Bill, 
that  in  assenting  to  pass  it,  the  Ministers 
were  only  reverting  to  the  ancient  principle 
of  Representation,  according  to  the  Consti- 
tution. He  could  by  no  means  agree  to 
that  assertion.  On  referring  to  the  past 
history  of  our  political  system,  he  saw  a 
series  of  variable  changes  adapted  to  vary- 
ing circumstances — sometimes  restricting, 
and  at  other  times  extending,  the  exercise 
of  the  elective  rights.  Under  Henry  6th 
the  county  constituency  was  diminished ; 
under  George  3rd  it  was  increased  by  the 
addition  of  Catholic  voters.  These  changes 
had  not  been  introduced  on  any  one  acknow- 
ledged principle ;  but  each  specific  mea- 
sure was  justified  on  the  grounds  of  its  being 
wise,  just,  and  proper.  He  saw  the  great 
county  of  Lancaster,  and  the  small  county 
of  Rutland,  with  an  equal  number  of 
Members.  He  found  the  borough  qualifi- 
cation had  never  depended  upon  any  one 
principle,  but  was  obviously  different  in 
different  places.  In  a  worid,  the  irregu- 
larities and  anomalies  which  pervade  all 
nature,  ^lervade  also  the  English  Constitu- 
tion. In  those  times  to  which  the  Minis- 
ters referred,  as  the  periods  when  the 
ancient  Constitution    was  in  its    fullest 

vigouTi  there  was  no  such  thing  as  citU 


m^^ 


345 


Second 


{Dec.  16} 


Reading, 


346 


liberty.  The  House  of  Commons  was 
called,  by  high  authority,  *'  brute  folk,  and 
inexpert."  But  now,  at  the  very  moment 
when  they  were  seeking  to  restore  that 
ancient  Constitution,  civil  liberty  flourished 
to  a  degree  heretofore  unknown  in  the 
annals  of  the  world.  The  early  tiroes, 
then,  in  which  they  were  told  to  look  for 
the  ancient  principles  of  the  Constitution, 
were  times  in  which  civil  and  personal 
liberty  were  disregarded,  and  in  which  the 
power  of  the  sword  too  frequently  over- 
came the  power  of  the  law.  The  later 
times,  in  which  the  representative  system, 
now  so  much  calumniated,  was  moulded 
into  its  present  form,  were  times  in  which 
liberty  had  flourished  unassailed,  and  in 
which  it  had  realized  for  the  community  a 
constant  succession  of  blessings,  which  had 
rendered  this  country  the  envy  and  admira- 
tion of  the  world.  In  the  fulness  of  these 
discussions  he  was  inclined  to  think,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  generally  overlooked 
the  real  cause  of  all  stable  government. 
In  his  opinion,  the  secret  lay  in  preserving 
harmony  between  the  state  of  property  and 
political  power.  Whilst  the  present  insti- 
tutions of  England  endured,  he  had  little 
fear  for  the  stability  of  property ;  and 
while  property  and  those  institutions  were 
in  harmony,  as  at  present,  he  believed  the 
government  would  continue  safe.  The 
endeavour  which  was  making  to  separate 
power  from  property,  was  the  leading 
principle  of  those  convulsions  which  had 
worked  such  changes  in  so  many  of  the 
European  States.  Let  him  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  progress  of  de- 
mocracy in  America,  where  the  influence 
of  property  over  the  institutions  of  the 
country  was  becoming  daily  less  apparent, 
and  where  the  federative  power,  which 
was  at  one  period  all-powerful,  was  at  the 
present  time  all  but  annihilated.  Elections 
were  becoming  more  popular,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  local,  and  not  general  in- 
terests, were  more  attended  to  ;  independ- 
ent and  conscientious  opinions  were  sacri- 
ficed to  the  fluctuating  feelings  of  the  day, 
theexecutive  power  was  gradually  absorbed 
by  an  encroaching  legislature ;  a  constant 
change  took  place  in  the  members  of  the 
legiskture,  and  an  irrational  and  never- 
ceasing  jealousy,  directed  against  the  aris- 
tocracy of  superior  talent,  and  practical  ex- 
perience, pervaded  the  community.  Enact- 
ments were  made  indirectly  against  pro- 
Csrty ;  primogeniture,  once  the  law  of  the 
nd,  was  aboushed,  and  now  only  spoken  of 
with  abhorrence.    These  were  the  natural 


courses  of  the  democracy  which  the  senate 
was  utterly  unable  to  restrain.  But,  in 
answer  to  this  it  would  be  said,  ''the  House 
of  Lords  is  a  very  different  assembly  from 
the  American  Senate;  it  possesses  more 
inherent  stability,  and  has  far  more  weight," 
both  in  property  and  public  estimation. 
He  conceded  these  points  freely ;  but  the 
question  was,  what  degree  of  political 
weight  would  the  Peers  retain  if  this  Bill 
passed  into  a  law,  when  the  sources  which 
gave  them  power  in  that  House  were  dried 
up.  Were  any  ))ersons  wild  enough  to 
suppose  that  an  aristocracy  and  an  unmix- 
ed democracy  could  harmonize  together, 
or  could  mere  hereditary  legislators  with- 
stand the  will  of  an  assembly  representing 
the  immediate  feelings,  and  supported  by 
the  passions  of  the  people  ?  1 1  would  be  said, 
their  property  would  give  them  influence ; 
but  how  long  were  they  likely  to  possess 
it  ?  A  reformed  Parliament  might  follow 
the  example  of  other  regenerated  States, 
and  by  altering  the  law  of  succession,  an- 
nihilate, at  one  blow,  their  means  of  influ- 
ence. It  was  in  vain  to  say  these  fears  were 
imaginary,  that  the  people  were  too  much 
attached  to  existing  institutions  to  contem- 
plate the  possibility  of  such  a  change.  That 
attachment  would  be  uprooted  by  this  very 
Bill,  for  it  was  well  known  that  the  human 
mind  reconciled  itself  to  the  most  extensive 
changes,  if  they  were  but  progressive.  It 
was  the  object  of  Ministers  to  eradicate  cer- 
tain unpopular  influences;  but  did  they  not 
perceive  they  were  occupying  untenable 
ground  ?  When  they  had  destroyed  these, 
could  they  hope  to  spare  those  which  were 
equally  unjustifiable  and  indefensible  in 
abstract  argument.  If  a  Frenchman  were 
to  be  asked,  what  was  the  most  olyection- 
able  part  of  the  old  system  in  his  country, 
he  would  reply,  ''  The  law  of  property,  at 
it  at  present  existed."  Yet  the  French 
were  once  as  strongly  attached  to  that 
law  as  the  English  are  now.  So,  in  this 
country,  let  the  law  of  primogeniture  be 
repealed,  and  the  House  of  Lords  would  be 
at  once  annihilated.  The  equalization  of 
landed  property  had  ever  flowed  from  every 
popular  assembly  in  Europe,  even  when 
the  check  of  a  second  chamber  existed. 
It  had  also  followed  democracy  in  the 
United  States,  and  he  feared  the  same  result 
would  follow  from  extended  Reform  in  this 
country.  But  itwould,  he  was  also  afraid,  not 
progress  so  peaceably  as  in  America,  where 
the  tide  of  change  rolled  on  unrestricted. 
The  national  mind  was  occupied  in  culti- 
vating their  boundless  wastes ;  the  people 
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flouriihing  and  contented ;  large  pro* 

M  were  few  in  number ;  and  no  re- 

ice  could  be  offered ;  but  in  the  old 

M  of  Europe,  where  masses  of  property 

oded,  where  the  population  was  dense, 

th  no  room  to  expand,  the  collision 

}       dreadful,  and  the  transition  from 

te  of  society  to  another  had  only 

I     icted  through  shipwrecking  one 

ition.    Having  made  these  general 

irations,  he  would  endeavour  to  ascer* 

the  effects  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was  likely 

erate  in  detail  upon  the  different  inter- 

of  the  country ;   and  first,  as  to  the 

esentation  of  towns.    It  was  known 

many  hon.  Members  entertained  great 

tions  to  a  single  Representative  being 

^ ;    the  Government  had  therefore, 

much  tact  and  ingenuity,  turned  that 

ig  to  advantage,  by  making  the  pre- 

Bill  more  popular  in  its  tarings,  in 

ins  a  most  undue  proportion  of  addi* 

Repieaentatives  to  towns;  but  this 

m  eroct,  quite  contrary  to  his  and  his 

friends'  wishes  and  intentions ;  and  he 

cted  the  real  object  of  it  was,  by  a 

9vind  to  neutralize  the  effect  of  the 

hise  which  had  been  granted  to  the 

Its  of  England  by  the  exertions  of  his 

i  friend.    It  was  obvious  to  the  oom- 

ist  capacity,  that  whether  it  was  in- 

id  as  a  boon  or  not  to  the  manufac- 

g  interest,  and  to  give  them  a  weight 

nfluence  which  they  hitherto  had  not, 

same  extent,  over  the  agricultural 

the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  by  increas- 

se  numbers  of  the  Representatives  of  the 

towns,  so  far  depressed  that  interest, 

h  was  far  from  being  too  predominant 

State  at  present.     Ministers  were 

I        rily    and    wantonly  creating    a 

populflur  constituency  in  the  metropo- 

lere  least  of  any  part  of  the  kinsdom 

s  required,  and  where  most  of  all,  its 

noe  was  likely  to  be  mischievous,  and 

under  control.     Like  the  Franken- 

of  romance,  they  not  only  gave  the 

er  existence,  but  they  endued  it  with 

idc  powers  from  its  very  birth.     The 

d  interest  might  have  had  some  in- 

e  over  the  smaller  towns,  but  that 

now  be  utterly  annihilated.     The 

Lord  and  the   King's  Government 

id  recollect,  that  the  agricultural  in- 

t  was.  from  al      ute  necessity,  and  the 

re       thin      a  power  which  had  not 

id  van  jI  concentration  or  union 

B  ,       ee  as  the  manufacturing  in- 

11  Wbw  aecessarily  a  divided  inter- 

[        the  circumstance  of  its  numbers 


being  spread  over  a  large  surface  or  space, 
with  few  (mportunitiei  of  meeting  in  a 
collected  body.  It  should,  therefore,  have 
suggested  itself  to  a  good  (Government,  that 
this  body  required  their  fostering  care  and 
protection,  whenever  its  interests  came 
into  collirion  with  those  of  the  party  al- 
ready acknowledged  to  surpass  it  in  power, 
from  the  various  advantages  it  possessed  as 
to  concentration  and  union  of  force.  Minis- 
ters, however,  had  pursued  a  difierent 
course,  and  it  would  be  discovered,  that  in 
this,  the  third  edition  of  their  Bill,  they 
had  made  attempts  to  weaken  essentially 
the  landed  interest  How  far  they  differed 
from  their  predecessors  in  the  project  of 
Reform  would  be  discovered  by  a  reference 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  debates 
of  the  period  when  he  brought  forward  his 
motion  on  the  same  subject.  It  was  proposed 
by  that  illustrious  and  enlightened  states- 
man, that  in  those  cases  where  the  boroughs 
were  to  be  surrendered,  so  as  to  add  strength 
to  the  democratic  influence,  the  lapsed  right 
should  be  transferred  to  the  counties  in  the 
first  instance,  and  only  the  surplus  should 
be  given  to  the  towns  of  magnitude  and 
importance,  in  point  of  wealth  or  number 
of  inhabitants.  The  alarm  and  appre- 
hensions of  his  side  of  the  House,  and  of 
persons  out  of  doors,  were  attempted  to  be 
lulled  by  the  assurances  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  friends,  that  all  their  fears  were 
baseless ;  for  that  property,  which  was 
always  the  best  judge  in  every  case 
where  its  interests  were  concerned,  was  to 
be  found  arrayed  on  the  side  of  that  Reform 
which  the  public  demanded,  and  Ministers 
had  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Legis- 
lature. Alas !  it  had  for  so  long  a  period 
been  the  habit  of  the  property  of  this 
country  to  look  to  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  for  its  support  and  protection,  that 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  posses- 
sors of  property  should,  almost  instinctively, 
and  without  examination  of  the  reasons 
for  imposing  that  implicit  confidence,  look 
up  to  the  Government  for  protection  in 
the  enjoyment  of  that,  for  the  security  of 
which,  amongst  other  things,  all  govern- 
ments were  established.  In  that  class  of 
persons,  therefore.  Ministers  and  their  pro- 
ject had  certainly  its  supporters.  The  con- 
fidence reposed  had  been  violated,  and  these 
persons  had  surrendered  themselves  with- 
out scruple  into  the  hands  of  those  whom 
they  had  been  accustomed  implicitly  to 
trust.  They  could  not  induce  themselves 
to  believe  there  was  poison  in  the  honeyed 
bowl.    But  he  would  remind  the  n^t 
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laAf  diere  were  penons,  and  those  a  large 
lao^  aa  well  at  men  of  the  highest  respect- 
ifaOitj^  who  felt  differently  from  the  noble 
LfOsd  aa  to  the  dangers  which  mi^ht  be  ex- 
laeted  to  accompany  this  innovation  in  the 
Tonatitution.  He  would  ask  tho  noble 
LfOcd,  whether,  when  he  talked  of  his 
paal  county  meetings  and  manufacturing 
inionSy  he  found,  or  could  enumerate  as 
lis  supporters,  the  country  gentry  ?  What- 
iwtx  might  be  the  respectability  of  those 
neetings,  or  the  sCble  speeches  there  de- 
ivcred,  he  would. not  hesitate  to  state,  that 
he  gentry  had,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
tbiented  themselves  from  those  meetings, 
ir  abstained  from  giving  any  countenance 
K>  the  project  of  the  present  Ministers  by 
Lheir  presence  or  their  eloquence.  There 
vraa  a  party,  he  would  admit,  not  deficient 
nther  m  property  or  activity  in  public  life, 
irhQp  for  the  last  twenty  years,  had  been 
liatingiiished  as  of  the  old  leaven,  bearing 
m  its  front  the  all-redeeming  stamp,  in 
iQBM  men's  opinion,  of  innovation.  Thia 
lodve  and  insinuating  body  or  class  had, 
t  waa  true,  supported  the  Reform  Bill 
irith  aa  influence  more  than  proportioned 

0  tia  numbers ;  and  the  country  gentry, 
lowaver  comparatively  powerful,  had  been, 
ilmige  to  say,  surprised  and  confounded 
If  the  mode  of  their  attack — in  the  same 
wwsf  as,  if  he  might  be  allowed  the  use  of 
i  fiffore,  the  Indian  buffalo  was  said  to  suffer 
taelf  to  become  fixed  and  entranced  by  the 
iJMcinating  glance  of  the  boa  constrictor, 
lo  as  to  be  incapable  of  withdrawing 
ilaelf  from  the  monstrous  coil  of  its  feU 
BDony,  or  exerting  its  native  force  to  escape 

1  danger  it  could  neither  repel  nor  avert. 
Then  had  been  some  persons  who  had 
Telty  however,  and  expressed  themselves  as 
kfaey  ought,  both  in  that  House,  and  in 
pamphlets  written  with  distinguished  abi- 
Iity»  as  in  the  cases  of  his  hon.  friend,  the 
namber  for  Sudbury  (Sir  John  Walsh) 
Old  another  hon.  Member  of  that  House, 
in  which  the  dangers  consequent  upon  that 
dianse  meditated  by  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
tarsy  nad  been  pointed  out  with  perspicuity 
md  force  sufficient  to  put  society  on  its 
Kuaidj  if  such  an  object  might  be  attained 
by  the  instrumentality  of  pure  reason  and 
irgument*  But  it  was  not  from  such  per- 
HMia  as  the  declaimers  at  public  meetings 
or  unions,  however  eloquent  they  might  be, 
that  the  public  could  safely  take  their 
eatimate  of  the  value  of  the  changes  pro- 
posed to  be  made  in  our  representative 
qrHem.  They  were  unsuited  by  their  ha- 
nla  to  the  oooaidaration  of  such  topics;, 


which  were  only  to  be  treated  with  safety 
and  advantage  by  the  thinking  dassof  men, 
who  silently,  and  aloof  from  the  tumult 
of  popular  passion,  applied  all  the  calm 
energy  of  their  minds  to  the  development 
of  sound  principles  and  practical  improve* 
ment  in  our  necessarily  complicated  repre- 
sentative system.  Oh,  why  then  should 
Ministers  suppose,  that  Reform  upon  prin« 
dples  of  moderation  would  not  fall  upon 
such  men  as  a  gift  of  grace  ?  Did  they 
assert  still  that  they  had  the  sufirages  of 
aU  the  intelligent  in  their  support  ?  If, 
untaught  by  their  defeat,  and  that 
reaction  of  public  feeling  which  they 
could  not  plc»d  they  had  not  observed, 
they  continued  to  make  such  an  asser- 
tion, he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  they  were  quite  unfit  to  appreciate 
the  public  sentiments,  and  stand  at  the 
head  of  public  affairs.  How  was  it,  that 
the  opposers  of  the  Bill— mcJn  who  had  an 
equal  property  at  stake— did  not  hesitate 
to  make  known  these  objections  openly  in 
that  House  to  the  innovation  of  Ministerial 
Reform,  despite  of  the  angry  demonstra- 
tion exhibited  at  public  meetings  ?  Was  it 
not,  that  they  were  satisfied  that  they  might 
depend  on  the  good  sense  and  the  sound 
feelings  of  the  country,  should  the  measure 
of  Reform  even  be  defeated  by  their  influ- 
ence, and  did  they  not  rely  on  the  |;ood 
sense  of  the  people;  whereas  the  Ministry 
acknowledged  that  they  could  not  trust  to 
that  sense  and  feeling;  and  in  all  their 
speeches  alluded  to  such  a  result  in  terms 
which  seemed  purposely  framed  to  induce 
the  belief  that  nothing  but  tumult,  insur- 
rection, and  ruin,  must  follow.  If  insur- 
rection were  in  reality  to  be  apprehended 
in  such  an  ^vent,  from  whom  would  it 
emanate,  or  who  would  fan  the  flame,  ex- 
cept those  with  whom  his  Majesty's  Minia* 
ters  were  now  running  a  race  so  alarming 
and  portentous  ?  Were  not  those  persons, 
whom  Ministers  seemed  so  anxious  to 
gratify  in  this  instance,  men,  by  their 
own  acknowledgment,  of  a  class  which 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  much,  unless 
they  received  all  ?  Were  the  supporters 
of  the  Constitution  to  surrender  up  their 
arms  to  a  party  who*already  plainly  and 
boldly  asserted,  they  would  employ  them 
against  those  who  had  the  folly  to  part 
with  their  weapons  of  defence  ?  In  reply 
to  the  allegation  that  all  the  families  of  pro- 
perty in  uie  kingdom  were  favourable  to 
Reform,  he  would  ask  whether,  although 
Bedford,  Russell,  and  Cavendish,  were  proud 
names,  and  associated  in  the  national  rccol* 
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lections  with  great  talents  and  high  achieve- 
ment, though  the  Premier  Duke  had  made  a 
sacrifice  through,  as  he  believed,  a  high  and 
overpowering  sense  of  duty,  to  the  princi- 
ples of  Reform,  were  not  Percy,  Warwick, 
and  Rutland,  names  incribed  in  the  proud- 
est pages  of  our  history  ?  Had  Montrose 
no  charm  for  loyal  ears,  or  Buccleugh  no 
place  in  the  annals  of  fame  ?  Were  the 
names  of  Cecil  and  of  Shaftesbury  discon- 
nected with  safety  in  council,  or  eloquence 
in  the  Senate  ?  These  were  surely  a  great 
portion  of  the  great  interests  and  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country,  of  which  any  cause, 
however  high,  might  be  proud.  They 
were,  too,  of  a  class  to  whose  firmness  and 
courage  the  people  owed  much  of  their 
present  freedom,  and  who  had,  like  the 
nobility  of  Spain,  who  supported  with  simi- 
lar generosity  the  Cortes  in  their  struggles 
with  the  Crown,  received  the  recorded 
thanks  of  a  grateful  nation.  And  what 
had  been  the  eventual  fate  of  those  high- 
minded  men,  the  nobles  of  Spain  ?  They 
were  stripped  of  their  possessions,  and 
exiled  from  their  native  land  ;  and  were  at 
last  seen  supplicating  for  charity,  and  wan- 
dering over  the  face  of  the  globe.  He 
prayed  most  earnestly  the  same  result  would 
not  happen  in  this  country.  He  feared, 
however,  that  it  was  a  general  rule,  that 
whenever  a  State  was  to  be  overthrown, 
men  of  eminent  station  were  found  ready 
to  march  in  front,  and  to  lead  on  the  popu- 
lace to  desolation  and  destruction.  The 
liberties  of  Greece  and  Rome  were  not  al 
together  destroyed  till  the  spirit  of  the 
aristocracy  was  led  astray — until  such  men 
as  Julius  Ceesar  (the  light  of  the  Patri- 
cians) had  yielded  themselves  to  the  em- 
braces of  the  democracy.  Wljen  he  saw  in 
so  many  instances  of  successful  revolution, 
that  some  of  the  most  eminent  Statesmen 
had  marshalled  the  way  to  desolation,  and 
when  he  saw  the  Wentworths,  and  the 
Russells,  and  the  Howards  of  the  day  lead- 
ing on  the  Bill  of  Reform,  was  he  not 
justified  in  fearing  that  the  aristocracy  of 
England  would  share  the  fate  of  those  of 
France,  of  Spain,  and  other  countries  ?  He 
had,  he  was  glad  to  state,  always  himself 
been,  as  many  on  his  side  the  House  were 
also,  friendly  to  Reform,  on  the  safe  prac- 
ticable basLs  of  mutual  concessions  and  mu- 
tual securities.  But,  as  he  saw  no  conces- 
sions in  the  present  Bill,  as  he  saw  no  pro- 
position for  securing  the  other  branches  of 
the  Legislature  from  the  overpowering  pre- 
dominance of  the  power  they  were  invited 
by  this  Bill  to  vest  in  the  Commons  of 


England,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  imperative 
duty,  though  he  performed  it  reluctantly, 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
Sir  Edward  Sugdtn  said,  in  rising  to 
second  the  Amendment  moved  by  his  noble 
friend,  he  was  most  desirous  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  real  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  of  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  only  judge  by  examining  into 
the  details,  as  in  those  details  were  con- 
tained the  very  essence — the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  No  doubt  it  was  eminently  de- 
mocratical,  much  more  so  than  the  last,  and 
therefore  it  had  the  decided  approbation  of 
Mr.  Attwood,  of  the  Birmingham  Union, 
and  of  several  other  Unions  throughout  the 
country.  If  the  Bill  were  not  as  democra- 
tic as  it  ically  was,  tlie  Government  would 
have  been  bound  to  answer  for  it  to  the 
Political  Unions,  with  which  they  had  been 
in  correspondence,  as  well  as  to  certain 
Members  in  that  House.  He  should  be  as 
happy  as  any  man  to  consider  the  Bill  with 
every  spirit  of  conciliation,  and  with  as 
much  good  temper  as  he  could  discuss  any 
subject  having  for  its  object  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  the  overthrow  of  the  Consti- 
tution. But  it  was  the  natural  and  honest 
sensation  of  the  heart  to  express  strongly 
what  it  felt  warmly.  In  the  repeated  Bills 
which  were  brought  before  the  House  there 
was  no  defined  principle,  unless,  indeed,  a 
principle  of  wide,  unnecessary,  and  danger- 
ous innovation,  unless  a  principle  of  making 
the  Political  Unions  the  masters  of  the 
country  could  be  considered  such.  The 
only  basis  he  could  discover  on  which  the 
present  Bill  was  built,  was  an  endeavour 
to  elevate  the  democratic  over  the  landed 
interest  of  the  country.  When  he  heard 
the  Ministers  state  the  necessity  of  di* 
minishing  the  usual  number  of  Members 
constituting  the  House,  he  in  vain  had 
asked  their  reasons  for  the  reduction  ;  but 
as  they  altered  their  opinions  from  Session 
to  Session,  it  was  but  fair  to  imagine  they 
had  no  other  reason  for  acting  as  they 
had  done,  than  the  mere  wanton  love  of 
innovation,  and  the  effects  of  these  repeated 
changes  had  been,  to  bring  forth  the  most 
preposterous  claims.  1 1  appeared  as  if  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  have  a  bank  (of  Mem* 
bers)  in  hand  that  others  might  draw  upon 
it ;  and  so  it  happened,  for  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  Representatives,  finding  the  Govem* 
ment  had  a  few  Members  to  give  away, 
immediately  made  their  applications,  and 
said  they  would  not  be  satisfied  without  a 
fair  share  of  the  stock  in  hand.      Mr. 


353 


Second 


{Dec.  16} 


Reading, 


354 


O'Connell  particularly ;  he  begged  pardon 
for  having  made  use  of  the  name  of  an  hon. 
Member  who  was  absent ;  but  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell said,  that  he  would  not  be  satisfied  un- 
less Ireland  had  fifteen  Members,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  stock  which  the  Government 
at  last  avowed  they  had  to  dispose  of.  Now 
if  the  Government  had  no  such  bank, 
neither  the  Scotch  nor  Irish  Members  could 
ever  have  made  any  such  demands  as  they 
had  made.  Agitation  now  prevailed  in 
Ireland  to  a  most  alarming  extent;  the 
people  there  had  entered  into  a  confederacy, 
not  merely  upon  the  subject  of  procuring 
additional  Members,  .but  for  the  redress  of 
what  they  were  pleased  to  call  other  griev- 
ances, and  he  begged  leave  to  ask  the  noble 
Lords  opposite,  it  such  ajstate  of  things  was 
not  calculated  to  produce  considerable  dan- 
ger to  the  State  ?  The  condition  of  Ire- 
land had  been  produced  solely  by  the  su- 
pineness  and  misconduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Then,  as  to  the  census  of  1821, 
hon.  Gentlemen  op|X)site  never  would  hear 
of  making  any  other  than  that  the  standard 
of  the  population  by  which  the  elective 
franchise  was  to  be  govenicd;  over  and 
over  again  they  were  urged  lo  adopt  the 
more  correct  standard  of  18^1  ;  but  no, 
they  were  inflejiible.  And  yet  on  this 
occasion  they  had  come  round  to  the 
standard  of  1831,  which  for  the  first  time 
they  had  now  agreed  to  consider  as  the  most 
equitable  and  most  just.  There  were  no 
less  than  seven  editions  of  schedules  A  and 
B,  all  differing  from  each  other — a  large 
family,  but  no  likeness  between  any  two  of 
them.  Why  change  the  constituency  of  A 
and  B  ?  All  changes  excited  alternate  hopes 
and  fears ;  and  why  have  one  borough  or 
class  of  boroughs  dead  to-day  and  restore 
them  to  life  the  next  day.^  It  was  said 
that  the  first  ten  boroughs  in  B  were  to 
have  the  right  of  electing  two  Members 
each,  and  out  of  the  bounty  of  the  noble 
Lord  they  were  now  to  have  that  right 
continued  to  them  which  was  formerly 
•o  very  unjustly  to  be  taken  away.  Why, 
it  really  appeared  as  if  the  noble  Lord  were 
in  a  dream,  and  had  said,  "  I'll  give  to  each 
often  boroughs  in  schedule  B  an  additional 
Member,  beside  the  two  to  which  they 
were  before  entitled."  And  thus  it  would 
appear  as  if  these  ten  boroughs  were  to 
have  three  Members  each  in  stead  of  two.  He 
was  glad  they  had  got  rid  of  the  Riding 
Commissioners,  but  only  because  they  were 
to  have  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  a 
qpecies  of  informatics  which  he  was  roost 
desirous  of  seeing.  He  must  complain  that 
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he  never  could  obtain  the  information  which 
he  coveted  during  the  course  of  these  dis- 
cussions, although  he  did  not  complain  of 
any  want  of  courtesy  upon  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, but  yet  it  must  be  clear,  that .  on  a 
question  of  so  much  importance  as  the  pre* 
sent  every  information  in  the  power  of  Go- 
vernment to  grant  should  be  freely  given 
to  Members  of  that  House.  He  now 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  various  interests 
of  the  country  would  be  affected  by  the 
measure  before  them.  Out  of  the  total 
number  of  boroughs  at  present  in  existence, 
there  were  about  eighty-seven  that  were 
to  be  partially  or  wholly  destroyed ;  and  in 
those  which  were  to  remain,  a  new  and 
uniform  constituency  was  to  be  created,  to 
operate  with  the  varioiis  descriptions  of  the 
present  electors.  According  to  the  Bill  as 
it  stood  at  present,  it  took  away  from  what 
he  should  call,  by  way  of  distinction,  the 
conservative  interest  of  the  country,  about 
1 44  Members,  as  appeared  by  an  examina- 
tion of  the  particulars.  There  were  two 
for  W'ey mouth,  112  from  schedule  A,  and 
thirty  from  schedule  B.  On  the  other  hand 
it  was  necessary  to  look  at  the  increase  of 
the  popular  interest :  forty-four  Members  had 
been  added  to  it  by  means  of  schedule  C,  of 
whom  eight  were  to  be  from  the  metropolitan 
districts,  and  nineteen  by  means  of  schedule 
D,  all  of  whom  were  open  to  the  objection 
that  they  were  bestowed  on  places  where 
there  must  be  a  contest  for  the  single  Mem- 
ber :  on  the  whole  it  appeared  there  were 
to  be  sixty-three  Members  given  to  the  ma^ 
nufacturing  interests,  and  what  was  there 
to  set  against  this  on  the  part  of  the 
agricultural  interests?  Two  new  Mem- 
bers were  added  to  Yorkshire,  two  to  Lin- 
colnshire, eight  to  as  many  counties,  on  the 
principle  of  their  returning  three  each  (a 
plan  particularly  objectionable,  because  it 
made  a  distinction  between  electors  where 
none  had  previously  existed) ;  three  were 
added  to  the  Welch  counties,  one  to  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  and  fifty  according  to  sche- 
dule F,  making  altogether  sixty-six  Mem- 
bers, who,  it  was  said,  would  be  returned 
by  the  agricultural  interest.  When  the  first 
Bill  was  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  it 
was  held  out  as  a  boon  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  that  their  influence  in  the  coun- 
ties would  be  strengthened  by  taking  out  of 
the  county  Representation  the  freeholders 
resident  in  towns.  That  was  provided  for 
in  the  first  Bill ;  but  in  the  fifth  Bill  (for 
they  were  now  occupied  in  the  sixth  Bill) 
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it  was  altered,  and  the  Bill  now  before 
them,  the  sixth  Bill,  following  the  example 
of  the  fifth,  contained  no  such  provision. 
It  appeared  by  it,  that  all  persons  who  oc 
cupied  houses  of  a  certain  value  in  towns 
which  did  not  return  Members  of  their 
own,  were  to  vote  for  the  county,  and  what 
was  worse  than  this,  all  freeholders  under 
10^  annual  value  in  the  towns  to  be  enfran- 
chised, as  well  as  those  who  now  returned 
Members,  were  to  vote  for  the  counties,  and 
not  for  the  towns  in  which  their  freeholds 
were  situated.  He  feared  the  number  of 
these  in  several  instances  would  be  found 
80  great  as  to  be  an  Over-match  for  the  agri- 
cultural interests,  particularly  in  those  coun- 
ties where  there  were  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  manufacturing  towns,  and  that  a 
part,  at  least,  of  these  sixty-six  Members 
must  be  abstracted  from  the  agricultural,  and 
placed  to  the  account  of  the  manufacturing 
interest.  The  effect  of  giving  the  free- 
holders and  copyholders  and  leaseholders  in 
towns  the  right  of  voting  for  counties 
would  be,  that  such  towns  as  Birmingham 
and  Coventry  for  example,  would  invari- 
ably carry  the  county  election.  It  was 
necessary  for  the  House,  before  it  agreed 
to  adopt  such  a  Bill,  to  look  forward  and 
see  what  would  be  its  consequences  when 
passed.  Let  them  take  Birmingham  for 
an  example.  Already  political  combinations 
and  unions  had  been  established  and  or- 

fanized  there ;  the  masters  and  operatives 
ad  a  common  interest  in  agreeing  to  de- 
press the  agricultural  and  to  exalt  the 
manufacturing  interests ;  and  the  time 
was  not  far  distant  when  the  House  would 
see  these  bodies  usurping  the  powers  of  the 
executive  government.  They  would  ex- 
ercise a  control  utterly  incompatible  with 
good  and  impartial  government,  and  the 
result  must  be,  they  would  form  bodies 
in  the  State  which  it  would  be  found  im- 
possible to  break  down  or  dissolve.  The 
House  of  Commons  would  ultimately  be 
the  Representatives  of  such  Political  Unions; 
it  would  then  assume  the  whole  execu- 
tive authority,  to  which  every  other  must 
succumb.  If  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Ca- 
binet had  really  and  sincerely  wished  to 
preserve  the  balance  of  the  agricultural 
and  manufacturing  interests,  they  should, 
while  giving  additional  Representatives 
to  lar^e  towns,  have  confined  the  right 
of  votmg  in  the  freeholder,  copyholder, 
and  the  leaseholder  to  the  towns  and  bo- 
roughs where  their  property  stood.  They 
would  then  not  have  been  driven  to  the  10^ 
houieholder  alone,  but  would  have  had  a 


more  diversified  and  a  much  better  eonstitu- 
ency  for  the  towns,  and  the  agricultural  in- 
terest would  not  have  been  completely  over- 
whelmed and  sunk.  This  was  done  by  the 
former  Bills,  and  yet  in  the  two  last  it 
had  been  altered.  Why  was  the  resident 
in  Coventry  to  be  thrown  into  the  county 
Representation  }  There  could  be  no  object 
in  such  an  arrangement  which  he  could 
discover  but  that  of  depressing  the  agri- 
cultural and  elevating  the  manufacturing 
interest.  The  freeholders  of  London  were 
to  be  thrown  into  the  county  of  Middlesex. 
Why  ?  They  possessed  no  such  right  now> 
and  upon  what  necessity  did  they  require 
it  ?  He  could  account  for  it  in  no  other 
way,  and  until  better  reasons  were  ^ewn 
to  him  he  should  continue  to  believe,  that 
it  was  done  with  the  design  and  for  the 
single  purpose  of  crushing  and  keeping 
down  the  landed  interest.  There  was  the 
case  of  Horsham.  The  freeholders  of 
Horsham  were  to  vote  for  the  Rape  of 
Bramber,  while  Brighton,  which  at  present 
.possessed  no  other  influence  than  as  a  large 
town  voting  by  its  freeholders  in  the 
county  at  large,  and  to  which  they  were 
about  to  give  Members,  was  to  be  left  with 
its  non-resident  and  small  freeholders  voting 
for  the  county,  and  its  householders  voting 
for  the  town.  What  reason  could  there  be 
for  this  in  common  sense  but  that  which  he 
had  suggested  }  And  if  it  had  not  been 
done  for  that  reason,  then  it  must  have  been 
done  from  a  mere  wanton  desire  of  change^ 
without  any  reason  or  principle  whatever. 
And  let  the  House  consider  that  they  were 
thus  about  to  throw  all  the  large  towns,  as 
well  those  which  already  possessed  a  fran- 
chise of  their  own  as  those  to  which  the  Bill 
was  now  to  give  it  for  the  first  time — ^that 
they  were  about  to  throw  this  overwhelming 
mass  of  influence  upon  the  counties,  not  in 
their  former  strength,  but  divided  and  par- 
celled out  into  districts.  Why  the  county 
voters  of  one  considerable  town  would  nearly 
form  a  sufficient  number  in  themselves  to 
swamp  the  agricultural  voters.  He  begged 
the  House  al^o  to  mark,  that  while  the  mea- 
sure thus  operated  upon  the  sixty-six  agri- 
cultural Members,  neither  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, nor  those  connected  with  them,  had 
any  means  of  exercising  the  least  influence 
upon  the  election  of  the  sixty-three  Re- 
presentatives of  the  manufacturing  towns. 
In  addition  to  this,  as  he  had  already  ex- 
plained, there  were  to  be  14'4  Members 
taken  from  the  conservative  interest,  so  that 
altogether  there  would  be  such  an  immense 
alteration  in  the  relative  numbers  and  dt« 
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teription  of  Representatives^  that  tlie  result 
of  such  a  measure  must  inevitablj  he,  that 
thej  saw  there  for  the  last  time  an  assem- 
bly of  English  Gentlemen  connected  with 
the  land^  and  enabled  to  speak  the  senti- 
ments and  the  wants  of  that  most  import- 
ant of  all  the  interests  in  the  country. 
\^th  regard  to  the  right  of  voting  in 
counties,  as  far  as  he  understood  the  com- 
plicated arrangements  made  by  the  Bill,  he 
round  that  the  clause  relating  to  50^  te- 
nants at  will  having  a  right  to  vote  was 
embodied  in  it  This,  although  he  did 
not  deny  that  it  was  an  improvement 
cenerally,  only  shewed,  that  so  far  as  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  were  concerned, 
they  had  no  fixed  principles  for  their 
guidance.  But  with  respect  to  another  in- 
novation in  the  county  franchise,  he  enter- 
tained a  strong  objection;  he  meant  to  that 
part  of  the  clause  respecting  forty-shilling 
freeholders,  which  was  last  session  adopted 
in  haste,  but  which  now  appeared  to  have 
been  retained  after  deliberation,  and  which 
did  not  allow  a  vote  to  a  forty-shilling  free- 
holder unless  of  inheritance.  He  knew  that 
this  was  intended  to  strike  at  sham  and 
fraudulent  votes.  He  was  convinced,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  not  effect  that  object, 
while  it  would  effectually  take  away  from 
many  an  honest  freeholder  a  right  which  he 
and  his  forefathers  had  possessed  from  the 
time  of  Henry  8th;  and  this  would  be 
done,  too,  by  a  measure  professing  to  ex- 
tend the  rights  of  the  people.  He  knew 
that  it  was  necessary  to  take  precautions 
against  fictitious  votes,  but  let  it  be  done 
In  a  statesmanlike  and  masterly  manner, 
and  not  by  striking  a  random  blow  in  the 
dark,  which  only  did  injury  where  it  was 
not  intended  to  fall.  Let  them  not,  in  at- 
tempting to  remove  an  excrescence,  cut 
away  the  whole  healthy  limb.  He  consi- 
dered the  alterations  in  the  qualification 
for  towns  and  boroughs  to  have  left  all  the 
difficulties  of  that  part  of  the  subject  un- 
touched. He  was  always  of  opinion  that 
if  such  a  qualification  was  to  be  taken  at 
all,  rent  would  be  the  best  test  if  they 
could  get  at  it,  because  the  real  value  of  a 
thing  was  ''just  as  much  as  it  would 
bring."  The  alteration  respecting  the  pay- 
ment of  rent,  however,  was  easy  to  be  un- 
derstood when  they  saw  how  the  noble 
Lord's  efforts  had  been  appreciated  by  Mr. 
Attwood  and  the  persons  whom  he  address- 
ed. The  Bill  was  not  so  good  for  the 
landlords  as  the  last,  but,  by  the  rule  now 
tiJwn,  every  house  in  the  kingdom  upon 
wUdiadam  to  a  vote  was  foinided  mast 


be  surveyed  and  yalued  every  year;  so 
that,  if  the  surveyors  did.  not  meet  and  send 
up  an  address  of  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord, 
they  would  be  the  most  ungrateful  body  of 
men  that  ever  lived  under  a  benign  Govern- 
ment. He  would  assert,  that  under  the  Bill 
every  house,  counting-house,  and  warehouse 
in  the  country,  the  occupier  of  which  claim- 
ed to  vote,  must  be  regularly  and  officially 
valued  before  that  claim  could  be  decided, 
and  the  voter  placed  on  the  register.  He 
would  assert  this,  and  he  wouia  defy  the 
noble  Lord  to  contradict  it.  In  the  former 
editions  of  the  Bill  this  right  was  intend- 
ed to  apply  to  dwelling  houses  alone,  but 
now  it  would  apply  generally.  Let  the 
House  consider  what  a  scene  of  confusion 
and  ridicule  must  be  presented  by  these 
annual  exhibitions  of  sdieming  and  litiga- 
tion. According  to  the  provisions  of  the 
clause  he  was  then  reviewing,  it  would 
also  be  necessary  that  an  annual  valuation 
of  all  sorts  of  premises  should  take  place, 
for  what  was  said  to  be  of  the  annual  value 
of  10/.  in  1831,  in  consequence  of  dilapi« 
dations  might  not  be  judged  to  be  so  much 
worth  in  1 832.  What  would  be  the  effect 
of  that  upon  the  minds  and  the  habits  of 
the  people  ?  Let  them  imagine  the  crave 
judges  appointed  to  preside  over  sudb  in« 
quiries  sitting  to  try  the  value  of  a  contest* 
ed  house.  Suppose  the  occupier  of  a  coU 
tage,  payins  6L  or  7/«  rent,  coming  forward 
and  swearmg  that  his  gooseberries  and 
currants,  and  what  he  was  likely  to  get 
by  letting  lodgings,  made  his  house  of  10^ 
a  year  value,  the  Judges  turning  to  the 
Jury,  and  saying,  "  Well,  gentlemen,  yoa 
have  heard  the  evidence ;  and  if  you  think 
that  the  gooseberries  and  currants  are 
worth  so  much,  then  you  must  decide  that 
this  is  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  exercise 
the  important  rignt  of  voting  for  Members 
of  the  Legislature."  Why,  what  must  be 
the  effect  of  such  a  mockery  but  to  shake 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  that  respect 
which  they  had  always  hitherto  preserved 
for  the  proceedings  and  decisions  of  justice. 
But,  besides  this,  such  a  system  would  open 
a  door  to  one  of  the  worst  crimes  that  can 
afflict  any  community.  He  believed  there 
would  be  more  perjury  committed  upon 
the  proceedings  under  this  Bill  in  one  year 
than  upon  all  other  subjects  open  to  the  oath 
of  man.  A  man  would  endeavour  to  sa- 
tisfy his  conscience  by  whispering  to  him* 
self,  *'  well,  af^r  all  it  was  only  a  matter  of 
opinion,  I  have  been  swearing  to."  This 
was  a  danger,  the  risk  of  whiw  ouffht  not 
Bghtly  to  be  incozxed;  bot  hcse,m  Hm 
N2 
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sake  of  a  fancied  theory,  which  was  not> 
after  all,  sanctioned,  a  great  practical  griev- 
ance was  introduced  into  society,  for  which 
no  justification  could  be  assigned.     It  was 
required  by  the  Bill,  that  a  person  claiming 
to  be  registered  should  give  proof  of  having 
held  a  10/.  house  for  twelve  months,  and 
that  he   should  have  been  rated  to  the 
poor ;  but  what  the  amount  of  that  rate 
was  to  be  did  not  appear.     It  might  be 
five  shillings,  or  any  other  sum,  for  no 
amount  was  specified.      The  payment  of 
the  rent  was  no  longer  to  be  required.  The 
voter  had  been  relieved  from  the  claim  of 
the  landlord,  he  believed,  at  his  suggestion. 
But  it  was  proper  that  the  people  should 
know  the  purposes  the  Bill  was  still  made 
to  serve.  It  was  to  be  a  help  to  the  revenue, 
by    compelling    the  lOL  householder    to 
pay   up  his  taxes  before   he  could    vote. 
The   Chancellor  of    the   Exchequer  was 
labouring  in  his  vocation  when   this  ex- 
pedient   was    devised,   and    he    had    no 
doubt  that  the  assessed  taxes  would  be- 
nefit by    the  regulation    that    the   voter 
must  first  produce  the  receipt  of  the  tax- 
gatherer.     It  was  proper  that  the  people 
should  know  these  things,   in  order  that 
they   might  not  come  upon  them    by  a 
very  disagreeable  surprise,  when  their  de- 
mands should  have  been  complied  with,  and 
the   Reform  Bill  passed.     Another  diffi- 
culty would  be  found  in  many  places  where 
houses  of  lOL  value  were  not  rated  to  the 
poor's  rates,  but  by  certain  local  acts  the 
landlord  was  to  pay  the  rates  upon  them. 
They   were  told  that  such  parties  could 
claim  to  be  put  upon  the  rates  under  this 
Bill,  but  the  Bill  did  not  specify  the  time 
when  they  were  to  be  so  put  on,  nor  the 
particular  times  their  rates  were  to  be  paid, 
and  therefore  their  opportunity  of  voting  at 
any  ensuing  election  within  the  year  would 
be  lost.     He  now  came  to  the  most  im- 
portant and  most  objectionable  alteration 
which  had  been  made  with  reference  to 
this  new  qualification.    There  was  a  pro- 
vision now  introduced  which  was  not  in 
the  former  Bill;  nay,  which  had  been  stu- 
diously excluded  by  the  noble  Lord,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  declaration.     But  the  sche- 
dules had  been  diminished,  and  the  noble 
Lord  thought  that  something  must  be  done 
on  the  other  side  to  keep  up  the  popularity 
of  the  measure.     In  the  former  instance  it 
was  required  that  the  holding  should  have 
been  uniform ;  now  it  was  permitted  that  a 
succession  of  holdings  of  the  same  value  of 
10/.  should  be  the  title  to  a  vote.     By  this 
chajoge  the  character  of  the  new  constitu- 


ency was  to  be  improved  by  letting  in 
weekly  lodgers ;  and  not  only  weekly  lodg« 
ers,  but  persons  who  had  h^  a  succession 
of  lodgings  in  different  parts  of  the  same 
town.     He  knew  not  how  the  examination 
of  a  daim  of  this  sort  was  to  be  worked 
before  the  Registrar,  or  how  it  was  to  be  as- 
certained whether  the  lodgings  had  or  had 
not  been  occupied.     When  a  man  repre- 
sented himself  as  having  lived  now  in  this 
alley,  then  in  that  court,  and  then  in  an- 
other place,  he  should  like  to  know  how 
the  Judge  was  to  get  at  the  proof  of  the 
statement.    Were  the  officers  to  be  sent 
over  the  town   to  the  different  lodging- 
houses  to  seek  it.     All  sorts  of  evasions 
and  tricks  would  be  resorted  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  votes.     In  the  manufactur- 
ing towns  they  would  have  the  masters 
possessing  themselves  of  houses  of  the  low- 
est description,  a  nominal  rise  in   wages 
would    take    place,    and    the  difierenoe 
would  be  returned  by  a  higher  rent,  which 
would  be  made  the  ground  of  claiming  a 
vote,  and  the  real  value  of  the  house  could 
never  be  got  at.     The  proper  title  of  the 
Act  when  passed  would  be  "  An  Act  for 
Encouraging  the  growth  of  10/.  houses." 
It  would  not  increase  their  growth  in  sixe 
or  in  comforts,  but  in  number.     As  sure  as 
he  addressed  that  House  they  would  greatly 
increase  for  political  purposes.    They  would 
diminish  in  intrinsic  value,  because  a  ficti- 
tious value  would  be  given  to  them.     In 
the    manufacturing  districts  particularly, 
these  voters  would  be  created  in  such  num- 
bers, and  they  would  be  so  extended,  as  to 
outweigh  the  influence  of  all  other  classes 
of  voters  combined.  He  believed,  that  no- 
thing could  be  so  injurious  as  this  intro- 
duction of  a  uniform  class  of  voters,  instead 
of  a  system  which  embraced  all   classes, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.     The  noUe 
Lord  had  not,  indeed,  adhered  to  his  theory 
of  uniformity  in  the  present  Bill  as  in  the 
preceding  ones.     But   in  what  direction 
had  he  diverged  from  it?     Why,  having 
already  reduced   the  qualification   to  the 
lowest  amount  at  which  property  could  be 
recognized  at  all,  he  admitted  the  lowest 
of  the  existing  rights  to  be  preserved*  and 
which   would  exclude  no  man   whatever 
from   the  elective    franchise   who  had  a 
house  of  any  description  over  his  head.    The 
effect  of  all   this  must  inevitably  be,  to 
cause  the  entire  destruction  of  the  aristo- 
cratic interest  throughout  the  country.     In 
whatever  direction  they  looked,  they  saw 
the  country  cursed  with  political  unions 
and  combinations,  and  every  qpecies  of  agi* 
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taticm  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  inflam- 
ing the  minds  of  the  lower  orders  of  the 
people  against  the  institutions  of  the  State. 
He  entreated  Gentlemen  to  consider  the 
circumstances  which  surrounded  and  threat- 
ened them.  If  the  result  should  he  to 
bring  upon  them  the  calamities  of  a  civil 
war,  in  one  country,  and  a  servile  war  in  the 
other,  it  became  that  House  to  pause  before 
they  divested  property  and  the  institutions 
of  the  State  of  their  best  support — the  power 
of  their  natural  protectors.  How  must  the 
agitation  and  excitement  of  the  lower 
c&sses  be  aggravated  by  the  annual  recur- 
rence of  the  proceedings  connected  with 
the  register  under  this  Bill  ?  The  effect 
would  be  the  same  as  that  of  having  a  ge- 
neral election  throughout  the  country  every 
year.  And  to  what  must  that  confusion 
and  excitement  naturally  lead  ?  The  people 
would  soon  perceive  that  the  forms  and  the 
expense  to  which  they  were  put  to  acquire 
their  vote  every  year  were  greater  than 
those  attending  the  exercise  of  the  right 
once  in  seven  years ;  and  they  would  then 
very  naturally  demand,  that  having  incur- 
red the  trouble  and  expense  of  acquiring 
the  elective  right,  they  should  also  be  al- 
lowed to  exercise  it  at  the  same  time.  Thus 
they  should  have  forced  upon  them  that 
measure  of  Annual  Parliaments  which  he 
believed  both  sides  of  the  House  were  most 
anxious  to  avoid.  The  effect  of  the  power 
given  to  Overseers  in  parishes  must  be 
to  convert  them  into  political  officers,  and 
to  give  them  a  power  wholly  incompatible 
with  their  ordinary  duties  and  station, 
llien  there  was  one  circumstance,  not,  he 
believed,  very  generally  known,  connected 
with  this  part  of  the  measure,  to  which  he 
thought  there  were  the  strongest  possible 
objections.  The  expenses  incurred  by  the 
Overseers  in  this  business  of  preparing  the 
register,  were  to  be  charged  upon  the  poor- 
rates.  He  thought  this  was  an  unjust  and 
most  absurd  regulation.  They  were  daily 
bearing  complaints  of  the  insupportable 
pressure  of  the  poor-rates,  and  yet  they 
were  to  be  burthened  further  with  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
this  would  be  received  by  those  contribu- 
tors to  the  poor-rates  who  did  not  obtain 
▼otes  by  the  measure.  Then  let  them  look 
al  the  appointments  of  Barristers  to  preside 
in  the  Courts  for  settling  the  claims  con- 
nected with  the  register.  These  Barristers, 
who  were  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  five  guineas 
a  day,  were  to  be  appmnted  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  a  political  officer !  Why  was 
^t  ffhj  was  not  the  I^oid  Chief  Juitioft 


who  had  no  political  duties,  to  make  this 
selection ;  and  why  was  he  to  be  passed  over, 
against  all  precedent,  and  the  appointment 
given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor?  The  effect  of 
such  an  arrangement  was  clear  enough :  it 
would  make  these  Registrars  one  and  all 
political  officers.  He  spoke  not  of  the  in- 
tention, but  of  the  effect  he  had  a  right  to 
speak ;  and  he  would  say,  that,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  new  Bankruptcy  Law,  the 
giving  these  appointments  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  place  a  greater  share  of  political 
power  in  the  hands  of  that  high  officer 
than  had  ever  been  possessed  by  any  indi- 
vidual whatever.  It  was  ridiculous  to 
suppose,  that  political  influence  would  not 
be  exercised  by  the  mode  of  registration 
which  it  was  proposed  to  adopt.  What 
was  to  prevent  the  country  Attorney  from 
contriving  with  the  Overseer  to  frame 
registers  to  suit  their  own  views?  But, 
besides  this,  the  former  had  a  particular 
interest  to  serve,  by  promoting  litigation, 
for  whatever  costs  were  incurred  were  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  poor-rates.  He  wished 
to  make  no  charge  against  the  Assistant 
Barrister,  who  would  be  selected  from 
what  he  knew  to  be  a  most  honourable 
body  of  men,  but  the  natural  effect  of 
holding  the  Court  for  Registration  every 
year  would  be,  to  create  a  periodical  source 
of  litigation,  and  to  keep  men's  minds  in  a 
continued  state  of  ferment,  without  leading 
to  any  practical  good.  With  regard  to  the 
office  of  Overseer,  there  would  nolonger  be  a 
difficulty  in  getting  persons  to  serve  that 
office.  There  woiud  be  hereafter  as  much 
canvassing  for  that  office,  as  heretofore  for 
that  of  Member  of  Parliament  That 
would,  in  fact,  be  the  struggle  of  parties,  for 
whichever  could  get  hold  of  the  Overseer 
would  obtain  such  an  advantage  over  their 
opponents  as  to  render  a  contest  hopeless. 
And  must  not  the  effect  of  all  this  be  to 
poison  the  minds  of  the  lower  orders,  who 
would  believe  that  relief  was  doled  out  to 
them  according  to  political  views,  and 
with  the  design  of  making  partisans  ?  The 
principle  of  registration  lutogether  was,  in 
his  opinion,  useless,  and  contrary  to  the 
tastes  and  habits  of  the  people.  The  ex- 
periment had  already  been  made  by  Lord 
Stanhope's  Act.  But  that  was  not  com- 
pulsory, and  it  became  a  dead  letter.  It 
gave  all  voters  the  privilege  of  registering 
their  votes  if  they  wished  it,  but  they  did 
not  choose  to  take  the  trouble,  preferring 
to  have  their  votes  challenged  and  scruti- 
nised at  the  place  of  election,  and  the  Act 

WM  never  XMorted  to.  But  after  tbej  ha4 
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seen  this  roving  Commisaon  going  through 
the  country  year  after  year^  keeping  the 
public  mind  in  one  continual  ferment^  and 
diverting  every  person's  attention  wholly  to 
political  subjects^  then,  after  six  years  of 
this  sort  of  preparation^  supposing  the  Par* 
liament  to  last  so  long,  then  came  the 
election  itself,  and  he  would  undertake  to 
show,  that  that  operation  would  still  be  as 
full  of  difficulties  as  any  other  part  of  the 
system.  According  to  the  noble  Lord, 
indeed,  they  were  to  get  through  the  election 
for  a  county  in  two  days,  and  at  no  ex- 
pense. But  if  there  were  to  be  fifteen 
polling-places  open  for  two  days,  it  was 

Suite  evident  that  such  an  election  would 
e  equal  to  one  of  thirty  days'  duration. 
He  believed  this  regulation  had  been  in- 
troduced with  a  view  to  prevent  any  voter 
having  to  go  a  greater  distance  than  fifteen 
miles :  now,  he  had  no  doubt,  in  some  of 
these  fifteen  booths  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  sixty  or  seventy  persons  employed, 
and  this  was  to  be  done  without  expense. 
He  had  been  informed,  that  the  calculations 
of  persons  experienced  in  such  matters, 
made  the  expense  of  bringing  up  the  voters 
of  a  county  under  such  a  system  so  enor- 
mous, that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
for  any  individual  to  meet  it.  He  had  now 
gone  through  the  details  of  the  measure, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  were  so  objectionable 
as  to  warrant  the  House  in  refusing  its  assent 
to  the  second  reading.  There  was  another 
portion  of  it,  however,  to  which  he  objected 
wholly  upon  principle — he  meant  that 
which  gave  so  many  additional  Members  to 
the  metropolitan  districts.  He  saw  great 
daneer  in  throwing  such  power  into  the 
hands  of  that  class  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis  who  would  exclusively  return  the 
Members.  He  feared  that  by  so  doing  they 
might  be  giving  a  political  preponderance 
to  the  metropolis  which  would  create  that 
state  of  things  so  often  described  in  a 
neighbouring  country,  when  it  had  been 
said,  that  Paris  was  France.  He  hoped  to 
God,  that  he  should  never  live  to  hear  it 
said — and  if  he  did,  he  was  convinced,  that 
it  could  only  be  in  consequence  of  passing 
this  Bill — tJiat  London  was  England.  If 
such  a  state  of  things  should  unhappily  ar- 
rive he  asked  Gentlemen  to  consider  well  to 
what  it  must  necessarily  lead,  when  they 
saw  the  disposition  now  manifested  in  the 
metropolis  to  combine,  an^.  to  assemble  large 
bodies  of  people  for  the  purpose  of  over- 
awing the  deliberations  of  that  House — 
when  they  saw  that  the  King's  Proclama- 
tbn^  forbidding  the  meetings  df  such  bodies, 


was  followed  by  the  prodamatkma  of  otbflr 
parties  upon  the  nme  subject.  He  had 
himself  seen,  when  the  King's  Proclamation 
posted    up  near  the  Home  Office^ 


was 


another  proclamation  posted  by  its  side^ 
printed  upon  the  same  sort  of  paper,  and  in 
the  same  form,  calling  upon  the  people  to 
obey  the  Proclamation  of  the  Govemmeat, 
because  the  bloodthirsty  boroughmongecs 
desired  to  lead  them  into  a  plot,  in  otder 
to  shed  their  blood.  He  would  not  stop  to 
defend  the  opponents  of  this  measure  from 
the  charge  of  desiring  to  shed  the  blood  of 
the  people,  when  it  was  notorious,  that  in 
their  opposition  they  had  cx)nstantly  been 
maintaining  and  defending  the  people's 
rights.  He  was  now  only  speaking  of  the 
sort  of  influence  attempted  to  be  exercised 
over  the  people ;  it  showed  the  anmuM  that 
prevailed,  when  an  individual  issued  a  Pro- 
clamation, and  called  upon  the  people  to 
yield  obedience  to  a  Proclamation  issued  by 
the  King's  Government.  He  knew  the 
time  could  not  be  distant  when  the  people 
of  England  having  recovered  from  thieir 
temporary  excitement,  would  recur  to  the 
examination  of  the  motives  which  had 
actuated  the  opponents  of  measures  like  the 
present,  and  they  would  then  perceive,  that 
however  much  the  popular  voice  might 
have  been  opposed,  it  had  only  been  done 
with  a  view  to  benefit  the  people,  and  to 
advance  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  the  symptoms  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  and  the  results  to  which  they 
naturally  tended,  would  have  their  just 
weight  upon  the  House ;  and  that  before 
agreeing  to  this  measure,  its  most  minute 
details  would  be  examined  with  the  strictest 
care,  for,  once  adopted,  they  could  never  be 
got  rid  of.  They  ought  to  remember,  that 
if  the  measure  of  last  Session  had  unhappily 
passed  into  a. law,  none  of  the  obnoxious 
provisions  contained  in  it,  could  ever  have 
been  repealed,  but  from  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  now  receded.  It  was  of 
the  last,  and  deepest  importance,  that  they 
should  look  at  the  consequences  of  what 
they  were  going  to  do.  What  was  a 
reformed  House  to  do  ?  It  could  not  con- 
tinue to  do  merely  that  which  they  theoH 
selves  had  done.  If  they  retraced  their 
steps  and  followed  the  same  course,  they 
would  disappoint  and  lose  the  confidence  of 
the  people ;  because,  after  the  expectations 
which  had  been  excited,  to  continue  to 
follow  the  old  road  would,  in  their  view, 
be  doing  nothing.  Other  measures  must 
be  taken,  and  the  first  of  these  would 
be  the  adoption  of  all  that   had  bes^ 
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abandoned  in  the  last  Bill.  If  the  noble 
Lord  and  bis  colleagues  were  fortunate 
enough  to  be  returned  by  the  new  consti- 
tuency, they  would  be  compelled  to  support 
the  adoption  of  those  measures^  because  they 
were  their  own  o&pring,  and  had  only 
been  rejected  by  the  firmness  of  their 
opponents.  And  let  it  not  be  supposed, 
that  the  beginning  of  this  new  career  was 
remote  and  afar  ofil  A  new  Parliament 
must  be  assembled  upon  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  for  the  noble  Lord  had  told 
them  that  such  would  have  been  a  neces- 
sary consequence  of  the  passing  of  the  last 
bilL  Whv  this  should  be  he  knew  not. 
If  ever  there  was  a  popular  Parliament— > 
he  meant  so  far  as  the  other  side,  the  ma- 
jority, was  concerned — surely  this  was  it. 
It  had  .gran  ted  the  people  everything  that 
they  desired;  and  why,  having  been  the 
donors  of  this  greatest  of  all  boons — why, 
after  executing  the  deed  of  gift,  they  were 
to  be  called  upon  to  die  at  once,  in  order 
that  the  parties  benefitted  should  come  into 
immediate  enjoyment,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive. This,  however,  they  were  told  was 
to  be  the  gratitude  of  the  Reformers  to 
their  friends,  and  the  House  must  look  for- 
ward to  the  next  meeting  of  Parliament  as 
the  era  of  a  new  system,  the  consequences 
of  which  would  rest  eternally  upon  their 
memories.  He  wished  the  principles  of 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill  to  be  distinctly 
understood.  He  was  not  opposed  to  all 
Reform  because  he  was  opposed  to  this 
particular  measure.  On  the  contrary,  he 
would  not  object  to  a  moderate  and  rational 
Reform ;  but  there  was  nothing  of  moder- 
ation or  of  reason  in  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  felt  that  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  some  Reform  was 
necessary.  By  the  conduct  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  the  question  had  been  placed 
in  a  different  position  to  that  which  it  had 
ever  before  occupied.  When  the  Catholic 
Question  was  taken  up  by  the  Government, 
hb  felt,  that  it  must  be  carried,  and  there- 
fore his  only  object  was,  to  see  that  it  was 
carried  with  the  least  possible  danoer  to  the 
Constitution.  With  respect  to  Reform  he 
bad  a  similar  feeling.  His  own  opinions 
on  the  subject  had  undergone  no  alteration, 
but  he  felt  that  some  change  was  demanded 
in  consequence  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
€rovemment ;  and  he  was  ready  to  adopt 
any  measure  not  destructive  of  those  in- 
stitutions, which  in  his  conscience  he  be- 
lieved the  great  body  of  the  people  were 
sincerely  demrous  to  see  maintained.    He 
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he  was  opposed  to  so  vast  and  sweepins  a 
measure  of  destruction  as  that  brought  rarw 
ward  by  the  Government.  That  measure 
would  destroy  all  the  old  barriers  of  our 
established  institutions,  while  at  the  same 
moment  it  introduced  an  immense  force  in 
hostility  to  them.  No  country  had  ever 
advanced  to  the  state  in  which  England  at 
present  stood,  and  adopted  such  a  measure 
as  that  proposed,  without  falling  into  ruin 
and  anarchy.  If  the  Bill  passed,  the  Con« 
stitution  of  this  country  would  stand  alone, 
without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of  nations. 
And  no  man  could  tell  how  a  new  Consti- 
tution would  work  in  this  country.  The 
wisest  man  that  ever  lived  would  be  un- 
able to  tell  what  would  be  the  situation  of 
this  country  should  this  Bill  come  into 
active  operation.  The  House  ought  to 
bear  in  mind,  that  the  Bill  immediately  be- 
fore it  was  only  a  part  of  the  contemplated 
measure  of  Reform.  There  were  bills  re- 
lating to  both  Scotland  and  Ireland  to  suc- 
ceed this.  No  one  who  thought  there 
ought  to  be  a  Reform  in  the  Representation 
of  Scotland,  but  would  say,  that  thatReform 
ought  to  be  an  extensive  one ;  and  if  it 
was  so — ^why  in  itself  it  would  be  a  most 
serious  alteration  in  the  Constitution  of 
Parliament.  Again,  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land: the  Government  was  not  content 
with  the  existing  Representation  of  that 
country,  although  there  was  certainly  some 
reason  to  believe  that  it  was  sufficiently- 
popular.  At  the  period  of  the  Union,  no- 
mination boroughs  were  destroyed  in  that 
country,  and  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Waterford  upon  one  occasion  declared 
that  the  constituency  of  Ireland  was  as 
popular  as  it  could  be  with  safety  to  the 
empire.  Tlie  Representation  of  Ireland^ 
however,  was  to  be  rendered  more  demo- 
cratic than  at  present ;  and,  therefore,  the 
House  would  do  well  to  consider  the  whole 
measure,  and  not  the  particular  Bill  at  pre- 
sent before  it.  They  ought  not  to  separate 
the  Aristocracy  from  the  other  classes  of 
the  community;  and  to  that  result  the 
present  measure  strongly  tended.  The 
House  would  best  consult  the  interests  of 
the  empire,  and  the  permanence  of  the 
Constitution,  under  which  all  classes  of  the 
people  had  known  so  much  prosperity  and 
happiness,  by  endeavouring  to  strengthen 
the  bonds  of  union  between  all  classes  of 
the  State.  He  was  favourable  to  a  moder- 
ate Reform ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
sanction  a  measure  which  would  lead  to 
the  destruction  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
country.    Under  these  circumetancei  hf 
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should  oppose  the  further  progress  of  this 
Bill,  and  cordially  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Edward  L.  Bulrver  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  with  attention,  and  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  question  was  not  one  of  mere 
abstract  principle^  but  whether  a  particular 
plan  of  Reform  was  that  best  adapted  to 
the  admitted  wants  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  had  not  attempted  to  show  that 
no  Reform  was  required,  but  instead  of  de- 
bating the  principles  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
the  usual  course  at  this  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, he  had  entered  into  a  long,  and 
in  some  degree,  technical  examination  of 
its  details,  and  of  the  probable  effects  of 
some  of  its  clauses.  This  formed  a  pretty 
correct  criterion  of  the  feeling  which  pre- 
vailed on  the  subject  of  Reform.  One  of 
the  chief  arguments  which  had  been  urged 
against  the  Bill,  was,  that  it  tended  to  weaken 
the  just  influence  in  the  House  of  Peers, 
as  one  of  the  branches  of  the  I^egislature, 
and  to  exalt  the  democratic  institutions  of 
the  country  at  the  expense  of  the  aristo- 
cratic. He  believed,  and  was  prepared  to 
prove,  that  it  would  have  no  such  effect. 
The  position  in  which  the  other  House 
now  stood,  amply  bore  out  his  assertion : 
the  last  bill  had  been  rejected  on  that  pre- 
tence, and  what  was  the  result  ?  Were  the 
Aristocracy  now  safer  than  they  were  be- 
fore— had  any  check  been  imposed  on  the 
progress  of  the  democratic  spirit — or  had 
they  not  fed  the  popular  fervour  to  a  fiercer 
heat  by  the  dangerous  fuel  of  continued 
excitement  ?  A  great  difference  must  be 
made  between  the  excitement  which  grows 
naturally  out  of  a  constitution,  and  that  ex- 
citement which  opposes  it.  Popular  agi- 
tation was  a  necessary  ingredient  in  free 
countries,  but  in  good  governments  it  was 
worked  off  by  legitimate  means.  In 
America  there  was  no  danger  in  the  fer- 
ment of  opinions — free  elections  furnished 
them  with  natural  vents.  But  that  ex- 
citement which  now  belonged  to  us — the 
excitement  that  paralysed  trade— *that  be- 
numbed industry — that  ripened  towards 
universal  poverty  and  universal  discon- 
tent— that  produced  the  desire,  and,  if  not 
soon  allayed,  might  produce  the  necessity, 
for  National  Unions  and  Political  Associa- 
tions— that  excitment  was  fraught  with  the 
darkest  and  the  most  irremediable  evils  to 
that  country  in  which  it  was  long  suffered 
to  exist ;  above  all,  if  that  country  were  a 
commercial  country-^bove  allj  if  it  had 


supported  its  greatness  by  artificial  S3rs- 
tems — above  all,  if  credit  had  become  so 
vital  a  part  of  its  prosperity,  that  every 
popular  mistrust  was  the  inevitable  fore- 
runner of  a  stagnant  trade  and  a  crowded 
bankrupt  list.  Why  was  Manchester  more 
democratic  than  Liverpool  ?  Because  Man- 
chester was  unrepresented.  Let  England 
be  as  liberal  to  Manchester,  and  let  that 
manufacturing  town  have  Representatives — 
give  a  free  vent  to  opinion  in  both,  and  if 
hereafter  they  were  startled  by  the  mighty 
course  of  that  opinion,  they  would,  at  least, 
be  no  longer  endangered  by  its  explosion. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  had  said,  that  Reform 
would  operate  against  the  three  aristocracies 
of  all  civilised  countries — the  aristocracy  of 
talent,  of  the  Church,  and  of  rank  and 
wealth.  Now^,  with  regard  to  the  first,  it 
was  said  that  men  of  retired  and  cultivated 
habits  of  mind,  not  being  able,  either  from 
peculiarities  of  disposition  or  circumstances, 
to  brave  the  chances  of  a  popular  election, 
were  returned  to  this  House  by  means  of  a 
close  borough  ;  and  it  was  argued  from 
such  premises  that  close  boroughs  were  ne- 
cessary for  their  return.  He  waived  alto- 
gether those  long  theoretical  disquisitions 
which  had  been  so  copiously  indulged  in  on 
this  point;  yet  what,  he  asked,  was  the 
practical  result  of  free  elections  abroad? 
Look  to  America ;  there,  of  all  countries, 
elections  were  the  most  popular,  and  there, 
of  all  countries,  that  class  of  men  he  allud- 
ed to  found  the  readiest  access  to  political 
honours.  Look  even  to  their  Presidents, 
for  in  one  memorable  instance  they  would 
absolutely  find  the  man  who  had  attained 
the  chief  magistracy,  the  highest  honour 
the  republic  could  bestow,  was  an  acade- 
mician and  a  professor  of  letters.  In 
France,  he  allowed,  elections  were  not  po- 
pular, but  there,  at  least,  they  had  no  close 
boroughs ;  yet  most  of  those  who  had 
distinguished  themselves  in  politics — M. 
Thiers,  M.Guizot,  M  .Bignon — belonged  ex- 
actly to  those  classes  whom  the  hon.  Member 
declared  close  boroughs  could  alone  return  to 
the  national  councils.  Were  they  then  to 
believe  that  France  and  America  were 
more  alive  than  England  to  ability  and 
merit?  if  so,  they  had  the  remedy — a  high 
and  noble  remedy — in  their  own  hands:  tlutt 
remedy  did  not  consist  of  any  system  of 
corruption  and  perjury ;  it  had  no  charm 
that  attached  to  the  walls  of  Old  Sanim ; 
that  remedy  lay  in  a  general  education  of 
the  people.  If  the  people  could  not  ap- 
preciate knowledge,  diffuse  knowledge  and 
they  would  do  iq«     Were  b(m<  Membni 
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afraid  of  the  power  of  the  democracy? 
Instruct  the  people  as  to  their  interest^  and 
they  would  transfer  at  once  the  power  of 
the  democracy  to  the  power  of  intelligence. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  next  said^  the  Church  was 
to  suffer^  and  he  for  one  was  prepared  to 
assert  that  the  Church  must  undergo  some 
great  and  efficient  reform.  But  necessary 
reforms^  called  for  hy  the  different  constitu- 
tion of  society^  appeared  to  certain  hon. 
Grentlemen,  who  were  attached  to  things 
as  they  are,  and  who  could  not  be  made  to 
believe  that  the  world  progressed  although 
they  themselves  stood  stiU,  or  even  went 
back,  appeared  to  them  to  signify  and  be 
the  harbingers  of  destruction.  But  was 
the  Church  in  no  danger  now?  He 
would  tell  them,  that  in  one  memorable 
night  a  far  deeper  wound  had  been  inflict- 
ed on  the  ecclesiastical  establishments  of 
England  than  twenty  years  would  have 
effected,  if  that  Bill  had  been  passed,  and 
the  people  had  been  brought  to  see  in  the 
defenders  of  the  Church  the  supporters 
also  of  the  people.  Was  the  Church  in 
danger  now — why  ?  Because  it  was  un- 
popular. Unpopularity  was  the  only  inter- 
nal source  of  danger  to  any  constitutional 
authority.  The  institutions  the  people 
began  to  believe  inimical  to  their  interests, 
began  at  the  same  time  to  fall.  If  they 
would  render  the  ecclesiastical  establish- 
ment safe,  they  must  render  it  beloved.  It 
was  the  same  with  the  aristocracy  of  rank. 
Popularity  was  the  condition  of  its  exist- 
ence. The  hon.  member  for  Calne  had 
proved,  in  his  speech  in  the  last  Session, 
that  the  laws  which  the  public  refused  to 
acknowledge  fell  at  once  into  disrespect 
and  disuse.  It  was  the  same  with  per- 
sons as  with  laws — with  the  legislative 
assembly  as  with  the  legislative  enact- 
ment. Opinion  gave  its  only  sanction  to 
both.  When  hon.  Members  accused  the 
Reformers  of  attempting  to  strip  the  Aris- 
tocracy of  power,  did  they  mean  to  say, 
that  their  object  was  to  deprive  them  of  the 
love,  and  esteem,  and  gratitude  of  their 
countrymen  ?  On  these  foundations  their 
power  rested.  Did  those  who  advocated 
Reform  desire  to  undermine  these  ?  No ; 
that  task  was  reserved  for  the  Anti-re- 
formers. It  was  they  who  weakened  the 
Aristocracy,  by  alienating  from  them  the 
hearts  of  the  people.  Would  you  preserve 
them?  Identify  them  with  the  people. 
Would  you  strengthen  their  interest?  Make 
their  interest  and  the  interest  of  the  people 
one  and  the  same.    When  William  4th 
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Who  now  ever  hears  a  word  said  against  a 
monarchy?  Black  books  were  not  pub- 
lished about  the  King.  He  was  not 
calumniated,  for  his  people  would  not  pur- 
chase such  trash  ;  they  would  scout  the 
calumny.  Why  was  this?  Because  the 
King  had  conciliated  public  opinion.  Let 
the  Aristocracy  do  the  same,  and  they 
would,  in  their  turn,  put  down  calumny 
and  clamour  at  once.  For  himself  indivi- 
dually, he  cared  not  how  soon  he  might  be 
called  upon  to  relinquish  his  seat  in  that 
House.  But  he  trusted,  at  least,  that  he 
should  be  present  to  witness  the  full  accom- 
plishment of  this  great  measure.  He 
knew  that  he  should  see  that  House  faith- 
ful to  its  former  pledges,  but  he  trusted  he 
should  also  see  another  assembly  wisely 
and  magnanimously  reversing  that  decree 
which  had  separated  the  members  of  it 
from  the  people.  He  said  wisely ;  for,  till 
within  the  last  two  years,  why  was  [it  that 
no  foreigner  could  enter  this  country  with- 
out surprise  at  the  almost  servile  respect 
for  the  Aristocracy  that  pervaded  all  classes? 
Why  was  it  that  the  English  nobles  were, 
as  a  body,  the  most  powerful  in  Europe  ? 
Was  it  not  because  in  the  great  crisis  of  past 
history,  instead  of  opposing,  they  had  led 
the  way  to  popular  institutions?  They 
blended  themselves  socially  and  legislatively 
with  the  people ;  they  grew  with  the 
growth  of  that  people,  and  strengthened 
with  their  strength.  He  said  wisely,  be- 
cause, if  they  would  recur  to  their  former 
powers  they  must  recur  to  their  former  po- 
pularity. He  said,  too,  magnanimously  as 
well  as  wisely  reversing  their  past  decree ; 
for  whatsoever  consequence  might  attend 
that  reversal — whatsoever  might  be  the 
future  operations  of  that  public  mind  which 
they  could  only  temper,  not  prophetically 
anticipate,  nor  permanently  direct,  the  re- 
versal of  that  decree,  the  concession  to  this 
Reform,  would  stand  forth,  at  least  to  pos- 
terity, a  great  memorial ;  that,  in  the  hour 
of  cUinger  and  trial,  the  Peers  of  England 
did  not  persist  in  dividing  themselves  from 
that  people,  with  whom  hitherto  their 
proudest  distinctions  had  been  associated  ; 
but  that,  conscious  of  the  justice  of  their 
high  cause,  they  intrusted  it  willingly  to 
that  free  tribunal  of  opinion,  before  which 
falsehood  is  indeed  condemned,  but  truth  is 
eternally  triumphant. 

Lord  Mahon :  Sir,  I  can  assure  you^ 
that  since  this  subject  was  last  before  the 
House,  I  have  given  it  the  fullest  and  most 
anxious  reconsideration^  and  I  am  anxious 
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have  confirmed  my  first  opinions,  and 
which  make  it  impossible  for  me,  according 
to  my  conscience  and  conviction,  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  trust 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  I  have  no  personal  interest  at  stake. 
In  the  town  which  I  represent,  and  which 
is  placed  in  one  of  the  schedules,  I  do  not 
possess  a  single  house ;  I  do  not  possess  an 
acre  of  land  within  100  miles  of  it.  Pro- 
perty in  boroughs  I  have  none  ;  and  as  to 
the  doubt  whether  I  may  or  may  not  be 
returned  in  a  reformed  Parliament,  I  am 
quite  sure  that  neither  with  me,  nor  with 
any  hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  would  such  a  consideration  weigh 
more  than  a  feather  in  the  scale,  in  compa- 
rison of  the  immense  importance  of  the 
national  objects  now  before  us.  Sir,  I 
quite  agree  with  my  noble  friend  (Lord 
Porchester),  who  opened  the  debate  this 
evening  with  so  much  eloquence,  that  this 
Bill  contains  considerable  improvements  as 
compared  to  the  last.  I  hail  with  particu- 
lar pleasure  the  diminution  of  schedule  B — 
the  abandonment  of  the  principle  of  popu- 
lation in  schedule  A,  and  the  change  in  the 
Parliamentary  Commissioners.  Sir,  we 
may  certainly  congratulate  ourselves  on 
this  side  of  the  House  at  having  been  the 
first  to  propose,  and  the  most  strenuous  to 
urge,  those  alterations  which  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  now  think  it  their  duty  to  adopt. 
Sir,  I  do  not  throw  this  out  as  a  taunt ;  I 
only  wish  to  Heaven  that  they  had  carried 
these  amendments  much  further.  For, 
Sir,  though  these  amendments,  suggested 
as  they  were  by  ourselves,  go  far  enough 
for  much  party  triumph,  were  we  disposed 
to  indulge  any  such,  they  do  not,  I  con- 
ceive, go  far  enough  for  much  national 
advantage.  I  still  see  in  this  Bill  what  I 
considered  the  most  mischievous  leading 
principle  of  the  last— the  10/.  qualification. 
My  noble  friend  has  objected  to  it  this 
evening  as  too  low ;  but.  Sir,  I  object,  not 
only  to  its  amount,  but  also  to  its  uni- 
formity. I  say,  that  so  immense  is  the 
variety  of  interests  in  thi^  great  country— 
so  manifold  its  dififerent  relations,  that  if 
even  you  can  prove  to  me  that  this  10/. 
qualification  is  the  proper  one  for  Leeds,  I 
am  sure,  from  that  very  circumstance — I 
require  no  other  proof — that  it  is  not  the 
proper  one  for  Greenwich  or  Devonport. 
Sir,  I  consider  this  10/.  qualification  as  a 
monopoly  of  Representation  for  one  single 
class — the  middle  class  ;  and  the  exclusion 
from  Representation  of  both  the  highest  and 
t&e  lowMt    It  exclude!  the  highest  (in  a 


great  measure,  at  least),  by  the  d^rtniciioii 
of  not  only  the  nomination  boroughs,  bat 
of  the  corporations,  whether  dose  or  open. 
It  excludes  the  lowest  by  the  future  dis- 
franchisement of  the  pot-walloimers  and 
the  inferior  scot-and-lot  voters,  it  is  true 
that,  under  this  Bill,  the  hereditary  rights 
of  freemen  are  again  confirmed  to  them,  in 
some  cases  at  least,  (for  freemen  by  gift  or 
marriage  are  still,  it  seems,  proecnbed); 
but  it  is  not  less  true,  that  neither  free« 
men,  pot-walloppers,  nor  the  inferior  not- 
and-lot  voters,  will  be  created  or  suffered 
to  exist  in  any  one  of  the  new  constitu- 
encies. The  real  fact  is,  that,  under  the 
present  system,  all  places  are  not  repre- 
sented, but  all  classes  are ;  and  that,  in  the 
new  system,  every  place  will  be  represented, 
but  only  one  class.  I  will  even  go  further, 
and  assert,  that  this  Bill  will  in  reality 
convert  our  ancient  monarchy  into  an  aris* 
tocracy  of  10/.  householders  \jio,  noJ^ 
Sir,  those,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  contradict 
me  may  be  assured  it  is  no  slight  advantMe 
that  the  poor  man  should  remember,  as  he 
does  at  present,  when  he  finds  himself 
without  a  vote,  that  there  are  places,  such 
as  Coventry  and  Preston,  where  the  right 
of  suffrage  is  engrossed  by  the  humblest  and 
the  lowest — that  he  should  look  upon  hii 
own  exclusion  not  as  an  insult  to  his  dLtm, 
but  only  as  a  misfortune  to  his  town.  And, 
Sir,  can  it  be  wise,  at  a  time  when  figitatioa 
is  so  rife  amongst  the  lower  orders,  when 
so  many  and  such  artful  attempts  are 
made  to  stir  them  up  to  violence— can  it  be 
wise,  I  say,  to  neglect  to  form  any  bond 
whatever  between  them  and  the  Represent- 
ation of  the  country  ?  Can  it  be  wise  to  place 
before  them  this  10/.  qualification  as  an  in« 
superable  barrier — hie  murus  aheneus  eeio 
— beyond  which  all  franchise  is  denied? 
And,  Sir,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  be  unwise 
to  exclude  the  lowest  orders,  is  it  much 
wiser  to  exclude  the  highest — ^to  shut  out, 
as  by  this  Bill  you  will  do  in  a  great  mee^ 
sure,  from  the  Representation  of  the  coun* 
try  those  who  have  the  greatest  stake  in  its 
prosperity  ?  This  measure.  Sir,  seems  to  me 
to  lop  off  both  head  and  feet  from  the  body 
politic ;  and  I  no  more  believe  that  thu 
system  of  Representation  can  be  permanent 
and  thriving,  than  I  do  that  the  human 
body  could  stand  and  live  after  such  an 
amputation.  Sir,  there  is  one  point  oa 
which  I  differ  altogether  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  St.  Mawes  (Sir 
Edward  Sugden).  He  gave  it  as  his  opin* 
ion,  that  there  is  no  precedent  to  be  found 
in  history  of  luch  a  Constitutioa  m  this  Bill 
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will  prodace.  Now,  Sir,  with  all  possible 
xaqpect  for  the  information  and  judgment 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  great  distrust  oi 
my  own,  I  yet  venture  to  think  that 
modem  times  hare  displayed  examples  of 
Tery  similar  systems ;  and  that  these  may 
aenre  not  only  as  close  parallels  from  their 
details,  but  as  awful  warnings  from  their 
oonsequences.  In  several  countries  has 
this  monopoly  of  Representation  by  the 
middle  classes  been  tried ;  in  all  it  has  sig- 
nally failed*  What  was  it  but  this  very 
cause— the  centralization  of  power  in  a 
nngle  class — that  overthrew  the  first 
French  constitution  accepted  by  Louis 
1 6th— the  same  alluded  to  on  the  first 
night  of  this  Session  by  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Tam worth  ?  It  proceeded  on 
this  very  principle;  it  stripped  of  power 
the  nobles,  who  had  hitherto  engrossed  it — 
it  denied  all  power  to  the  peasants  and 
workmen,  who  hitherto,  it  is  true,  had 
none,  but  who  had  been  taueht  anxiously 
to  expect  and  to  demand  it  What  was  the 
result  with  both  ?  The  nobles  withdrew 
in  disgust  from  the  capital,  or  any  control 
on  the  government,  some  retiring  to  their 
country  domains,  many  more  flyine  across 
the  frontier,  and  enlisting  under  the  ban- 
ners of  Conde,  as  invaders  of  their  native 
land  ?  What  was  the  efiect  on  the  poor  ? 
Disappointed  in  their  expectations  of  poli- 
tical power— overrating  the  sweets  of  that 
power  from  the  very  fact  that  they  had  never 
been  allowed  to  taste  them— «nd  disliking 
their  new  aristocracy  of  shopkeepers  much 
more  than  their  old  aristocracy  of  gentle- 
men, they  rose  in  tumult ;  the  vast  mass 
heaved  and  fluns  off  the  superstructure 
upon  it,  because  Uiey  only  felt  its  burthen 
and  forgot  its  efficacy  to  steady  and  secure ! 
Sir,  I  ought  perhaps  to  apologise  for  bring- 
ing before  this  House  what  my  nome 
friend  has  truly  called  an  exhausted  topic 
—the  instance  of  France.  I  know  that  it 
has  been  so  frequently  mtroduced  in  these 
discussions  as  to  have  nearly  become  trite 
•—and  yet,  afWr  all,  what  is  triteness  but 
another  name  for  truth?  But  there  is 
another  country  whose  name  has  never,  as 
£sr  as  I  remember,  been  mentioned  in  all 
these  debates,  and  to  which  I  am  particu- 
larly anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Its  Constitution  is  but  very 
slightly  studied  and  very  little  understood 
amongst  us,  but  on  examination  it  will  be 
found  to  bear  a  most  striking  analogy  to 
the  new  Constitution  framed  by  the  me- 
aent  Bill.     I  allude  to  Pohind.     Sir,  it  is 
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Polish  constitution  as  a  pure  and  unmixed 
aristocracy-^it  was  so,  but  an  aristocracy  of 
precisely  the  same  number  of  persons  in 
proportion  as  the  new  constituency  of 
householders  under  the  present  Bill.  This 
is  no  random  assertion ;  it  depends  upon 
positive  calculation.  In  the  year  1765, 
Jaucourt  computed  the  population  of  Poland 
at  5,000,000 ;  there  might  then  be  about 
120,000  voters.  Now  these  5,000,000  bear 
precisely  the  same  proportion  to  120,000,  as 
our  20,000,000  to  our  half  million  of  house- 
holders. It  may,  perhaps,  be  urged  in 
answer,  that  in  Poland  the  throne  afforded 
no  sufficient  counterpoise  to  popular  vio- 
lence, being  elective  in  its  tenure,  and  cur- 
tailed in  its  prerogative.  But  let  it  be 
remembered  that  if  the  king  had  less 
power,  the  nobles  had  a  great  deal  more ; 
they  had  serfs  and  vassals---they  had  feudal 
and  military  jurisdiction — they  had  im- 
mense domains :  so  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
aristocratic  force — a  force  compounded  of 
the  king  and  the  great  proprietors — may 
be  considered  to  have  been  much  the  same 
in  Poland  as  in  England.  I  really  would 
entreat  hon.  Members  to  look  into  the 
details  of  the  old  Polish  constitution,  and, 
amidst  many  lesser  differences,  they  cannot 
fail  to  be  struck  with  the  general  resem- 
blance I  have  mentioned.  And,  Sir,  let 
them  at  the  same  time  look  to  the  result. 
Where  is  the  Polish  constitution  now  ?  In 
the  dust!  Where  is  the  Polish  nation 
itself?  Under  the  yoke  !  Such  were  the 
consequences  of  Representation  confined  to 
a  single  class !  Sir,  I  will  not  weary  the 
House  with  going  into  the  case  of  Spain, 
though  I  may  just  mention,  that  there, 
under  the  Cortes,  the  same  cause  will  be 
found  to  have  operated,  and  the  same  result 
to  have  followed.  But  I  do  think  that 
these  examples  should  make  us  pause.  We 
do  not  sufficiently  appreciate  the  difficulty 
—the  immense  difficulty — of  combining  at 
the  same  time  perfect  security  of  property 
with  perfect  freedom  of  action.  It  is  this 
combination  that  constitutes  a  really  good 
government.  Why,  then,  if  this  combina- 
tion could  be  really  effected  by  mere  paper 
enactments-— if  it  did  not  lean  on  long  pre- 
scription and  happy  accident  as  its  pillars, 
why  should  all  these  foreign  nations  have 
so  signally  failed  in  their  endeavours  to 
attain  it?-— and  why  should  we  hope  to 
succeed  better  than  they  did  in  their  trade 
of  constitution-mongering  ?  I  remember 
Montesquieu  observes,  that  an  old  law, 
even  if  bad,  may  often — such  is  the  valu« 
of  popular  habit  aod  rmentiatt^ht  pit^ 
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houses  and  4005  inhabitants,  two  Members, 
and  only  one  to  the  6>000  housesand  S6,000 
inhabitants  of  Bury  ?     Then,  again,  as  to 


ferable  to  a  new  one,  even  if  good.  Depend 
upon  it,  Sir,  that  a  new  law,  as  has  been 
truly  stated,  is  nothing  but  ink  and  parch- 
ment— it  has  no  hold  on  public  opinion; 

men  feel 

**  A  breath  may  make  it  as  a  breath  has  made  ;*' 
but  that  an  ancient  long- tried  institution, 
of  which  we  do  not  see  the  reason  [hear, 
hear] — yes,  Sir,  of  which  we  do  not  see 
the  reason,  but  of  which  we  feel  the  be- 
nefit— ^that  such  an  institution  is  the  best 
fitted  for  true,  and  rational,  and  lasting 
liberty !     But,  Sir,  I  am  well  aware  that, 
in  the  present  state  of  things,  we  cannot 
rest  entirely  on   ancient  prescription.     I 
only  say  that  we  should  rest  on  it  as  much 
as  possible.     I  am  well  aware,  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  Edward  L. 
Bulwer)  has  truly  stated,  that  there  must 
be  Isome  change — that  our  Representative 
system  must  be  enlarged.     So  fully  con- 
vinced am  I  of  this  necessity,  that  on  the 
Ist  of  March  last  I  was  fully  prepared,  if 
the   noble   Lord,   the    Paymaster   of    the 
Forces,  had  brought  forward  anything  in 
the  shape  of  what  1  thought  a  moderate, 
and,  still  more,  a  final  measure — I  was  fully 
prepared — I  should  have  cared  not  whether 
I  had  stood  alone,  or  acted  with  others — to 
have  given  that  measure  my  support.    Sir, 
I  would  even  have  gone  beyond  my  idea  of 
something  moderate,  had  I  seen  any  reason- 
able hope  of  something  final ;  for.  Sir,  mis- 
chievous as  I  think  any  violent  project  of 
Reform  would  be  in  its  attainment,  1  think 
it,  if  possible,  a  thousand  times  more  mis- 
chievous still  in  its  agitation.     Look  to  the 
state  in  which  that  agitation  has  brought 
the  country !     Can  any  man  look  to  the 
present  state  of  the  country  without  dismay? 
Can  any  man  deny  that  this  state  has  been 
mainly  brought  about  by  the  agitation  of 
Reform  ?     Sir,  under  such  circumstances, 
I  readily  admit  that  we  ought  to  make 
great  sacrifices — to  go  great  lengths — for 
the  sake  of  a  final  settlement.     But,  then. 
Sir,  that  settlement  must  be  final,  or  have 
a  fair  prospect  of  being  final — it  must  be  a 
peace,  not  a  truce.     And  here.  Sir,  lies  my 
next  great    objection  to  the    Ministerial 
measure — that  it  holds  out  no  prospect  at 
all  of  being  final.     It  rests  on  no  solid 
foundation,  and  only  abolishes  one  set  of 
anomalies  to   introduce  another  in  their 
place.     I  object  to  the  whole  principle  of 
proportion — I  object   to  schedule  B   and 
schedule  D.     How,  Sir,  can  we  reasonably 
hope  for  permanency  to  a  measure  which, 
proceeding  on  the  principle  of  proportion, 
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counties — the  Bill  attempts  to  establish  a 
sort  of  proportion  for  counties ;  yet  it  gives 
Yorkshire  six  Members  (two  to  each 
Riding)  while  it  leaves  two  to  Hunting- 
donshire, for  instance,  the  county  mention- 
ed by  my  noble  friend  this  evening,  al- 
though, on  any  principle  of  comparison  you 
please,  population,  houses,  taxes,  wealth,  or 
industry — the  real  proportion  between 
those  two  counties  is  not  as  two  to  six,  but 
as  two  to  twenty.  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
know  what  satisfactory  answer  can  be 
given — what  strong  position  of  defence  can 
be  assumed — when,  next  year,  the  Radicals 
come  down — and  come  down  they  will,  by 
their  own  avowal — and  with  this  Bill  in 
their  hands,  summon  us  to  strike  off  one  or 
both  Members  from  the  borough  of  Malton 
or  the  county  of  Huntingdon?  We  shall 
then  have  given  up  prescription,  and  not 
acquired  sound  reason  in  its  place.  Sir,  to 
this  it  is  usually  answered,  that  the  argu- 
ment comes  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  because  the  measure 
could  not  have  been  framed  so  as  to  meet 
this  objection,  without  making  it  much 
more  Radical  and  sweeping.  But,  Sir,  I 
say  it  could,  by  proceeding  on  a  different 
principle.  Why  adopt  the  principle  of  pro- 
portion at  all,  if  the  framers  of  the  Bill  are 
not  prepared  to  follow  it  up  to  its  fair  ex- 
tent ?  If  they  had  proceeded  on  a  different 
principle — ^if  they  had  but  looked  to  prac- 
tical grievance,  rather  than  theoretical 
anomaly — if  they  had  first  enfranchised  the 
large  towns,  and  then,  to  make  way  for 
this  increase,  had  struck  off  an  exactly 
equal  number  of  small  boroughs-^why 
then  they  might  have  expected  to  frame, 
not  only  a  moderate,  but  a  final  Reform. 
They  would  have  an  answer  ready  for  the 
Radicals,  when  they  ask  us  next  year  for  the 
surrender  of  Malton  or  of  Huntingdon.  On 
this  principle  we  might  then  say— you 
have  no  right  to  complain  of  disproportion ; 
we  never  proposed  to  establish  proportion. 
On  our  principle,  you  have  no  nght  to 
claim  any  further  disfranchisement,  unless 
you  are  prepared  first  to  shew  us  some 
large  constituency  actually  in  want  of 
Representation.  Such  would  be  our  answer 
then — but  what  can  be  our  answer 
now?  Then  again.  Sir,  why  denounce  all 
nomination  as  a  thing  to  be  utterly  rooted 
out?  How  can  it  be  utterly  rooted  out,  stop- 
ping short  of  the  American  rule-of- three? 
ObKive  bow  much  further  ttumjimrKU 


377 


Second 


{Dec,  16} 


Reading. 


378 


you  will  be  carried  by  tbe  very  principles  of 
your  Bill — ^by  the  very  arguments  of  its 
defenders.  It  is  easy  to  say  where  nomi- 
nation begins^  but  who  will  tell  me  where 
it  ends?  It  begins  at  Gatton  and 
Old  Sarum;  but  does  it  not^  in  some  cases, 
extend  even  to  cities  and  to  counties?  Is 
not;  or  was  not,  at  least,  the  city  of  Ches- 
ter under  complete  nomination?  What 
shall  we  say  of  one  Member  for  the  county 
of  Derby — of  both  for  the  county  of 
Westmorland?  Now,  Sir,  let  me  not  be 
misunderstood.  I  quite  admit  that,  under 
the  new  Bill,  nomination  will  exist  in 
only  a  few  cases — that  we  shall  keep  quite 
clear  of  what  I  may  think  the  benefits,  and 
of  what  others  may  think  the  evils  of  tbe 
system — ^but  I  am  now  speaking  as  to  the 
chance  of  this  measure  being  final;  and  I 
ask  how,  if  we  once  denounce  nomination 
as  an  abominable  nuisance  to  be  immedi- 
ately abated,  how  next  year  are  wc  to 
answer  the  Radicals  when  they  call  out 
for  the  still-untouched  Malton,  or  the  half- 
surrendered  Calne?  I,  therefore,  maintain 
that  this  measure  has  no  character  of  sta- 
bility about  it.  I  am  at  issue  on  this  point, 
as  on  many  others,  with  my  hon.  friend, 
the  Member  for  the  borough  I  last  men- 
tioned (Mr.  Macaulay),  whom  I  cannot 
mention  without  bearing  my  humble  tri- 
bute of  admiration  to  his  eloquence,  and 
who,  I  remember,  applied  himself,  in 
his  very  first  speech  this  year  in  March 
last,  to  prove  that  this  was  likely  to  be  a 
final  measure.  Sir,  I  admired  his  speech, 
but^  I  own  I  think  example  still  more  for- 
cible than  argument;  and  if  I  wanted  an 
answer  to  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend, 
I  could  find  it  in  his  own  example.  In 
that  first  speech  he  gave  it  as  one  of  his 
principal  reasons  for  approving  of  the  Bill, 
that  it  would  put  an  end  to  tbe  cry  for  the 
ballot — that  it  would  satisfy  the  people,  and 
induce  them  to  forbear  from  insisting  on 
that  most  mischievous  measure.  Now, 
Sir,  after  this  declaration,  what  was  my 
surprise  to  see  lately  an  address  to  the 
embryo-constituency  of  Leeds  signed 
"Thomas  Babinglon  Macaulay,"  stating 
the  writer  to  be  favourable  to  that  very 
ballot,  which,  in  supporting  the  Ministerial 
measure,  it  had  been  one  of  his  chief  ob- 
jects to  stifle  and  avert!  Sir,  I  do  not 
mention  this  as  any  taunt  of  inconsistency, 
but  I  derive  from  it  an  important  argu- 
ment, that  if  the  revolutionary  torrent  can 
really  carry  so  far  along  with  it  a  mind  so 
powerful  and  cultivated  as  that  of  my  hon. 
niend,  what  effect  will  it  not  hare  upon 


the  weak  and  uninformed?  Then,  again. 
Sir,  my  hon.  friend,  in  that,  his  first 
speech,  declared  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  never  have  anything  to  fear  from  its 
privileges, — which  were  complained  of  and 
aimed  at  by  none,  except,  indeed,  he  said, 
''some  crazy  Radical,  whom  the  boys  point 
at  as  he  walks  along  the  streets."  That, 
Sir,  was  in  my  hon.  friend's  first  speech 
for  Reform ;  and  let  me  request  the  House 
to  compare  it  with  his  last,  on  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  member  for  Devon- 
shire (Lord  Ebrington)  last  October — I 
will  not  quote  particular  passages, — I  will 
appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the  House — 
and  such  speeches  are  not  easily  forgotten 
— whether  that  last  speech  seemed  to  pro- 
ceed from  the  same  man  as  from  the  first? 
Whether  it  was  not,  from  beginning  to  end, 
one  bitter  philippic  against  the  House  of 
Lords? — whether  it  did  not  rather  seem 
to  emanate  from  that  very  Radical  whom 
the  imagination  of  my  hon.  friend  had 
just  before  conjured  up  as  an  object  of  con* 
tempt  and  abhorrence.  Sir,  I  shall  now 
conclude  the  observations  with  which  I 
have  troubled  the  House,  I  fear,  at  too 
great  length.  I  shall  only  say,  that  if  the 
people  should  still  continue  in  their  present 
delusion — and  I  believe  it  to  be  a  most 
fatal  and  complete  delusion — a  blindness 
as  grievous  as  Providence  ever  inflicted  on 
a  guilty  nation,  I  shall  respectfully  bow  to 
the  public  opinion,  but  I  shall  not  swerve 
from  my  own.  If  this  should  be  the  last 
Parliament  in  which  I  shall  ever  sit— if 
these  should  be  the  last  words  I  shall 
ever  address  to  you,  I  shall  feel  proud 
to  the  last  moment  of  my  life  of  hav- 
ing sat  in  an  assembly  which  I  revere 
so  much  more  highly  than  its  probable 
successor,  and  of  having  raised  my  voice, 
however  feebly,  in  support  of  principles 
which  I  have  deliberately  chosen  and  shall 
stedfastly  maintain. 

Mr.  Macaulay :  I  can  assure  my  noble 
friend,  for  whom  I  entertain  sentiments  of 
respect  and  kindness,  which  no  political 
difference  will,  I  trust,  ever  dbturb,  that 
his  remarks  have  given  me  no  pain,  ex- 
cept, indeed,  the  pain  which  I  feel  at  being 
compelled  to  say  a  few  words  about  myself. 
Those  words  shall  be  very  few.  I  know 
how  unpopular  egotism  is  in  this  House. 
My  noble  friend  says,  that,  in  the  debates 
of  last  March,  I  declared  myself  opposed  to 
the  ballot,  and  that  I  have  since  recanted, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  myself  popular 
with  the  inhabitants  of  I^eds.  My  noble 
fiiend  ia  altogether  mistakni,     1   never 
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taid^  in  any  debate^  that  I  was  opposed  to 
the  ballot.  The  word  ballot  never  passed 
mj  lips  within  this  House.  I  observed 
strict  silence  respecting  it  on  two  accounts : 
in  the  first  place,  because  my  own  opinions 
were^  till  very  lately,  undecided ;  in  the 
second  place,  because  I  knew  that  the 
agitation  of  that  question,  a  question  of 
which  the  importance  appears  to  me  to  be 
greatly  over-rated,  would  divide  those  on 
whose  firm  and  cordial  union  the  safety  of 
the  empire  depends.  My  noble  friend  has 
taken  this  opportunity  of  replying  to  a 
speech  which  I  made  last  October.  The 
doctrines  which  I  then  laid  down  were,  ac« 
cording  to  him,  most  intemperate  and  dan- 
gerous. Now,  Sir,  it  happens  curiously 
enough,  that  my  noble  friend  has  himself 
asserted,  in  his  speech  of  this  night,  those 
very  doctrines,  in  language  so  nearly  re- 
sembling mine,  that  I  might  fairly  accuse 
him  of  plagiarism.  I  said,  that  laws  have 
no  force  in  themselves,  and  that,  unless 
supported  by  public  opinion,  they  are  a 
mere  dead  letter.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  exactly  the  same  thing  to-night. 
"  Keep  your  old  Constitution"  is  his  argu- 
ment ;  "  for  whatever  may  be  its  defects 
in  theory,  it  has  more  of  the  public  venera- 
tion than  your  new  Constitution  will  have ; 
and  no  laws  can  be  efficient,  unless  they 
have  the  public  veneration."  I  said,  that 
statutes  are  in  themselves  only  wax  and 
parchment,  and  I  was  called  an  incendiary  by 
the  Opposition.  The  noble  Lord  has  said 
to-night,  that  statutes  in  themselves  are 
only  ink  and  parchment ;  and  those  very 
persons  who  reviled  me,  have  enthusiasti- 
cally cheered  him.  It  is,  evidently,  not 
from  the  principle  which  I  laid  down,  but 
from  the  application  of  the  principle  that 
they  dissent.  But,  Sir,  it  is  time  that  I 
should  address  myself  to  the  momentous 
question  before  us.  I  shall  certainly  give 
ray  best  support  to  this  Bill  through  all  its 
staffes ;  and  in  so  doing,  I  conceive  that  1 
shall  act  in  strict  conformitv  with  the  reso- 
lution  by  which  this  House,  towards  the 
close  of  the  late  Session,  declared  its  un- 
abated attachment  to  the  principles  and  to 
the  leading  provisions  of  the  first  Reform 
Bill.  All  those  principles,  all  those  lead- 
ing provisions,  I  find  in  the  present  mea- 
sure. In  the  details  there  are,  undoubtedly, 
considerable  alterations.  Most  of  the  al- 
terations appear  to  me  to  be  improvements ; 
and  even  those  alterations  which  I  cannot 
consider  as  being  in  themselves  improve- 
ments, will  yet  be  most  useful,  if  their 
effect  shall  be  to  conciliate  opponents,  and 


to  facilitate  the  adjustment  of  a  aaestion 
which,  for  the  sake  of  order,  for  the  sake 
of  peace,  for  the  sake  of  trade,  ought  to  be 
not  only  satisfactorily,  but  speedily  settled. 
We  have  been  told.  Sir,  that,  if  we  pro- 
nounce this  Bill  to  be  a  better  Bill  than 
the  last,  we  recant  all  the  doctrines  which 
we  maintained  during  the  last  Session  ;  we 
sing  our  palinode ;  we  allow  that  we  have 
had  a  great  escape ;  we  allow  that  our  own 
conduct  was  deserving  of  censure ;  we  allow 
that  the  party  which  was  the  minority  in  this 
House,  and,  most  unhappily  for  the  country, 
the  majority  in  the  other  House,  has  saved 
the  country  from  a  great  calamity.  Sir, 
even  if  this  charge  were  well-founded, 
there  are  those  who  should  hare  been  pre- 
vented by  prudence,  if  not  by  magnanimity, 
from  bringing  it  forward.  I  remember  aa 
Opposition  which  took  a  very  different 
course.  I  remember  an  Opposition  which, 
while  excluded  from  power,  taught  all  its 
doctrines  to  the  Government ;  which,  af^ 
labouring  long,  and  sacrificing  much,  in 
order  to  effect  improvements  in  various  parts 
of  our  system,  saw  the  honour  of  those  im* 
provements  appropriated  by  others.  But 
the  members  of  that  Opposition  had,  I 
believe,  a  sincere  desire  to  promote  the 
public  good.  They,  therefore,  raised  no 
shout  of  triumph  over  the  recantations  of 
their  neophytes.  They  rejoiced,  but  with 
no  ungenerous  joy,  when  their  principles  of 
trade,  of  jurisprudence,  of  foreign  policy,  of 
religious  liberty,  became  the  principles  of 
the  Administration.  They  were  content 
that  he  who  came  into  fellowship  with 
them  at  the  eleventh  hour  should  hare  a 
far  larger  share  of  the  reward  than  those 
who  had  borne  the  burthen  and  heat  of  the 
day.  In  the  year  1828,  a  single  division  in 
this  House  changed  the  whole  policy  of 
the  Government  with  repect  to  the  Test 
and  Corporation  Acts.  My  noble  friend, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  then  sat 
where  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Tamworth,  now  sits.  I  do  not  remem^ 
ber  that  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  an- 
nounced his  change  of  purpose,  my  noble 
friend  sprang  up  to  talk  about  pidinodes, 
to  magnify  the  wisdom  and  virtue  of  the 
Whigs,  and  to  sneer  at  his  new  coadjutors. 
Indeed,  I  am  not  sure  that  the  members  of 
the  late  Opposition  did  not  carry  their  in- 
dulgence too  far — that  they  did  not  too 
easily  suffer  the  fame  of  Grattan  and  Ro- 
milly  to  be  transferred  to  less  deserving 
claimants — that  they  were  not  too  ready, 
in  the  joy  with  which  they  welcomed  the 
tardy  and  oonrenient  repentance  of  thdr 
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oonvertf,  to  grant  a  general  amnesty  for 
the  errors  or  the  insincerity  of  years.  If 
it  were  true  that  we  had  recanted,  this 
ought  not  to  he  made  matter  of  charge 
against  us  hy  men  whom  posterity  will  re- 
memher  hy  nothing  hut  recantations.  But^ 
in  truths  we  recant  nothing — we  have 
nothing  to  recant. — We  support  this  Bill — 
we  may  possihly  think  it  a  better  Bill  than 
that  which  preceded  it.  But  are  we  there- 
fore  hound  to  admit  that  we  were  in  the 
wrong — that  the  Opposition  was  in  the 
right — that  the  House  of  Lords  has  con- 
ferred a  great  benefit  on  the  nation?  We 
saw — who  did  not  see— great  defects  in  the 
first  Bill }  But  did  we  see  nothing  else  ? 
Is  delay  no  evil }  Is  prolonged  excitement 
no  evil  ?  Is  it  no  evil  that  the  heart  c^  a 
ffreat  people  should  be  made  sick  by  de- 
ferred hope  ?  We  allow  that  many  of  the 
changes  which  have  been  made  are  im- 
provements. But  we  think  that  it  would 
nave  been  far  better  for  the  country  to 
have  had  the  last  Bill^  with  all  its  defects^ 
than  the  present  Bill^  with  all  its  improve- 
ments. Second  thoughts  are  proverbially 
the  best,  but  there  are  emergencies  which 
do  not  admit  of  second  thoughts.  There 
probably  never  was  a  law  which  might  not 
nave  been  amended  by  delay.  But  there 
have  been  many  cases  in  which  there  would 
have  been  more  mischief  in  the  delay,  than 
benefit  in  the  amendments.  The  first  Bill, 
however  inferior  it  may  have  been  in  its 
details  to  the  present  Bill,  was  yet  herein 
far  superior  to  the  present  Bill — that  it  was 
the  first.  If  the  first  Bill  had  passed,  it 
would,  I  firmly  believe,  have  produced  a 
complete  reconciliation  between  the  aris- 
tocracy and  the  people.  It  is  my  earnest 
wish  and  prayer  that  the  present  Bill  may 
produce  this  blessed  effect ;  but  I  cannot 
say,  that  my  hopes  are  so  sanguine  as  they 
were  at  the  beginning  of  the  last  Session. 
The  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  has, 
I  fear,  excited  in  the  public  mind  feel- 
ings of  resentment  which  will  not  soon  be 
allayed.  What,  then,  it  is  said,  would 
you  legislate  in  haste  ?  Would  you  legblate 
in  times  of  great  excitement  concerning 
matters  of  such  deep  concern  ?  Yes,  Sir,  I 
would :  and  if  any  bad  consequences  should 
follow  from  the  haste  and  the  excitement, 
let  those  be  held  answerable  who,  when 
there  was  no  need  of  haste,  when  there 
existed  no  excitement,  refused  to  listen  to 
any  project  of  Reform — ^nay,  who  made  it 
an  argument  against  Reform,  that  the  pub- 
lic mind  was  not  excited.  When  few  meet- 
isgi  wext  held,  when  few  petitioni  wen 


sent  up  to  us,  these  politicians  said,  ''Would 
you  uter  a  Constitution  with  which  the 
people  are  perfectly  satisfied  ?"  And  now, 
when  the  kingdom  from  one  end  to 
the  other  is  convulsed  by  the  question  of 
Reform,  we  hear  it  said  by  the  very  same 
persons,  "  Would  you  alter  the  Representa- 
tive system  in  such  agitated  times  as 
these }"  Half  the  logic  of  misgovernment 
lies  in  this  one  sophistical  dilemma  :-*If 
the  people  are  turbulent,  they  are  unfit  for 
liberty:  if  they  are  quiet,  they  do  not 
want  liberty.  I  allow,  that  hasty  legisla- 
tion is  an  evil.  I  allow  that  there  are 
great  objections  to  legislating  in  troubled 
times.  But  Reformers  are  compelled  to 
legislate  fast,  because  bigots  will  not 
legislate  early.  Reformers  are  compelled 
to  legislate  in  times  of  excitement,  because 
biffots  will  not  legislate  in  times  of  tran- 
quillity. If,  ten  years  ago — ^nay,  if  only 
two  years  ago,  there  had  been  at  the  head 
of  affidrs,  men  who  understood  the  signs  of 
the  times  and  the  temper  of  the  nation,  we 
should  not  have  been  forced  to  hurry  now. 
If  we  cannot  take  our  time,  it  is  because 
we  have  to  make  up  their  lost  time.  If 
they  had  reformed  gradually,  we  might 
have  reformed  gradually ;  but  we  are  com- 
pelled to  move  fast,  because  they  would 
not  move  at  all.  Though  I  admit.  Sir, 
that  this  Bill  is  in  its  details  superior  to 
the  former  Bill,  I  must  say,  that  the  best 
parts  of  this  Bill — those  parts  for  the  sake 
of  which  principally  I  support  it — those 
parts  for  the  sake  of  whicli  I  would  sup- 
port it,  however  imperfect  its  details  might 
be,  are  parts  which  it  has  in  common  with 
the  former  Bill.  It  destroys  nomination ; 
it  admits  the  great  body  of  the  middle 
orders  to  a  share  in  the  government ;  and 
it  contains  provisions  which  will,  as  I  con- 
ceive, greatly  diminish  the  expense  of  elec- 
tions. Touching  the  expense  of  elections, 
I  will  say  a  few  words,  because  that  part  of 
the  subject  has  not,  I  think,  received  so  much 
attention  as  it  deserves.  Whenever  the  no- 
mination boroughs  are  attacked,  the  oppo- 
nents of  Reform  produce  a  long  list  of  emi- 
nent men  who  have  sat  for  those  boroughs, 
and  who,  they  tell  us,  would  never  have 
taken  any  part  in  public  affairs  but  for  those 
boroughs.  Now,  Sir,  I  suppose  no  person 
will  maintain  that  a  large  constituent  body 
is  likely  to  prefer  ignorant  and  incapable 
men,  to  men  of  information  and  ability? 
Whatever  objections  there  may  he  to  de- 
mocratic institutions,  it  was  never,  I 
believe,  doubted  that  those  institutions  are 
fiiTOurahle  to  the  development  of  taleata. 
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We  may  prefer  the  constitution  of  Sparta 
to  that  of  Athens,  or  the  constitution  of 
Venice  to  that  of  Florence,  but  no  person 
will  deny  that  Athens  produced  more  great 
men  than  Sparta,  or  that  Florence  produced 
more  great  men  than  Venice.  But  to  come 
nearer  home:  the  five  largest  English  towns 
which  now  have  the  right  of  returning  two 
Members  each  by  popular  election,  are  West- 
minster, South  war  k,  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and 
Norwich.  Now  let  us  see  what  Members 
those  places  have  sent  to  Parliament. 
I  will  not  speak  of  the  living,  though 
among  the  living  are  some  of  the  most 
distinguished  ornaments  of  the  House.  I 
will  confine  myself  to  the  dead.  Among 
many  respectable  and  useful  Members  of 
Parliament,  whom  these  towns  have  re- 
turned, during  the  last  half  century,  I  find 
Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Fox,  Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr. 
Windham,  Mr.  Tierney,  Sir  Samuel  Romilly, 
Mr.  Canning,  Mr.  Huskisson.  These  were 
eight  of  the  most  illustrious  parliamentary 
leaders  of  the  generation  which  is  pass- 
ing away  from  the  world.  Mr.  Pitt  was, 
perhaps,  the  only  |jerson  worthy  to  make  a 
ninth  with  them.  It  is,  surely,  a  remark- 
able circumstance  that,  of  the  nine  most 
distinguished  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  have  died  within  the  last 
forty  years,  eight  should  have  been  return- 
ed to  Parliament  by  the  five  largest  repre- 
sented towns.  I  am,  therefore,  warranted 
in  saying,  that  great  constituent  bodies  are 
quite  as  competent  to  discern  merit,  and 
quite  as  much  disposed  to  reward  merit,  as 
the  proprietors  of  boroughs.  It  is  true 
that  some  of  the  distinguished  statesmen 
whom  I  have  mentioned  would  never  have 
been  known  to  large  constituent  bodies  if 
they  had  not  first  sate  for  nomination 
boroughs.  But,  why  is  this?  Simply, 
because  the  expense  of  contesting  popular 
places,  under  the  present  system,  is  ruin- 
ously great.  A  poor  man  cannot  defray  it ; 
an  untried  man  cannot  expect  his  consti- 
tuents to  defray  it  for  him.  And  this  is 
the  way  in  which  our  Representative  system 
is  defended.  Corruption  vouches  corrup- 
tion. Every  abuse  is  made  the  plea  for 
another  abuse.  We  must  have  nomination 
at  Gatton,  because  we  have  profusion  at 
Liverpool.  Sir,  these  arguments  convince 
me,  not  that  no  Reform  is  required,  but 
that  a  very  deep  and  searching  Reform  is 
required.  If  two  evils  serve  in  some  re- 
spects to  counterbalance  each  other,  this  is 
a  reason,  not  for  keeping  both,  but  for 
getting  rid  of  both  tc^ther.  At  present 
you   dose  against   men  of  talents  that 


broad^  that  noble  entrance  which  bekmgtto 
them,  and  which  ought  to  stand  wide  open 
to  them;  and  in  exchange  you  open  to 
them  a  bye-entrance— low  and  narrow — al- 
ways obscure — often  filthy — through  which, 
too  often,  they  can  pass  only  by  crawling 
on  their  hands  and  knees,  and  from  which 
they  too  often  emerge  sullied  with  stains 
never  to  be  washed  away.  But  take  the 
most  favourable  case.  Suppose  that  the 
Member  who  sits  for  a  nomination  borough, 
owes  his  seat  to  a  man  of  virtue  and  honour, 
to  a  man  whose  service  is  perfect  freedom, 
to  a  man  who  would  think  himself  degraded 
by  any  proof  of  gratitude  which  might  de- 
grade his  nominee.  Yet,  is  it  nothing 
that  he  comes  into  this  House  wearing  the 
badge,  though  not  feeling  the  chain  of  ser- 
vitude? ]m  it  nothing  that  he  cannot 
speak  of  his  independence  without  exciting 
a  smile?  Is  it  nothing  that  he  is  consider- 
ed, not  as  a  Representative,  but  asanadven- 
turer?  This  is  what  your  system  does  for 
men  of  genius.  It  admits  them  to  politi- 
cal power,  not  as,  under  better  institutions, 
they  would  be  admitted  to  power,  erect- 
independent — unsullied — but  by  means 
which  corrupt  the  virtue  of  many,  and  in 
some  degree  diminish  the  authority  of  all. 
Could  any  system  be  devised,  better  fitted 
to  pervert  the  principles  and  break  the  spirit 
of  men  formed  to  be  the  glory  of  their 
countrv?  And,  can  we  mention  no  in- 
stance  in  which  this  system  lias  made  such 
men  useless,  or  worse  than  useless,  to  the 
country  of  which  their  talents  were  the 
ornament,  and  might,  under  happier  circum- 
stances, have  been  the  salvation?  Ariel'— 
the  beautiful  and  kindly  Ariel,  doing  the 
bidding  of  the  loathsome  and  malignant 
Sycorax,  is  but  a  faint  type  of  genius  en- 
slaved by  the  spells,  and  employed  in  the 
drudgery,  of  corruption — 

"  A  ffpliit  too  delicate 
"  To  act  those  c.irtliy  and  nbhorred  comnuuidi," 

We  cannot  do  a  greater  service  to  men 
of  real  ilierit,  than  by  destroying  that 
system  which  has  been  called  their 
refuge — which  is  their  house  of  bond- 
age ;  by  taking  from  them  the  patronage 
of  the  great,  and  giving  to  them  in  its  stead 
the  respect  and  confidence  of  the  people. 
The  Bill  now  before  us  will,  I  believe,  pro- 
ducc  that  happy  effect.  It  facilitates  the 
canvass;  it  reduces  the  expense  of  legal 
agency ;  it  shortens  the  poll ;  above  all,  it 
disfranchises  the  out- voters.  It  is  not  easy 
to  calculate  the  precise  extent  to  which 
these  changes  will  diminish  the  ooet  of 
elections.    I  have  attempted,  however,  to 
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obtain  some  infonnation  on  this  subject.  I 
have  applied  to  a  gentleman  of  great  expe- 
rience in  afiairs  of  this  Idnd — a  gentleman 
who,  at  the  three  last  general  elections^ 
managed  the  finances  of  me  popular  party 
in  one  of  the  largest  boroughs  in  the  lung- 
dom.  He  tells  me>  that  at  the  genend 
election  of  1826,  when  the  borough  was 
contested,  the  expenses  of  the  popular 
candidate  amounted  to  18,000/. ;  and 
that,  by  the  best  estimate  which  can 
now  be  made,  the  borough  may,  under 
the  reformed  system,  be  as  effectually 
contested  for  one-tenth  part  of  that 
sum.  In  the  new  constituent  bodies  there 
are  no  ancient  rights  reserved.  In  those 
bodies,  therefore,  the  expense  of  an  election 
will  be  still  smaller.  I  firmly  believe,  that 
it  will  be  possible  to  poll  out  Manchester 
for  less  than  the  market  price  of  Old  Sa- 
rum.  Sir,  I  have,  from  the  beginning 
of  these  discussions,  supported  Rerorm  on 
two  grounds,  first,  because  I  believe  it  to 
be  in  itself  a  good  thing— and  secondly,  be- 
cause I  think  the  dangers  of  withholding  it 
to  be  so  great,  that  even  if  it  were  an  evil, 
it  would  be  the  less  of  two  evils.  The 
dangers  of  the  country  have  in  no  wise 
diminished.  I  believe  that  they  have 
greatly  increased.  It  is,  I  fear,  impossible 
to  deny,  that  what  has  happened  with  re- 
spect to  almost  every  great  question  that 
ever  divided  mankind  has  happened  also 
with  respect  to  the  Reform  Bill.  Wherever 
gpreat  interests  are  at  stake  there  will  be 
much  excitement,  and  wherever  there  is 
much  excitement  there  will  be  some  extra- 
vagance. The  same  great  stirring  of  the 
human  mind  which  produced  the  Reforma- 
tion produced  also  the  follies  and  crimes  of 
the  Anabaptists.  The  same  spirit  which 
resisted  the  Ship-money,  and  abolished  the 
Star-chamber,  produced  the  Levellers  and 
the  Fifth-monaj^y-men.  And  so,  it  can- 
not be  denied  that  bad  men,  availing  them- 
selves of  the  agitation  produced  by  the 
question  of  Reform,  have  promulgated,  and 
promulgated  with  some  success,  doctrines 
incompatible  with  the  existence — I  do  not 
say  of  monarchy,  or  of  aristocracy — ^but  of 
all  law,  of  all  order,  of  all  ^perty,  of  all 
civilization,  of  all  that  makes  us  to  differ 
from  Mohawks  or  Hottentots.  I  bring  no 
accusation  against  that  portion  of  the  work- 
ing classes  which  has  been  imposed  upon 
by  these  doctrines.  Those  persons  are 
what  their  situation  has  made  them — ^igno- 
rant from  want  of  leisure-^irritable  from 
the  sense  of  distress.  That  they  should  be 
deluded  by  impudent  assertions,  and  gross 
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sophisms— 'that,  suffering  cruel  privations, 
they  should  give  ready  credence  to  pro- 
mises of  relidf — that,  never  havine  inves- 
tigated the  nature  and  operation  of  govern- 
ment, they  should  expect  impossibilities 
from  it,  and  should  reproach  it  for  not  per- 
forming impossibilities — all  this  is  perfectly 
natural.  No  errors  which  they  may  com- 
mit, ought  ever  to  make  us  forget  that  it  is 
in  all  probability  owing  solely  to  the  acci- 
dent of  our  situation  that  we  have  not 
fallen  into  errors  precisely  similar.  There 
are  few  of  us  who  do  not  know  from  ex- 
perience, that,  even  with  all  our  advantages 
of  education,  pain  and  sorrow  can  make  us 
very  querulous,  and  very  unreasonable. 
We  ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  surprised 
that,  as  the  Scotch  proverb  says,  ^'it  diould 
be  ill  talking  between  a  full  man  and  a 
fasting;"  that  the  logic  of  the  rich  man 
who  vindicates  the  rights  of  property, 
should  seem  very  inconclusive  to  the  poor 
man  who  hears  his  children  cry  for  bread. 
I  bring,  I  say,  no  accusation  acainst  the 
working  classes.  I  would  withhold  from 
them  nothing  which  it  might  be  for  their 
good  to  possess.  I  see  with  pleasure  that, 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
most  industrious  and  respectable  of  our 
labourers  will  be  admitted  to  a  share 
in  the  government  of  the  State.  If  I 
would  refuse  to  the  working  people  that 
larger  share  of  power  which  some  of  them 
have  demanded,  I  would  refuse  it,  because 
I  am  convinced  that,  by  giving  it,  I  should 
only  increase  their  distress.  I  admit  that 
the  end  of  government  is  their  happiness. 
But,  that  tney  may  be  governed  for  their 
happiness,  they  must  not  be  governed  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  whidi  they  have 
learned  from  their  illiterate,  incapable, 
low-minded  flatterers.  But,  Sir,  the  fact 
that  such  doctrines  have  been  promulgated 
among  the  multitude  is  a  strong  argument 
for  a  speedy  and  effectual  Reform.  That 
government  is  attacked  is  a  reason  for 
making  the  foundations  of  government 
broader,  and  deeper,  and  more  solid.  That 
property  is  attacked,  is  a  reason  for  binding 
together  all  proprietors  in  the  firmest  union* 
That  the  agitation  of  the  question  of  Reform 
has  enabled  worthless  demagogues  to  propa- 
gate their  notions  with  some  success,  is  a 
reason  for  speedily  settling  the  question  in 
theonly  way  in  which  it  can  be  settled.  It  is 
difficult.  Sir,  to  conceive  any  spectacle  more 
alarming  than  that  which  presents  itself  to 
us,  when  we  look  at  the  two  extreme 
parties  in  this  country — a  narrow  oligarchy 
above^-an  infuriated  multitude  belowj- 
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the  one  nde  the  vices  engendered  by  power; 
on  the  other  side  the   vices  engendered 
by  distress ;  the  one  party  blindly  averse 
to  improvement,  the  other  party  blindly 
clamouring  for  destruction — the  one  party 
ascribing  to  political  abuses  the  sanctity  of 
property,  the  other  party  crying  out  against 
proper^  as  a  political  abuse.     Both  these 
parties  are  alike  ignorant  of  their  true  in- 
terest.    God  forbid  that  the  State  should 
ever  be  at  the  mercy  of  either,  or  should 
ever  experience  the  calamities  which  must 
result  from  a  collision  between  them  !      I 
anticipate  no  such  horrible  event.     For, 
between  those  two  parties  stands  a  third 
party,  infinitely  more  powerful  than  both 
the  others  put  together,  attacked  by  both, 
vilified  by  both,  but  destined,  I  trust,  to 
save  both  from  the  fatal  effects  of  their  own 
folly.      To  that  party  I  have  never  ceased, 
through  all  the  vipissitudes  of  public  affairs, 
to  loME  with  confidence,  f^id  with  a  ffood 
hone.     I  speak  of  that  great  party  wliich 
xealously  and  steadily  supported  the  first 
iteform  Bill,  and  which  will,  I  have  no 
doubt,  support  the  second  Reform  Bill  with 
equal  st^ildiness,  and  equal  zeal.      That 
party  is  the  middle  class  of  England,  with 
the  flower  of  the  aristocracy  ut  its  head, 
and  the    flower  of   the    working  classes 
bringing  up  its  rear.     That  great  party 
has  taken  its  immovable  stand  between  the 
enemies  of  all  order,  and  the  enemies  of  all 
liberty.     It  will  have  Reform :  it  will  not 
have  Revolution :  it  will  destroy  i>olitical 
abuses — ^it  will  not  suflTer  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty to  bo  assailed — it  will  preserve,  in 
spite  of  themselves,  those  who  are  assailing 
it,  from  the  right  and  from  the  left,  with 
contradictory  accusations — it    will    be    a 
daysman  between  them  —  it  will  lay  its 
hand  upon  them  both — it  will  not  suffer 
them  to  tear  each  other  in  pieces.     While 
that  great  party  continues  unbroken,  as  it 
now  is  unbroken,  I  shall  not  relinquish  the 
hope  that  this  great  contest  may  be  con- 
ducted, by  lawful  mean»,  to  a  happy  termi- 
nation.    But,  of  this  I  am  assured,  that, 
)>y  means,  lawful  or  unlawful,  to  a  termin- 
ation, hi^py  or  unhappy,  this  contest  must 
s^dily  come.     All  that  I  know  of  the 
history  of  past  times — all  the  observations 
diat  I  have  been  able  to  make  on  the  present 
state  of  the  country — have  convinced  me, 
that  the  time  has  arrived,  when  a  great 
concession  must  be  made  to  the  democracy 
of  England— -that  the  question,  whether 
the  change  be  in  itself  good  or  bad,  has 
become  a  question  of  secondary  importance 
— that,  good  or  bad,  the  tiling  must  be 


done — t)iat  a  law  as  stnng  as  tlie  laws  of 
attraction  «nd  motum  fa^  dtaeeA  it.     I 
well  know  that  histoiy,  when  we  loek  at 
it  in  small  portions,  may  be  so  Gonstniedas 
to  mean  any  thing — that  it  may  be  intar* 
preted  in  as  many  ways  as  a  Delphic  onde. 
"  The  French  Revolution,"  says  one  expo- 
sitor, ''  was  the  efiect  of  concession."  "  Not 
so,"  cries  another,  "  the  Frendi  Revdiutun 
was  produced  by  the  obstinacy  of  an  8r« 
bitrary  government."      f^  If  the   French 
nobles,"  says  the  first,  ''  had  reiijsed  to  sit 
with  the  tiers  dtat,  they  would  never  have 
been  driven  from  their  country."    ^'  They 
would  never  have  been  driven  from  their 
country,"  answers  the  other,  '^  if  they  had 
agreed  to  the  reforms  proposed  by  M.  Tur« 
got.      These  controversies  can  never  be 
brought  to  any  decisive  test,  or  tq  any  satis- 
factory conclusion.    But,  as  I  believe  that 
history,  when  we  look  at  it  in  small  fn«- 
ments,  proves  any  thing,  or  nothing,  so  I 
believe  that  it  is  full  of  useful  and  pte- 
cious  instruction  when  we  contempbte  it 
in  large  portions — when  we  take  in,  at 
one  view,  the  whole  life-time  of  mat 
societies.     I  believe  that  it  ispossiDie  to 
obtain  some  insight  into  the  law  which 
regulates  the  growth  of  communities,  and 
some  knowledge  of  the  eflTects  which  that 
growth  produces.     The  history  of  England 
in  particular,  is  the  history  of  a  govera- 
mcut  constantly  giving  way — sometimes 
peaceably,  sometimes  after  a  violent  struggle 
— but    constantly    giving   way   before   a 
nation  which  has  been  constantly  advanc- 
ing.    The  forest-laws — the  law  of  villen- 
age — the  oppressive  power  of  the  Ronian 
Catholic  Church — the  power,  scarcely  less 
oppressive,  which,  for  some  time  af^er  the 
Reformation,  was  exercised  by  the  Protest- 
ant Establishment — the  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown— the  ^censorship  of   the   Press— 
successively  yielded.     Ilie  abuses  of  the 
Re])resentative  system  are  now   yielding 
to  the  same  irresistible  force*     It  was  im- 
possible for  the  Stuarts — audit  would  have 
been  impossible  for  them  if  they  had  pos- 
sessed all  the  ener^  of  Richelieu,  and  all 
the  craft  of  Masann, — to  govern  Englapd 
as  it  had  been  governed  by  the  Tudon. 
It  was  impossible  for  the  princes  of  the 
House  of  Hanover  to  govern  England  as  it 
had  been  governed  by  the  Stuarts.     And 
so  it  is  impossible  that  England  should  be 
any  longer  govenied  as  it  was  governed 
under  the  four  first  princes  of  the  House 
of  Hanover.     I  say  impossible.     I  believe 
that  over  the  great  changes  of  the  moral 
world  we  iK)sses9  as  little  power  ^m  over  the 
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great  changes  of  the  phyneal  worUL  We 
can  no  more  prevent  time  from  dianging 
the  diitribution  of  property  and  of  intelli- 
gence-*-we  can  no  more  prevent  property 
and  intelligence  from  aspirine  to  poUtieal 
power — than  we  can  change  the  courses  of 
the  seasons  and  of  the  tides.  In  peace  or 
in  tumult— by  means  of  old  institutions^ 
where  those  institutions  are  flexible — over 
the  ruins  of  old  institutions,  where  those 
institutions  oppose  an  unbending  resistance, 
the  great  march  of  society  proceeds^  and 
must  proceed.  The  feeble  efforts  of  indi- 
viduals to  bear  bach  are  lost  and  swept 
away  in  the  mighty  rush  with  which  the 
species  goes  onward.  Those  who  appear 
to  lead  the  movement  are,  in  fact^  only 
whirled  along  before  it  3  those  who  attempt 
to  resist  it,  are  beaten  down  and  crushed 
beneath  it.  It  is  because  rulers  do  not 
pay  sufficient  attention  to  the  stages  of 
this  great  movement — ^because  they  under* 
rate  its  foroe^-beoause  they  are  ignorant 
of  its  law,  that  so  many  violent  and  fear« 
M  (evolutions  have  changed  the  face  of 
society.  We  have  heard  it  said  a  hundred 
times  during  these  discussions — we  have 
heard  it  said  repeatedly,  in  the  course  of 
this  very  debate,  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land are  more  free  than  ever  they  were — 
that  the  Government  is  more  democratic 
than  ever  it  was ;  and  this  is  urged  as  an 
argument  against  Reform.  I  admit  the  fact ; 
hut  I  deny  the  inference.  It  is  a  principle 
never  to  be  forgotten,  in  discussions  like 
this,  that  it  is  not  by  absolute,  but  by  re- 
lative misgovemmentthatnationsareroused 
to  madness.  It  is  not  sufficient  to  look 
merely  at  the  form  of  government.  We 
must  look  also  to  tlie  state  of  the  public 
mind.  The  worst  tyrant  that  ever  had  his 
neck  wrung  in  modem  Europe  might  have 
passed  for  a  paragon  of  clemency  in  Persia 
or  Morocco.  Our  Indian  subjects  sub- 
mit patiently  to  a  monopoly  of  salt.  We 
tried  a  stamp-duty — a  duty  so  light  as  to 
be  searoaly  perceptible — on  the  fierce  breed  of 
the  old  Puritans ;  and  we  lost  an  empire. 
The  government  of  Louis  1 6th  was  certainly 
a  much  better  and  milder  government  than 
that  of  Louis  14th;  yet  Louis  14th  was 
admired,  and  even  loved,  by  his  people. 
Louis  16th  died  on  the  scaffold.  Why  ? 
Because,  though  the  government  had  made 
many  steps  in  the  career  of  improvement, 
it  had  not  advanced  so  rapidly  as  the 
nation.  Look  at  our  own  history.  The 
Uborties  of  the  people  were  at  least  as  much 
raspected  by  Charles  1st,  as  by  Henry  8th 
^miy  Jamet  %ui,  as  by  Edward  6th.    But 


did  this  save  the  crown  of  James  2nd? 
Did  this  save  the  head  of  Charles  Ist.^ 
Every  person  who  knows  the  history  of 
our  civil  dissentions,  knows  that  all  those 
arguments  which  are  now  employed  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Reform  Bill^  might  have 
been  employed^  and  were  actually  employed, 
by  the  unfortunate  Stuarts.  The  reason- 
ing of  Charles,  and  of  all  his  apologists, 
runs  thus : — '*  What  new  grievance  does 
the  nation  suffer  ?  What  has  the  King  done 
more  than  what  Henry  did — more  than 
what  Elizabeth. did  ?  Did  the  people  ever 
enjoy  more  freedom  than  at  present- 
did  they  ever  enjoy  so  much  freedom?" 
But  what  would  a  wise  and  honest  coun- 
selloiw— if  Charles  had  been  so  happy  as  to 
possess  such  a  counsellor — have  replied  to 
arguments  like  these?  He  would  have 
•aid,  "  Sir,  I  acknowledge  that  the  people 
were  never  more  free  than  under  your 
government.  I  acknowledee  that  thosa 
who  talk  of  restoring  the  old  Constitution 
of  England  use  an  improper  expression.  I 
acknowledge  that  there  has  been  a  con- 
stant improvement  during  those  very  years, 
in  which  many  persons  imaeine  that  there 
has  been  a  constant  detenoration.  But 
though  there  has  been  no  change  in  the 
government  for  the  worse,  there  nas  been 
a  change  in  the  public  mind,  which  pro- 
duces eieactly  the  same  effect  which  would 
be  produced  by  a  change  in  the  government 
for  the  worse.  Perhaps  this  change  in  the 
public  mind  is  to  be  regretted.  But  no  mat- 
ter ;  you  cannot  reverse  it.  You  cannot  undo 
all  that  eighty  eventful  years  have  done. 
You  cannot  transform  the  Englishmen  of 
1 640  into  the  Englishmen  of  1 5oO.  It  may 
be  that  the  submissive  loyalty  of  our  fathers 
was  preferable  to  that  inquiring,  censurinff, 
resisting  spirit  which  is  now  abroad.  It 
may  be,  that  the  times  when  men  paid  their 
benevolences  cheerfully  were  better  times 
than  these,  when  a  gentleman  goes  before 
the  Exchequer  Chamber  to  resist  an  assess- 
ment of  20^.  And  so  it  may  be,  that  in- 
fancy is  a  happier  time  than  manhood,  and 
manhood  than  old  age.  But  God  has  de- 
creed that  old  age  shall  succeed  to  manhood, 
and  manhood  to  infancy.  Even  so  have 
societies  their  law  of  growth.  As  their 
strength  becomes  greater — as  their  experi- 
ence becomes  more  extensive,  you  can  no 
longer  confine  them  within  the  swaddling- 
bands,  or  lull  them  in  the  cradles,  or 
amuse  them  with  the  rattles,  or  terrify 
them  with  the  bugbears  of  their  infancy. 
I  do  not  say,  that  they  are  better  or  happier 
than  they  were ;  but  this  I  say ;— -they  are 
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different  from  what  they  were :  you  can-  | 
not  again  make  them  what  they  were^ 
and  you  cannot  safely  treat  them  as  if  they 
continued  to  be  what  they  were."  This 
was  the  advice  which  a  wise  and  honest 
Minister  would  have  given  to  Charles  Ist. 
These  were  the  principles  on  which  that 
unhappy  prince  should  have  acted.  But 
no.  He  would  govern — I  do  not  say  ill — 
I  do  not  say  tyrannically ;  I  say  only  this^ 
he  would  govern  the  men  of  the  seven- 
teenth century  as  if  they  had  been  the 
men  of  the  sixteenth  century ;  and  there- 
fore it  was^  that  all  his  talents  and  all  his 
virtues  did  not  save  him  from  unpopularity 
—from  dvil  war — from  a  prison — ^from  a 
bar — ^from  a  scaffold.  These  things  are 
written  for  our  instruction.  Another 
great  intellectual  revolution  has  taken 
place ;  our  lot  has  been  cast  on  a  time  ana- 
logous, in  many  respects,  to  the  time  which 
immediately  preceded  the  meeting  of  the 
Long  Parliament.  There  is  a  change  in 
society.  There  must  be  a  corresponding 
change  in  the  government.  We  are  not 
—we  cannot,  in  the  nature  of  things  be — 
what  our  fathers  were.  We  are  no  more 
like  the  men  of  the  American  war,  or  the 
men  of  the  gagging  bills ;  than  the  men 
who  cried  "  privilege"  round  the  coach  of 
Charles  1st  were  like  the  men  who  changed 
their  reUgion  once  a  year,  at  the  bidding 
of  Henry  8th.  That  there  is  such  a  change, 
I  can  no  more  doubt  than  I  can  doubt  that 
we  have  more  power-looms,  more  steam- 
engines,  more  gas-lights,  than  our  ancestors. 
That  there  is  such  a  change,  the  Minister 
will  surely  find — if  ever  such  a  Minister 
should  arise — who  shall  attempt  to  fit  the 
yoke  of  Mr.  Pitt  to  the  necks  of  the  Eng- 
lishmen of  the  nineteenth  century.  What 
then  can  you  do  to  bring  back  those  times 
when  the  constitution  of  this  House  was.  an 
object  of  veneration  to  the  people  ?  Even 
as  much  as  Strafford  and  Laud  could  do  to 
bring  back  the  days  of  theTudors — as  much 
as  Bonner  and  Grardiner  could  do  to  bring 
back  the  days  of  Hildebrand — as  much  as 
Vill^le  and  Polignac  could  do  to  bring  back 
the  days  of  Louis  14th.  You  may  make 
the  change  tedious;  you  may  make  it 
violent;  you  may — God  in  his  mercy 
forbid  1— you  may  make  it  bloody;  but 
avert  it  you  cannot.  Agitations  of  the 
public  mind,  so  deep  and  so  long  conti- 
nued as  those  which  we  have  witnessed, 
do  not  end  in  nothing.  In  peace  or  in  con- 
vulsion ;  by  the  law,  or  in  spite  of  the  law  ; 
through  the  Parliament,  or  over  the  Par- 
liament, Reform  must  be  carried.   There* 
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you  cannot  stop.  Fling  wide  the  gates  to 
that  force  whidi  else  wul  enter  thzouffh  the 
breach.  Then  will  it  still  be,  as  it  has 
hitherto  been,  the  peculiar  glory  of  our  Con^ 
stitution  that,  though  not  exempt  from  the 
decay  which  is  wrought  by  the  vicissitudei 
of  fortune,  and  the  lapse  of  time,  in  all  the 
proudest  works  of  human  power  and  wis- 
dom, it  yet  contains  within  it  the  means 
of  self-reparation.  Then  will  England 
add  to  her  manifold  titles  of  glory  this  the 
noblest  and  the  purest  of  all — that  every 
blessing  which  other  nations  have  been 
forced  to  seek,  and  have  too  often  sought 
in  vain,  by  means  of  violent  and  bloody 
revolutions,  she  will  have  attained  by  a 
peaceful  and  a  lawful  Reform. 

Mr.  Croker  would  not  enter  into  a  com- 
parison of  the  speech  which  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Macauley)  had  just  made,  with 
the  speech  which  he  had  made  on  the  same 
subject  upon  a  former  occanon.  He  found 
no  fault  with  the  remarkaUe  change  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  language  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  hailed  it  with  great  satisfaction.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  learned  Gentleman  had  qioken 
in  a  very  different  tone  to-night,  from  that 
in  whidi  he  had  formerly  addressed  the 
House.  He  (Mr.  Croker)  was  glad  to  hear 
it ;  he  was  willing  to  receive  the  alteration 
as  a  proof  of  the  improved  opinions  and 
corrected  sentiments  which  tne  learned 
Gentleman  had  formed  during  the  last  two 
months.  Nor  was  he  surprised  at  the 
change,  for  the  events  of  that  period  could 
hardly  fail  to  excite  serious  reflections  in 
every  well-constituted  mind.  On  the  last 
occasion,  the  learned  Gentleman  had  used 
a  language,  as  he  had  then  told  him,  utterly 
subversive  of  all  order  in  society.  He  had 
recourse  to  declamation,  which  had  little  to 
do  with  the  argument  in  hand,  but  which, 
nevertheless,  might  have  had  a  great  and 
dangerous  effect  upon  the  excited  public 
mind.  From  the  course  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  pursued,  he  had  now  retreated ; 
and  he  thanked  and  applauded  the  learned 
Gentleman  for  his  palinode,  and  hoped  that 
others  would  benefit  by  the  amendment. 

The  learned  Gentleman  had  begun  by 
accusing  the  Opposition,  and  particu- 
larly his  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
of  having  acted  in  a  manner  unworthy 
of  himself,  in  expressing  his  ffratiflca- 
tion  at  the  changes  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  compelled  to  miJce 
in  the  measure;  while  he,  at  the  same 
time,  refused  his  approbation  to  the 
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sure^  80  changedv  The  learned  Member 
had  then  drawn  a  picture  of  the  different 
line  of  conduct  pursued  by  a  former  Oppo- 
sition, when  his  right  hon.  friends  had 
changed  their  conduct  with  respect  to 
Catholic  Emancipation  ;  and  *'  why/'  said 
the  learned  Gentleman,  ''  do  you  not  accept 
the  change  you  recommended,  with  the 
same  approlation  with  which  your  own 
change  was  received  by  us,  your  opponents  ? 
The  answer  to  that  question  was  easy.  That 
approbation  would  not  have  been  withheld 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  shown  any 
desire  to  conciliate  their  opponents,  if 
they  had  abated  one  jot  of  the  evil  princi- 
ple of  their  measure  of  last  Session,  or  even 
if  they  had  shown  any  disposition  to  give 
up  the  obnoxious  details  of  that  mea- 
sure, if  they  had  abandoned  any  one  of  the 
provisions  which  endangered  the  Constitu- 
tion. Hud  they  changea  any  of  those  prin- 
ciples? Na  They,  themselves,  boasted 
that  they  had  in  essentials  changed  nothing 
—conceded  nothing.  The  parallel,  there- 
fore, which  the  learned  Gentleman  had 
attempted  to  draw  between  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  present,  and  the  opposition  to  a 
former  Government,  did  not  hold.  He 
would  tell  the  learned  Gentleman  why 
the  opponents  of  the  measure  had  a 
right  to  reproach  its  authors  for  their  con- 
duct with  respect  to  the  former  Bill.  The 
opponents  of  the  Bill  introduced  in  the  last 
S!»8ion  of  Parliament  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure ;  but,  when  that  Bill 
went  into  the  Committee,  they  said  to  its 
authors,  "  If  you  mean  to  carry  your  own 
principle  into  effect,  you  are  not  taking 
the  way  to  do  so ;  you  are  showing,  in  some 
cases,  the  most  fla^^nt  partiality ;  and,  in 
others,  doing  the  greatest  injustice."  The 
antagonists  of  the  Bill  dealt  with  it  in  the 
Committee,  not  on  their  own  principles, 
but  on  the  principles  of  its  authors.  In 
the  Committee  they  opposed  it,  not  on  the 
general  principle  of  the  BiU  itself, — ^but — 
waiving,  for  the  moment,  that  principle-— 
on  the  case  of  each  individual  borough 
which  it  was  attempted^  unjustly  even 
according  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  to 
despoil  of  its  rights.  The  opponents  of  the 
Bill  had  now  this  great  triumph — the  tri- 
umph of  honesty,  of  integrity,  of  legal 
acuteness,  and  of  constitutional  doctnne 
—that  there  was  hardly  one  single  su^es- 
tion  on  which  they  had  divided  in  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  last  Bill,  which  the  Minis- 
ters had  not  adopted  in  the  present. 
When  his  right  hon.  friend  ( Sir  R.  Peel) 

)Hid  exprened  an  qpiniooi  ttot  the  epuntiy 


ought  to  be  grateful  to  the  House  of  Lords 
for  having  saved  it  from  the  crude  legislation 
of  last  session,  he  was  met  by  the  question, 
"  Why  the  House  of  Lords  had  not  consent- 
ed to  go  into  a  Committee,  where  they  might 
have  removed  what  they  considered  the 
objectionable  parts  of  the  last  Bill,  and  sent 
it  back  to  this  House  so  amended.^"  But 
was  it  to  be  forgotten  that  the  noble  Earl 
by  whom  that  Bill  had  been  introduced 
to  the  Lords  had  said,  that  no  alteration 
whatever  would  be  allowed?  did  he  not 
expressly  lay  down  as  a  principle  that, 
relying  on  the  House  of  Commons  for 
support,  the  Bill  was  not  to  be  altered  ? 
If,  in  that  House,  with  their  individual 
and  local  knowledge  of  the  several  bo« 
roughs,  they  had  occupied  weeks,nay  months, 
in  discussion,  and  yet  had  been  unable 
to  prevail  upon  the  authors  of  the  Bill 
to  make  a  single  alteration  in  it,  what 
benefit  could  have  been  expected  from  a 
discussion  of  the  details  in  the  other 
House  ?  Details  with  which  the  Members 
of  that  House  must  be  completely  ac- 
quainted, and  in  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  dogmatically  asserted,  he  would 
suffer  no  change.  Had  our  examination^ 
our  exposure  of  the  errors  of  the  Bill, 
been  such  as  to  encourage  the  Lords  to 
hope  for  any  good  from  a  similar  process  ? 
Let  him  recall  to  the  memory  of  the  House, 
one  or  two  circumstances  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  that  Committee,  which  would  show 
the  shameless,  and  now  avowed,  disregard 
for  justice,  with  which  the  fairest  proposi- 
tions were  negatived — ^propositions  now  so 
confessedly  faur  that  they  were  even  adopt- 
ed in  the  new  Bill.  Let  it  be  remembered, 
that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  contended,  that, 
according  to  the  principles  of  the  friends  of 
the  Bill,  Aldborough  ought  not  to  be  in  sche- 
dule B,  but  that  it  ought  to  be  in  schedule  A. 
On  a  division,  however,  the  numbers  were, 
H9  to64  for  retaining  it  in  schedule  B. 
Yet  now,  Aldborough  was  placed  in  sche- 
dule A.  Similar  were  the  cases  of  Chippen- 
ham, Cockermouth,  Guildford,  Dorchester, 
and  Sudbury.  On  those  respective  bo- 
roughs the  opponents  of  the  Bill  unsuccess- 
fully divided ;  yet  the  noble  Lord  had  now 
adopted  all  their  recommendations,  had  in- 
grafted them  in  this  new  Bill,  and  advo- 
cated them  as  important  improvements. 

The  learned  Gentleman  said,  he  did 
not  like  the  present  Bill  quite  so  well  as 
the  last.  He  was  not  surprised  at  that; 
for  there  was  one  important  diff*erence  be- 
tween the  two  measures, — namely,  that  in 
the  pitWDt  Billi  C^lne  wm  in  wbedule  B« 
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The  learned  Gentleman  also  contended^ 
tbat  any  amendment  in  the  Bill  was  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  delay  in  giv- 
ing the  people  satisfaction.  "  I  would 
rather  (said  Uie  learned  Gentleman)  have 
had  a  worse  measure^  that  is  a  measure  less 
perfectly  expressed^  but  one  passed  expedi- 
tiously according  to  the  wishes  of  the  people." 
Did  the  learned  Gentleman  mean  by  this  to 
assert,  that  the  alterations  in  the  Bill  were 
merely  alterations  of  expression — that  they 
were  not  substantial  alterations?  If  tliiswere 
his  meaning,  what  became  of  his  charge  of 
ingratitude  against  them  for  not  supporting 
changes  which  were  mere  verbal  variations  ? 
But  he  would  state  one  fact,  which  would 
shew  from  what  extensive  and  severe  injus- 
tice the  opposition  to  the  former  Bill  had  pre- 
served the  country.  When  the  original  Bill 
was  first  introduced  into  that  House,  it  con- 
tainedybr/^-.via:  names  in  schedule  B.  Would 
it  be  believed,  that  in  that  schedule  alone, 
joriy'tiittc  changes  had  been  made  ?  In 
forty-six  articles  there  had  been,  incredible 
as  it  might  appear,  forty-nine  changes! 
Some  places  had  been  put  out,  some  had 
been  put  iu,  some  had  been  replaced.  If 
anybody  doubted  the  fact,  he  was  ready  to 
go  over  the  list  and  prove  it.  Was  it  not 
a  great  cause  of  congratulation  to  the  oppo- 
sition, that  they  had  prevented  the  full 
perpetration  of  such  numerous  and  such 
vital  errors? 

The  learned  Gentleman  had  affirmed,  tliat 
the  present  Government  were  not  to  blame 
for  the  extent  to  which  they  had  gone  in  their 
proposition  for  Reform ;  but  tliat  those  were 
to  blame  who  had  refused  to  move  the 
subject  at  all — that  "  their  refusal  to  walk 
had  compelled  the  present  Government 
to  run."  This  argument  of  the  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  fully  answered  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill : 
on  that  occasion  the  noble  Lord  said,  ''If 
I  am  asked,  why  in  this  Bill  I  introduce 
a  larger  amount  of  Reform  than  on  any 
former  occasion  I  have  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament,  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  that  it  is  because  we  saw 
that  the  first  move  was  the  whole  question, 
and  that  it  would  be  in  vain  to  attempt  to 
satisfy  the  public  mind  by  any  thing  short 
of  that  whole."  That  was  also  the  reason 
why  he  (Mr.  Croker)  and  his  friends  opposed 
the  measure,  but  with  a  very  different 
opinion  of  its  results.  He  himself  had  been 
in  favour  of  some  of  the  early  propositions 
for  Reform,  but  not  of  any  systematic  or 

Sneral  arrangement  on  that  subject ;  and 
qppoeed  thL  **  move/'  for  the  very  rea- 


son stated  80  fordUy  and  deariy  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  he  feared  this  was  only  the 
first  step,   that  it  must  necessarily  lead 
to  further  changes,  and  that  they  nugfat 
ultimately  be  plunged  into  an  abyss  of 
doubt,    uncertainty,    and   danger  -—  the 
bottom  of  which  no  man  living  could  pre* 
tend  to   fathom   or   discern.      Had    the 
learned  Gentleman  —  who  was  so    elo- 
quent on  the  necesnty  of  proceeding  Ibr^ 
ward — who  had  told  the  House  that  axsa- 
ment  was  vain,  that  there  was  no  mut- 
ing the  mighty  torrent — ^that  there  ?ras  a 
dire  necessity  for  the  whole  measure — that 
the  Legislature  had  no  choice  but  to  embark 
on  this  ocean  of  uncertainty  and  danger^  of 
doubtful  experiment,  of  desperate  adven* 
ture — had  he  given  the  slightest  intimatioD 
of  what   would  be,  even  in  his  opinion, 
the  end  of  the  career— the  result  of  the 
experiment — the    issue    of   the    danger? 
Had  he  scanned  with  the  eye  of  a  phi- 
losopher the  probable  progress  of  future 
events  ?      Had  he  given  us  any  reasoa 
to  believe,  that  he  foresaw  the  termini 
tion  of  the  course  which  he  was  running  ? 
Not  at  all.     Any  thing  more  vague,  any 
thing   more    indefinite,    any   thing  more 
purely  declamatory,  than  the  statements  of 
the  learned  Gentleman  on  that  point,  had 
never  fallen  from  human  lips.     It  was  trse 
that  the  learned  Gentleman  had  told  them, 
that  the  town  was  besieged  by  superior 
forces,  and  had  advised  them  to  open  the 
gates  of  the  fortress,  lest  it  should  be  storm- 
cd  at  the  breach.  But  did  he  tell  them  that 
they  could  open  the  gates  with  safety  ?  Did 
he  tell  them  that  they  could  open  the  gates 
without  exposing  their  property  to  plundCT, 
and  their  persons  to  massacre  ?     They  were 
not,  under  the  learned  Gentleman's  adrioe, 
to  attempt  to  make  any  terms;  but  they 
were  at   once  to  tlirow  open  the  gates, 
and  await  the  consequences,  however  fatal, 
and  submit  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
victors,  even  though  they  should  be  pil- 
lage, bloodshed,  and  extermination.     The 
learned  Gentleman   did    not   recommend 
them   to  open  the  gates  on  conditions; 
he    did    not  say,   "Here  are  the  teima 
which  the  invading  army  is  disposed  to 
concede."    And  who  were  at  the  head  ef 
this  army  ?     The  Whigs  ?     Alas  no  I   not 
even  the  Whigs.     The  learned  Gentleman 
did  not  venture  to  call  them  its  leaden^ 
but  modestly  and  truly  described  them  as 
only  foremost  of  the  throng — pressed  for- 
ward by  those  who  were  behind  with  a 
dire  and  irresistibLe  force. 
But  it  did  sot  need  the  oonftssioa  of  At 
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learned  Gentleman  to  establish  this  fact. 
It  was  evident  in  all  the  occurrences  of  the 
day.  Had  they  not  seen  what  had  taken 
place  at  public  meetings^  at  which  the 
people,  deceived  as  the  learned  Gentle- 
man forcibly  and  justly  expressed  it^  by 
demagogues  and  artful  incendiaries^  had 
adopted  doctrines,  alike  incompatible  with 
aU  government,  all  law,  and  all  order — 
doctrines  which,  if  carried  into  efibct, 
would  be  a  greater  curse  to  the  country 
than  a  foreign  conquest,  and  must  in  their 
working,  sweep  arts,  commerce,  science,  and 
manufactures  m  one  common  ruin. 

One  of  those  meetings,  consisting  of 
150,000  persons  assembled  somewhere  in 
Birmingham,  came  to  a  resolution  of  appro- 
bation dT  the  conduct  of  the  two  noble  Lords 
opposite.  That  approbation  was  accompanied 
by  a  profession  of  principles  (he  did  not  know 
whether  at  the  same  time,  but  certainly  by  a 
meeting  composed  of  the  same  persons)  which 
must  have  startled,  not  only  his  Majesty's 
Government,  but  the  most  violent  members 
of  the  popular  party.  These  persons  came 
to  two  resolutions  amonff  others,  which,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  liad  astounded  all 
England — the  one  was, that  the  people  oueht 
no  longer  to  pay  taxes ;  the  other,  that  he- 
reditary rank  was  an  abuse  which  ought  no 
longer  to  be  tolerated.  Yet  these  were  the 
persons  who,  for  their  own  purposes,  and  to 
answer  their  own  views,  thought  they 
should  do  honour  to  the  two  noble  Lords 
opposite  by  presenting  them  an  address  of 
gratulation  and  gratitude.  It  was  cer- 
tainly somewhat  singular,  that  a  body  of 
persons  who  had  just  resolved  that  taxes 
ought  no  longer  to  be  paid,  should  address 
his  Majesty's  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  his  Majesty's  Paymaster  of  the  Forces, 
to  compliment  them  on  their  conduct.  If 
the  resolutions  were  to  prove  effective, 
there  would  be  no  money  to  receive  and 
none  to  nay,  and  those  financial  functionaries 
would  find  themselves  in  the  possession  of 
sinecure  offices.  It  was,  perhaps,  even  more 
sinffular,  and,  one  would  suppose,  not  a  very 
fehcitous  selection,  that  a  body  of  persons 
who  had  just  resolved  that  hereditary 
rank  was  an  intolerable  abuse,  should  ad- 
dress— whom?  My  Lord  John  Russell, 
and  my  Lord  Althorp.  And  those  noble 
Lords,  soeinff  nothing  extraordinary  in  all 
these  proceedings ;  not  looking  at  the  as- 
sembly in  question  with  the  same  prophetic 
eye  as  the  learned  Gentleman ;  not  seeing  in 
them  a  mob  driving  them  forward,  instead 
of  a  body  of  which  they  were  the  leaders ; 
not  womf^  in  them  »  bjdtt  of  despotic  die* 


tators,butacrowdof  adulators  and  admirers ; 
these  noble  Lords  felt  themselves  so  flat- 
tered by  their  praises  and  cajollery,  that— 
entirely  forgetting  the  resolutions  that 
taxes  ought  not  to  be  paid,  and  that  hefe- 
ditary  rank  ought  to  be  abolished — they  re- 
gard^ the  persons  by  whom  those  resolu- 
tions had  been  passed,  not  as  their  future 
plunderers  and  butchers,  but  as  their  friends 
and  admirers — poor  innocents, 

"  Pleased  to  the  last,  they  cropped  the  flowery 

food,  [blood  f  ^ 

And  licked  the  hands  just  raited  to  shed  their 

Such  was  the  simple  and  lamb-like  disposi- 
tion of  the  Administration  with  which  the 
country  was  now  blessed ! 

But  the  Ministers  had  also,  according  to 
the  learned  Gentleman,  a  due  degreeof  fmn- 
ness  and  dignity,  and  a  resolute  spirit  to 
protect  property,  to  vindicate  the  authority 
of  violated  laws,  and  to  watch  over  the  per- 
sonal safety  of  his  Majesty's  subjects. 
Such  had  been  the  learned  Gentleman's 
praise  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  A  more 
keen  irony — a  more  bitter  satire  he  had 
never  heard.  QMr.  Macaulev  denied  havine 
used  such  words.  He  had  never  alluded 
to  the  protection  of  property  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.^  It  was  clear  that  the 
learned  Gentleman's  praises  of  the  Admi- 
nistration had  been  so  entirely  ironical, 
that  he  had  forgotten  what  he  had  ssdd. 
He  did  not  charge  the  learned  Gentle- 
man with  using  the  exact  words,  that 
*'  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  protected  the 
persons  and  properties  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects."  No — no — that  would  have  beieii 
too  bold,  nay,  too  ridiculous ;  but  he  had 
said,  that  the  great  party  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Maeauley)  had  the  honour  to  belong, 
would  use  all  the  powers  of  the  State  to 
preserve  property,  to  defend  persons,  and 
to  restrain  the  violence  of  aemagogues. 
Now,  who  the  learned  Member  could 
allude  to  by  this  '^  great  party,"  if  he  did 
not  mean  the  Ministers  and  their  friends, 
he  (Mr.  Groker)  could  not  guess. 

But,  whether  the  learned  C^tleman 
meant  to  defend  the  Government,  or  to  aban- 
don them,  he  (Mr.  Croker)  would  ask,  not 
the  learned  Gentleman,  but  the  House  and 
the  country,  whether  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  exhibited  any  spirit  or  any  firmness  on 
any  of  those  points  ?  Let  Bristol  speak  for 
itself;  let  Derby,  let  Coventry,  let  Not- 
tingham, bear  witness  to  the  facts.  Mi- 
nisters possessed  neither  firmness  nor 
vigour ;  and  so  far  from  protecting  others, 
they  had  not  shown  even  the  power  of  defend- 
ing ibeir  own  d%iiity^-»thcir  own  bouWi 
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Their  privacy  had  been  assailed  at  midnight 
by  the  delegates  of  Political  Unions.  Thej 
had  been  publicly  insulted  by  combina- 
tions of  persons  who  declared  their  resolu- 
tion to  pay  no  more  taxes.  Even  when 
his  Majesty  had  been  advised  to  issue 
a  Proclamation  against  the  Societies  to 
which  his  Ministers  had  previously  truckled, 
these  Societies  were  induced  bi/  negotia- 
tion to  yield  obedience  to  his  Majesty's 
Proclamation.  That  was  what  the  learned 
Gentleman  probably  meant  by  putting  the 
law  into  vigorous  execution. 

He  would  not  say  that  Ministers  had  con- 
cealed views  in  acting  as  they  had  done,  for 
he  could  not  dive  into  men's  motives ;  but  it 
would  appear  that  they  were  desirous  that 
it  should  not  appear  as  if  these  Societies 
had  been  induced  to  yield  to  the  royal 
Proclamation.  They  knew>  that  if  the  Bir- 
mingham Union  went  on  until  after  the 
appearance  of  the  Proclamation,  and  if  it 
had  then  submitted,  it  would  thereby  have 
given,  with  a  good  grace,  an  example  of 
obedience  to  the  law.  But  an  example  of 
obedience  to  law  seemed  by  no  means  the 
object  of  any  of  the  parties.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Birmingham  Union  had  been 
previously  apprized  of  the  intended  Procla- 
mation, and  by  rescinding  their  resolutions 
to  organize,  before  the  Proclamation  had 
been  made  public,  they  flattered  themselves 
that  they  had  rendered  it  both  inoperative 
and  ludicrous.  Had  they  dissolved  them- 
selves on  receiving  it,  that  would  have  been 
to  show  deference  to  authority — that  would 
have  been  to  set  a  graceful  example  of  loyalty 
and  good  order ;  but  it  was  quite  another 
thing  to  dissolve  themselves  on  the  evening 
before  the  Proclamation  was  issued,  and  thus 
to  make  that  which  ought  to  have  been  a 
strong  and  respected  exercise  of  the  royal 
authority,  a  dead-bom  abortion,  alike  ridi- 
culous, from  the  argumentative  absurdity 
with  which  it  was  worded,  and  the  utter 
imbecility  of  its  practical  effects,  nothing 
remaining  on  which  the  brutum  fulnien 
<x)uld  operate. 

The  learned  Gentleman  had  gone  on 
to  say,  that  there  was  one  subject  which 
had  not  yet  been  sufficiently  adverted 
to,  and  on  which  he  would,  therefore, 
touch;  namely,  the  argument  in  favour 
of  the  present  system  which  was  derived 
from  the  many  eminent  men  whom  the 
close  boroughs  had  introduced  into  public 
life,  and  he  professed  to  answer  this  argu- 
ment by  instances  in  which  eminent  men 
were  returned  for  populous  places.  It 
WM  certainly  very  natural  that  tbeleani- 


ed  Gentleman,  who  scattered  the  flowers 
of  his  eloquence  with  so  generous  a  pro- 
fusion, should  occasionally  fail  to  remem- 
ber his  own  liberality :  but  he  could  assure 
the  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  had  not 
on  former  occasions  foraotten  this  topic 
On  the  contrary  he  had  before  stated^  as 
he  had  done  to  night,  that  Mr.  Fox  and 
Sir  S.  Romilly,  had  been  returned  for 
Westminster ;  Mr.  Canning,  and  Mr* 
Huskisson  for  Liverpool;  Mr.  Tiemey 
for  Southwark,  and  last,  not  least,  but 
indeed  the  greatest  of  all,  Mr.  Burke, 
for  Bristol ;  and  he  had  descanted  on  the 
CTeat  authority  they  had  brought  into  that 
House,  in  consequence  of  having  been  elect- 
ed for  such  popular  places.  As,  however, 
the  learned  Gentleman  had  repeated  the 
argument,  he  (Mr.  Croker)  would  repeat 
the  answer,  which  was  in  the  mouths  of 
all  who  were  acquainted  with  the  political 
history  of  the  country,  and  which  ought, 
especially,  to  have  been  present  to  the  mind 
of  the  learned  Gentleman  himself.  It  was 
true  that  the  eminent  men  in  question  were 
chosen  for  popular  places.  But  how  did  thej 
become  known  to  the  electors  in  those 
popular  places  ?  Did  they  not  first  rit  for 
nomination  boroughs;  and  was  it  not  by 
the  splendid  talents  which  they  displayed 
while  they  sat  for  those  nomination  bo- 
roughs, that  they  recommended  themselves 
to  the  electors  of  popular  places?  Let 
him  ask  the  learned  Gentleman,  which  of 
the  names  he  had  arrayed  would  have 
been  heard  of,  had  there  been  no  nomi- 
nation boroughs  ?  In  his  opinion,  one  of 
the  greatest  merits  of  the  nomination 
boroughs  was,  that  they  afforded  a  prdimi- 
nary  trial,  a  sort  of  political  apprenticeship, 
which  enabled  the  electors  of  large  and  po- 
pular places  to  ascertain  the  qualifications 
of  individuals  with  whom  they'  would 
otherwise  have  been  wholly  unacquainted* 
Such  being  the  case,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  learned  Gentleman  in  stigmatising 
as  Sycoraxes,  as  the  mothers  of  mischief 
places  which  had  given  a  Pitt,  a  Fox,  a 
Windham,  or  a  Burke,  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  (Mr.  Croker)  had  said,  that 
this  answer  was  in  the  mouths  of  all  who 
were  familiar  with  the  political  history  of  the 
country  ;  and  he  had  added,  that  it  ought 
especifidly  to  have  been  present  to  the  mind  of 
the  learned  Gentleman.  Did  not  the  learned 
Gentleman  owe  the  honour  of  an  invitation 
to  become  the  Representative  of  the  town  of 
Leeds,  should  the  Bill  pass,  to  representing  a 
nomination  borough  ?   (Would  to  God  that 
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from  the  dangers  and  difficulties  attendant 
upon  the  rest  of  its  provisions— as  would 
enable  the  learned  Gentleman  to  represent 
the  town  of  Leeds  I)  How  did  the  learned 
Gentleman  become  known  in  Leeds?  How 
had  he  had  an  opportunity  of  showing  his 
great  talents  ?  by  sitting  for  one  of  those 
nomination  boroughs^  which  he  now  so 
loudly  condemned.  Let  him  not  blush  at 
following  the  traces  of  those  eminent  and 
lamented  men  whose  names  he  had  men- 
tioned. But  if  he  must  blush^  let  it  be  at 
the  momentary  ingratitude  which  had 
induced  him  to  stigmatize  with  such  offen- 
sive epithets,  the  very  system  to  which  he 
was  indebted  for  the  high  station  which 
he  himself  held  in  public  opinion. 

The  learned  Member,  in  defending  the 
conduct  of  large  public  assemblies,  had 
said,  that  he  did  not  blame  the  working 
classes^  that  it  was  the  frailty  of  human 
nature^  when  great  masses  were  assem- 
bled, to  follow  the  direction  of  the  most 
violent.  He  agreed  with  the  learned 
Gentleman,  and  he  therefore  objected  to 
placing  large  and  uncontrolled  power  in  the 
hands  of  masses  of  the  people,  whom,  when 
once  excited,  it  was  impossible  to  calm,  and 
equally  impossible  to  guide.  It  was  a  differ- 
ent thmg  to  exci  te  large  masses  of  persons,  and 
such  an  assembly  as  that  he  had  the  honour 
to  address ;  but  he  had  witnessed,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  the  dangerous  conse- 
quences of  exciting;  even  that  House,  and 
he  affirmed,  that  the  adoption  of  a  measure 
which  would  continually  excite  the  whole 
people^  would  lead  not  only  to  the  dis- 
solution of  that  House,  but  the  abolition  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  extinction  of 
the  Monarchy,  the  utter  disorganization 
of  all  the  existing  institutions  of  the 
country,  and,  finally,  the  dissolution  of  the 
whole  frame  of  civilized  society.  The 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  them  they 
must  'go  on,'  that  the  times  had  changed, 
and  they  must  change  with  them.  He 
remembered,  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
the  hon.  Member  said,  in  reply  to  those  who 
expressed  their  apprehensions  of  the  change, 
*'  Oh !  do  not  be  alarmed,  the  character  of 
the  House  will  not  be  changed — the  class  of 
persons  returned  to  it  as  Representatives 
will  not  be  altered."  If  that  was  to  be  the 
case,  he  asked,  what  came  of  all  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  about  a  new 
House  of  Commons— -a  Reformed  House  of 
Commons— and  of  all  the  great  the  unex- 
ampled good  it  was  to  do  for  the  .country  ? 

The  teamed  Member  had,  on  a  former 
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very  successful  allusions  to  the  history  of 
France ;  but  to-night,  he  had  warned  them 
not  to  look  to  the  history  of  other  countries 
—to  France,  or  to  Spain ;  but  that  they 
should  read  the  history  of  England,  and 
take  lessons  from  the  fates  of  the  Stuarts^ 
He  pointed  to  the  year  l640,  when  the 
great  rebellion  began  to  wear  its  more 
serious  aspect — that  year  i^  which  beean 
that  series  of  calamities  by  which  the  King 
was  first  forced  into  the  field,  then  into  a 
dungeon,  and  at  last  to  the  scaffold.  He 
had,  as  well  as  the  learned  Gentleman, 
looked  into  that  history,  and,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  he  would  read  some  extracts 
from  Mr.  Hume's  description  of  that  period. 
He  knew  that  reading  extracts  was  not 
popular  in  that  House ;  but  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  bring  them  forth 
upon  the  present  occasion,  when  it  was 
recollected  how  much  use  the  learned 
Member  had  made  of  his  reference  to  the 
history  of  this  period.  The  House  would 
see  how  just,  how  apposite  were  those  ex« 
tracts — how  closely ,  how  wonderfully  closely 
they  applied  to  the  existing  state  of  things : 
— ''Charles  finding  that  nothing  less  would 
satisfy  his  Parliament  and  people,  at  last 
gave  his  assent  to  this  bill,  which  produced 
so  great  an  innovation  in  the  Constitution.** 
It  was  a  bill  for  triennial  Parliaments;  this 
first  step  in  the  path  of  concession  was 
made  in  the  year  l640,  nine  years  before 
the  final  martyrdom  of  the  Monarch ;  but 
these  nine  years  were  marked  in  their 
bloody  progress  by  the  successive  murders 
of  his  unfortunate  Ministers — some  of 
whom,  be  it  remembered,  had  instigated 
the  commotions,  of  which  they  were  the 
earliest  victims.  The  historian  proceeded 
to  say,  "Solemn  thanks  were  presented 
him  by  both  Houses.  Great  rejoicings  were 
expressed  both  in  the  city  and  throughout 
the  nation;  and  mighty  professions  were 
everywhere  made  of  gratitude  and  mutual 
returns  of  supply  and  confidence.  In 
the  next  year  however  after  his  Majesty's 
granting  this  triennial  bill,  this  healing 
and  conciliatory  measure.  Lord  Strafford 
was  dragged  from  the  Cabinet  to  the  scaf- 
fold, andCharles  himself  was  degraded  to 
the  still  severer  fate  of  consenting  to 
the  legal  murder  of  his  illustrious,  how« 
ever  unfortunate.  Minister." 

This  was  the  first  effect  of  concession— 
this  was  the  first  stage  in  the  bloody  tra^y 
of  Reform.  Mark  how  it  went  on.  The 
Commons  were  constant  in  their  project  of 
change,  and  the  historian  went  on  to  say-*- 
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Commons,  they  could  not  expect  the  con- 
currence of  the  Upper  House,  either  to  this 
law,  or  to  anv  other,  which  they  should  in- 
troduce for  the  further  limitation  of  royal 
authority.  The  majority  of  the  Peers  ad- 
hered to  the  Kin^,  and  plainly  foresaw  the 
depression  of  nobility,  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence of  popular  usurpations  on  the 
Crown.  The  insolence,  indeed,  of  the  Com- 
mons, and  their  haughty  treatment  of  the 
Lords,  had  already  arisen  to  a  great  height, 
and  gave  sufficient  warning  of  their  future 
attempts  upon  that  order.  They  muttered 
somewhat  of  their  regret  that  they  should 
be  enforced  to  save  the  kingdom  alone,  and 
that  the  House  of  Peers  would  have  no 
part  in  the  honour.  Nay,  they  went  so  far 
as  openly  to  tell  the  Lords,  '  Tliat  they 
themselves  were  the  Representative  body  of 
the  whole  kingdom,  and  that  the  Peers 
were  nothing  but  individuals,  who  held 
their  seats  in  a  particular  capacity ;  and, 
therefore,  if  their  Lordships  will  not  con- 
sent to  the  passing  of  Acts  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  people,  the  Com- 
mons, together  with  such  of  the  Lords  as 
are  more  sensible  of  the  danger,  must  join 
together,  and  represent  the  matter  to  his 
Majesty.'"  The  Reformers  of  H)40,  did 
not  say  the  Peers  were  a  '  faction ' — they 
were  modest  in  those  days.  They  did  not 
call  the  solemn  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Lords  "  the  whisper  of  a  faction."  But 
they  spoke  of  the  Peers  simply  as  199  indi- 
viduals, who,  in  their  private  capacity, 
were  opposed  to  the  Representatives  of  the 
country.  Such  also  was  the  language  now 
commonly  used  with  regard  to  the  House 
of  Peers,  and  the  parallel  was  sufficiently 
obvious  and  curious  with  reference  to  the 
present  times.  "  Meanwhile  the  tumults 
still  continued,  and  even  increased  about 
Westminster  and  Whitehall.  The  cry 
continually  resounded  against  Bishops  and 
rotten-hearted  Lords ;"  —  the  cry  now 
was  with  the  change  of  a  single  word, 
"  Down  with  the  Bishops,  and  the  rotten^ 
borough  Lords."  The  parallel  was  in  all 
other  respects  complete.  "  The  Bishops 
especially  being  distinguished  by  their 
habits  were  exposed  to  the  most  dangerous 
insults  and  contumely.  The  Commons 
considered  that,  in  a  violent  attempt,  such 
as  an  invasion  of  the  ancient  Constitution, 
the  more  leisure  was  afforded  to  the  people 
to  reflect,  the  less  would  they  be  inclined  to 
second  that  rash  and  dangerous  enterprise." 
The  historian  did  not  say  whether  that 
House  of  Commons  was  dismissed  in  the 
}atter  end  of  Octoberi  to  be  re-anembled  on 


the  6th  of  December,  by  the  orders  of  the 
excitors  of  tumults,  and  under  the  pretenee 
of  considering  a  bill  which  was  not  ready 
— which  could  not  be  laid  on  the  Table  until 
the  12th ;  and  the  basis  of  which  was  laid 
on  information,  which  could  not  be  pre- 
sented to  them  for  a  month  ma* 
But  the  present  Ministers  knewj  as  weQ 
as  Charles's  refractory  Commons,  that 
"  the  more  time  was  afforded  the  people 
to  reflect,  the  less  inclined  would  tner  De 
to  support  their  rash  innovations."  They 
foresaw,  as  the  historian  said,  "  that  toe 
Peers  would  certainly  refuse  their  concur- 
rence, nor  were  there  any  hopes  of  prevail- 
ing on  them,  but  by  instigatinjg  the  populaoe 
to  tumult  and  disorder."  'Hiey  therefore 
represented,  as  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
now  do,  that  delay  was  as  dangerous  as 
denial.  '*  They  expressed  their  great  grief 
on  account  of  his  Majesty^s  answer  to  Uieir 
just  and  necessary  petition.  They  repre- 
sented that  any  delay,  during  danger  and 
distractions  so  great  and  pressing,  was  not 
less  unsatisfactorv  and  destructive  than  an 
absolute  denial ;  they  insisted,  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  see  put  in  execution  a  measure 
so  necessary  for  public  safety;  and  they 
affirmed,  that  the  people  in  many  counties 
had  applied  to  them  for  that  purpose,  and, 
in  some  places,  were  of  themselves,  and  by 
their  own  authority,  providing  against  those 
urgent  dangers  with  which  they  were 
threatened."  The  very  words  adopted  by 
the  Political  Unions  of  this  day  !  Thej  pro- 
fessed to  be  the  protectors  of  property  and 
life,  they  called  upon  all  men  to  arm  diem- 
selves,  under  the  pretence  of  securing  their 
personal  safety  and  public  property,  while 
their  main  object  was,  to  foment  the  tumults 
of  which  they  feigned  themselves  afraid, 
and  to  consummate  the  downfidl  of  the 
House  of  I.«ords  and  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  the  overthrow  of  the  Throne. 
Well  might  the  learned  Gentleman  say, 
that "  these  things  were  written  for  our  use." 
Written,  indeed,  for  our  sjiecial  instmctioa 
they  seem  to  have  been— happy  if  we  know 
how  wisely  to  apply  them  to  our  pre- 
sent use.  The  extracts  which  he  had  read 
from  the  history  of  1640  and  1641,  afford- 
ed an  exact  parallel  to  the  events  of  1830 
and  1831.  And  perhaps  he  roieht  not 
be  rash  in  asserting,  that  acoming  to 
what  he  foresaw,  the  parallel  might  stillhold 
good  between  the  years  1 645  and  1855— 
unless,  indeed,  the  present  revolution  should, 
as  he  was  inclined  to  suspect,  more  more 
rapidly  than  the  former,  and  buijj  at  an 
earlier  period,  the  country  an  tbo  U^ 
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IflmentaUe  ruin.  He  was  not  withont 
his  spprelieiisians  that  one  Refonned 
Parliament  would  pursue  the  course  which 
had  heen  already  taken  by  another.  They 
saw  that  in  the  period  alluded  to^  the 
popular  Representatives  extorted  the  first 
Act  from  toe  King;  he  said  extorted,  be* 
cause  his  Majesty  knew  the  purposes  which 
were  to  be  efPected  by  that  fint  victory ; 
his  Ministers  knew  it  too,  and  had  given 
the  bill,  however  otherwise  unimportant, 
their  strenuous  resistance. 

He  had  thus  stated  to  them  the  first  sta^ 
of  Parliamentary  Reform-— it  was  the  bill 
for  frequent  Parliaments-— and  what  was  the 
result  ?  The  very  Parliament  which  passed 
the  measure,  so  far  from  beine  legally  pro- 
rogued, and  legally  reassembled  at  proper 
interviJs,  as  the  Act  provided,  assumed, 
in  defiance  ai  all  written  law  and  all 
oonstitutionai  right,  to  make  itself  perma- 
nent, and  is  distinguished  by  the  name 
(a  name  infiEonous  in  the  constitutional 
history  of  the  country)  of  the  Long  Parlia- 
ment; a  Parliament  which  after  over- 
throwing church  and  state,  and  harassing 
the  land  with  confiscation  and  deluging 
it  with  Uood,  was  itself  annihilated  by 
a  military  despotism,  which  its  own  foUy 
and  its  own  cnmes  had  created. 

The  learned  Member,  sore  from  the  ill  sue- 
cessof  his  former  allusionsto  French  history, 
warned  them  against  studying  the  history 
of  foreign  nations ;  and  told  them  rather 
to  look  at  home,  to  the  history  of  the  past, 
and  the  sicns  of  the  present.  Why  would 
the  learned  Member  confine  them  within 
such  narrow  limits  ?  Would  he  not  per- 
mit them  to  look  to  Paris  or  to  Lyons? 
They  all  knew  there  had  been  a  glorious 
revolution  in  France-— a  revolution  accom- 
plished in  the  three  great  days  of  July, 
which  had  given  to  France  a  happy  re- 
formed Constitution ;  and  no  constitutional 
diange  was  ever,  as  they  boast,  accom- 
plished under  happier  auspices ;  noUiing  was 
mjured,  little  altered :  it  had  been  epigram- 
matically  said,  that  there  were  only  three 
Frendimen  less  in  the  country.  They  had 
merely  got  rid  of  Charles,  and  his  son,  and 
his  mndson  ;  they  had  succeeded  in  main- 
tatmng  tranquillity,  they  had  estaUished 
liberal  institutions  upon  the  basis  of  the  most 
extensive  Reform.  But  whatwas  the  result? 
Not  one  month  had  passed  under  this  re- 
formed Constitution,  which  was  to  allay  all 
animosities,  quiet  all  disturbances,  and  settle 
every  perturbed  spirit— not  one  month  had 
since  passed  in  whidi  dangerous  seditions 
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the  eyes  of  the  reforming  Ministers  in  the 
very  seat  of  government  itself. 

Look,  too,  to  the  men  who  stood  forth 
as  the  heroes  of  the  three  great  days^- 
the  leaders  of  the  movement — those  who 
boasted  of  beins  the  persons  selected  by 
the  people  as  their  leaders  in  the  day  a( 
battle,  and  as   their    representatives    in 
the  time  of  peace.    Look  to  those  men— 
watch  their  elevation — their  progress — and 
mark  the  consequence.  M.  de  Tracy,  one  of 
the  ablest,  and  one  of  the  most  violent  parti- 
sans of  the  Movementfhad  spoken,  and  what 
had  he  said  ?    "  That  the  very  spirit  of  the 
movement  was  to  give  to  those  who  had 
gained  by  the  change,  and  to  take  away 
from  those  who  had  lost,  all  that  yet  re- 
mained to  them."    And  yet  this  insatiable 
Reform,  this  never-ending  movement,  was 
the  Juggernaut  before  which  the  learned 
Member  would  have  them,  like  the  votaries 
of  a  mad  idolatry,  fling  their  prostrate  limbs, 
and  suffer  themselves  to  be  crushed  without 
resistance.     Then  there  was  M.  Lameth, 
who  declared  that  this  restless  Movent^ 
would  destroy  the  happiness  of  the  people ; 
and  exhorted  his  countr3rmen  '*  to  endea- 
vour to  imitate  the  wise  and  well-balanced 
constitution  of  England,  which  matured 
and  perfected  by  time,  had  won  the  admi- 
ration of  Montesquieu,  and  of  the  entire 
world."    These  were  the  opinions  of  a 
man  whose  name  must  be  familiar  to  aU 
who  knew  anything  of  France ;  the  old- 
est civil   Grenadier   of   the    Revolution, 
and  he  refers  you  to  the  Constitution  of 
England,  as  a  system  hrought  to  well- 
balanced  perfection,  deserving  the  imitation 
of  France,  and  the  admiration  of  the  entire 
world;  while  the  noble  Lord,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
learned  Lord  Advocate,  would  not  only, 
with  unfilial  hands,  tear  it  to  pieces,  so 
*  that  not  a  shred  not  a  rag  should  remain,' 
but  trample  it  like  something  noxious  to 
the  ground,  and  vilify  it  witn  every  term 
of  degradation,  in  order  that  its  character 
might  perish  with  its  substance. 

But  he  would  call  their  attention,  more 
particularly  to  the  warning  example  of  actual 
leaders  of  the  revolt  in  July,  and  first  to  M. 
Guisot,  Home  Minister  of  the  citizen  King: 
he  was  carried  on  the  very  shoulders  of  the 
people  into  power.  But  he  remained  not 
long ;  his  position  was  slippery  with  blood ; 
he  was  willing  to  dry  it  up,  and  wipe  away 
the  stains ;  but  his  moderation  was  incom- 
patible with  the  principles  of  his  elevation, 
and  he  was  forced  to  abandon  a  post  to 
wUeh  a  few  weda  before  he  had  beei| 
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exalted  by  national  acclamation.  In  ac- 
counting for  his  retirement,  he  said,  "  I  left 
the  government  because  I  found  myself  un- 
equ^  to  stem  the  torrent  of  the  Movement" 
£Hd  the  hon.  Gentlemen  or  noble  Lords 
opposite — Did  any  English  Guizot  fancy, 
that  he  or  they  could  stem  the  torrent  here  ? 
M.  Guizot  was  a  writer  of  pamphlets,  of 
treatises  upon  government,  and  so  forth — 
indeed,  he  beheved  he  had  the  honour  of 
translating  a  production  of  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell's ;  and  yet  he  gave  up  in  despair  the  at- 
tempt to  check  the  violence  of  popular  fury  ; 
and  did  the  noble  Lord  opposite  ( Lord  John 
Russell)  hope  and  believe,  that  he  was  to  be 
more  successful  than  M.  Guizot  ? 

What  next?  There  was  a  lawyer — 
bold,  voluble,  slippery,  enterprising,  uni- 
versal,   at  everything  in   the  ring.     He 

Soke  at  the  Bar — ^he  harangued  in  the 
ouse-— wrote  pamphlets — ^wrote  in  re- 
views— wrote  in  the  newspapers — [Jlerc 
there  was  considerable  interruption  frmn 
the  Ministerial  Benches,"]  There  might  be 
those  who  despised  reviews  and  newspapers, 
and  the  expressions  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  seemed  to  imply,  that  he  himself 
had  mixed  in  this  species  of  literature,  like 
the  Minister  to  whom  he  alluded.  To  that 
sneer  he  would  only  reply,  that  he  considered 
that  those  who  possessed  the  power  of  writing 
and  of  speaking  were  much  to  be  envied  ; 
he  wished  he  had  that  power ;  he  would 
not  be  ashamed  of  it.  He  had  rather  be  a 
writer,  honestly  giving  forth  his  sentiments 
to  the  people,  and  endeavouring  to  instruct 
them,  through  any  medium,  however  hum- 
ble, than  be  one  of  those  who  were  incapa- 
ble of  composing  even  their  own  election 
addresses,  and  who  were  content  to  be  the 
mere  signers  of  some  miserable  radical  letter, 
written  for  them  by  a  low  attorney.  He 
had  rather  speak  feebly,  as  he  knew  he  did 
—and  be  interrupted,  as  he  had  been  inter- 
rupted by  those  sitting  on  the  opposite 
Benches — than  be  one  of  the  mutes  of  a 
despotic  Government,  who  could  do  nothing 
but  attempt  to  strangle  a  discussion  of 
which  their  masters  were  afraid  \Joud  and 
repeated  cheers].  He  would  take  care, 
however,  that  the  discussion  should  not  be 
strangled,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned.  To  pro- 
ceed however — the  eminent  lawyer  to  whom 
he  alluded — ^M.  Dupin,  \ji  loud  laugh]  who 
was  undoubtedly  a  distinguished  man,  and 
the  hero  of  the  day ;  his  triumphs  at  the 
bar  were  only  equalled  by  his  triumphs  in 
the  legislature,  and  only  surpassed  by  the 
papultu:  acclamation    that   attended   him 
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otic,  innovating,  and  regenerating  effints. 
M.  Dupin  left  the  bar,  and  .by  a  sudden 
turn  of  fortune's  wheel,  found  himself 
Keeper  of  the  Seals,  or  Attorney  Gcmeral, 
or  some  such  high  legal  functionary  in  the 
new  administration.  But  a  few  weeks, 
only  had  passed,  when  this  popular  Minis- 
ter hastily  entered  the  Quunber  with  his 
face  pale,  and  hair  disheveUed,  to  complain, 
that  because  he  had  ventured,  in  his  place 
in  Parliament,  to  say,  that  unauthcoised 
combinations  were  dangerous  in  a  society 
governed  by  laws,  and  because  be  advised 
king  Louis  Phillippe  to  put  forth  a  pro- 
clamation denouncing  political  unions* 
which  he  considered  inconsistent  with  all 
good  government,  an  infuriated  mob  had 
attacked  his  house.  Because  these  Mi- 
nisters had  at  last  found  it  necessary  to 
set  themselves  in  opposition  to  the  very 
tumults  which  they  themselves  had  first 
excited,  "  these  very  people,"  said  he, 
"  attacked  my  house,  destroyed  my  furni- 
ture, ill-used  all  the  individuals  of  my 
establishment,  spared  not  the  females  of 
my  family,  and  endangered  my  own  life." 
In  short,  it  appeared  that  the  mob  had 
pillaged  his  house,  and  burnt  hisfumiturein 
the  court-yard  ;  and  the  man  of  three  weeks' 
popularity  had  escaped  by  flight  to  tell  the 
disgraceful,  but  he  (Mr.  Croker)  did  hope 
instructive  tale,  to  the  Chamber  of  France, 
as  he  now  told  it  to  the  English  House  of 
Commons.  M.  Dupin  was  succeeded  by  one 
whose  reputation  was  not  quite  so  eminent, 
but  who  was,  perhaps,  next  to  him,  he  meant 
M.  Persil,  who  had  likewise  borne  testimony 
to  the  advantages  of  the  glorious  revolution. 
And  what  said  M.  Persil?  He  warned  the 
Ministry  that  the  people  were  not  satisfied, 
nor  to  be  satisfied  with  any  thing  short  of 
the  full  accomplishment  of  the  principle  of 
the  Revolution  *'  All  these  things  whidi 
you  look  upon,"  says  he,  "  as  such  mighty 
boons,  are  nothing  in  our  eyes,  and  only 
provoke  our  appetite  for  more." 

This  was  the  history  of  what  was  going 
on  in  France;  this  was  the  history  « 
a  popular  Ministry,  which  had  brought 
in  a  Reform  Bill;  and  created  Peers  to 
pass  it.  This  was  the  history  of  a 
popular  Ministry,  which  fancied  it  was 
leading  the  movement,  when  it  was  only 
hurried  onward  in  the  torrent's  sweep: 
while  two  warning  voices  from  two  emi* 
nent  lawyers — the  learned  member  for 
Calnc,  and  M.  Persil,  told  the  Ministers 
in  their  respective  countries,  "You  be- 
lieve yourselves  to  be  the  leaders,  while 

you  sro  but  tbo  dupe^  md  will  be  the 
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victinis  of  this  unappeaaeable  Movement" 
Such  were  the  scenes  in  Paiis,  but  what 
had  taken  place  in  Lyons  ?  The  city  of 
Lyons  had  its  three  days  of  glorious  revolu- 
tion^  like  the  city  of  Paris,  though  the  supe- 
rior glory  of  the  latter  had  thrown  the 
Movement  of  Lyons  into  comparative  ob- 
icurity.  Lyons,  however,  had  gone  through 
its  ordeal ;  and  after  the  revolution,  it  had 
every  advantage  that  a  theorist  could  desire 
for  a  great  manufacturing  town.  It  had 
its  popular  prefect — its  Deputies  to  the 
Chamber  to  represent  its  wants — its  re- 
forming Ministers  and  a  patriotic  King, 
who  walked  about  the  streets,  with  lus 
umbrella,  to  learn  the  wants  and  wishes 
of  his  people.  If  they  had  commercial 
distresses— which  he  had  no  doubt  was 
the  case;  and  which,  by  a  singular  fa- 
tality, they  laid  to  the  charge  of  the 
competition  of  Coventry,  just  the  same  as 
the  men  of  Coventry  accused  the  rivalry 
of  Lyons— yet  they  had  a  reformed  Cham- 
ber, and  liberal  Deputies,  by  whom  they 
might  make  their  grievances  heard.  Were 
those  distresses  legitimately  conveyed  to 
the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  or  loyally  laid  at 
the  foot  of  the  Throne  ?  No,  but  with  such 
arms  as  they  could  collect,  they  attacked 
the  National  Guard  ;  that  National  Guard, 
which  be  it  understood,  had  been  especially 
established  as  an  infallible  safeguard  and 
protection  for  the  property  and  lives  of  the 
public — and  what  had  been  the  result  ?  All 
of  the  National  Guard  who  did  not  join  the 
people,  abandoned  their  arms,  and  left  the 
lives  and  property  of  the  peaceable  inha- 
bitants at  the  mercy  of  an  infuriated  and 
armed  populace,  who  held  uncontrolled 
possession  of  that  city  several  days,  nay, 
for  weeks.  The  authorities  were  wholly 
subdued.  The  popular  Prefect  could  do 
nothing ;  nor  did  there  exist  any  power  to 
prevent  the  enormous  mischiefs  of  a  demo- 
cratic anarchy  of  the  most  unbridled  kind ; 
and  this,  too,  at  a  time  when  it  was  asserted 
that  reason  had  made  such  progress,  and  in- 
formation and  liberal  opinions  were  so  pre- 
valent, that  every  man  had  a  full  conscious- 
ness of  his  duties  to  society.  But  notwith- 
standing all  these  great  lights,  it  was  only 
by  means  of  50,000  bayonets  that  order  was 
ap^n  established  within  the  walls  of  that 
city. 

To  turn  from  our  neighbours'  concerns, 
and  look  at  home,  he  would  ask,  had  the  royal 
authority  been  upheld  here  ?  An  attack  was 
made  on  the  gaol  at  Derby,  and  the  courage 
of  one  man  saved  it  and  probably  that  great 
town  from  destruction*    In  NottinghttDj  a 


mob  collected,  which,  if  he  was  rightly  in- 
formed, gave  some  hours'  information  of 
their  intentions;  that  mob  proceeded  and 
burnt  the  castle  of  a  noble  person,  dose  to 
that  town — not  a  place  in  which  he  per« 
sonally  resided,  but  one  which  his  liberality 
had  assigned  to  the  purposes  of  charity. 
The  castle  was  burnt  in  broad  day,  in  the 
face  of  a  great  town,  in  the  presence  of 
Magistrates,  and  within  the  reach  of  his 
Majesty's  troops,  who  were  doomed,  by 
the  inactivity  of  the  authorities,  to  remain 
motionless  spectators  of  the  tumult.  But 
Ministers  had  not  thought  it  worth  while 
to  institute  any  inquiry  into  so  extraor- 
dinary an  event — ^the  noble  owner  was  only 
a  Tory — that  circumstance  excused  all ! 
The  impunity  of  this  crime  encouraged 
the  reforming  mob  to  one  of  the  most  atro- 
cious violences  that  ever  in  a  civilized 
country  was  inflicted  upon  a  respectable 
and  peaceful  family.  An  attack  was  made 
upon  the  house  of  a  gentleman — ^not  an 
Anti-reformer,  nor  connected  with  politics 
or  party  in  any  way.  The  mob  marshalled 
themselves  without  interruption,  and  pro- 
ceeded the  distance  of  two  or  three  miles  to 
the  scene  of  their  intended  mischief — they 
burst  into  the  house,  deliberately  plunder^ 
it,  destroyed  every  thing  they  were  un- 
able to  carry  away,  and  finally  endeavoured 
to  set  it  on  fire.  The  master  of  the  House 
was  absent ;  his  lady  in  delicate  health,  * 
was  forced  from  her  couch  to  a  precipitate 
flight ;  led  by  her  young  daughter — another 
Antigone — to  a  distant  part  of  the  grounds, 
they  both  remained  for  hours  on  the  damp 
earth,  the  daughter  supporting  the 
mother's  head  on  her  bosom,  and  both  con- 
cealing themselves  under  a  laurel  tree.  He 
observed  a  smile  come  over  the  countenance 
of  a  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Nugent).  It 
could,  he  supposed,  not  be  a  smile  of  appro- 
bation of  the  atrocities  he  was  relating. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  did  not  smik 
at  the  afflicting  story,  but  only  at  his  im- 
perfect manner  of  relating  it.  The  story, 
however,  was  not  yet  concluded,  for  so 
profound  was  the  terror  of  these  unhappy 
ladies,  that  for  hours  after  the  wretches 
had  quitted  the  grounds,  the  servants  sought 
for  their  mistress  and  her  daughter  in  vain. 
And  at  last  when  they  found  them  in  the 
situation  I  have  so  feebly  endeavoured  to 
describe,  half  dead  with  cold  and  terror, 

*  Mrs.  Musters,  lady  of  John  Musters,  Esq.  of 
Colewick  Hull,  celebrated  by  lord  Byron  as  Miss 
Chaworth.  This  lady  died  on  the  5th  of  February 
1832,  of  the  consequences,  as  is  supposed,  of  the 
drcumsUuicet  above  mentUmed* — Jim 
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tl^^ie  was  no  apartment^  no  couch^  no  bed 
of  that  80  lately  splendid  residence  fit  to 
receive  them,  and  they  were  carried  inani- 
mate to  the  only  place  which  had  escaped 
the  incendiaries — a  groom's  bed,  over  one 
of  the  stables.  What  was  the  conduct  of 
Ministers  on  these  afflicting  and  disgraceful 
occurrences  ?  Was  any  steps  taken,  or 
any  reward  offered  for  the  apprehensbn 
of  the  ofienders  ?  Was  a  special  commis- 
sion sent  to  inquire  into  these  excesses? 
No.  If  there  had  been,  could  any  man 
believe  that  the  atrocities  at  Bristol  would 
have  taken  place— atrocities  which  though 
more  extensive,  did  not  exceed  in  cruelty 
that  which  he  had  just  described  ? 

Not  only  was  nothing  done  to  punish 
these  offenders,  but  no  inquiries  were  insti- 
tuted, to  trace  the  machinations  of  the 
disaffected,  although  it  was  well  known 
that  there  were  links  connecting  the  insur-v 
gents  at  one  town  with  those  at  the  other. 
Was  it  not  known  that  they  were  associated, 
and  to  a  certain  degree  organised — that 
they  had  a  watchword  among  themselves, 
and  that  they  passed  among  one  another 
as  a  fraternity  ?  He  had  no  doubt  that, 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  vindicated 
the  dignity  of  their  government,  of  public 
justice,  and  of  human  nature  at  Notting- 
ham, the  outrages  at  Bristol  would  never 
have  occurred.  Well,  and  for  the  out- 
rages at  Bristol,  who  had  been  punish- 
ed? Parliament  had  been  summoned 
ouickly  enough  to  pass  the  Reform  Bill. 
They  were  called  away  from  their  private 
affairs,  and  their  public  duties  in  the 
country,  at  an  unusual  time  of  the  year,  to 
meet  here  on  the  6th  of  December,  to  con- 
sider this  Bill,  although  it  was  not  as  he 
hod  before  stated,  ready  till  the  i2th,  and 
its  basis  was  not  even  yet  produced.  But 
it  seemed,  that  a  special  commission  could 
not  be  issued  for  Bristol,  till  the  6th  of 
January.  If  Ministers  had  reversed  their 
course,  and  prorogued  Parliament  till  the 
6th  of  January,  and  issued  a  s))ecial  com- 
mission for  Bristol  for  the  6th  of  Decem- 
ber, it  would  have  been  a  much  more 
rational  and  laudable  course  of  proceeding. 

It  was  asserted  the  delay  in  issuing  these 
special  commissions  arose  from  not  knowing 
who  the  criminals  were ;  but  again  he  asked, 
why  were  no  inquiries  made,  no  rewards 
offered  ?  In  all  these  coses,  the  affairs  had 
taken  place  in  broad  day,  and  the  slightest 
exertion  would  liave  traced  some,  at  least, 
of  the  criminals. 

But  although  the  Government  could  fmd 
no  culprits,  the  Political  Unions  and  the 


Radical  presa  were  more  msdwe ;  and  the 
first  person  arraigned  as  being  oonneeted 
with  the  Bristol  outrages,  was  bis  him*  and 
learned  friend,  (Sir  C.  WeCherall)  the 
Recorder  of  that  city.  He  wai  tba  per- 
son who  was  branded  in  newspapers,  and 
spoken  of  and  vilified  in  all  aoeactMS  ecr- 
tainly  with  the  acquiesoence,  although  he 
did  not  say  with  the  consent  of  Mimsteifr* 
as  the  greatest  criminal.  He  really  was 
surprised  that  his  hon.  and  learned  friead 
had  not  been  taken  up ;  and  to  have  said, 
'^  I  am  the  victim,  and  not  the  ofltoder  * 
would  have  been  an  insufficient  defence; 
for  what  had  since  taken  place?  A 
person  was  apprehended  with  admiraWft 
alacrity  and  excellent  judicial  speed  !-*• 
but  again,  that  person.  Captain  Lewii^ 
was  one  of  the  sufferers,  and  not  one 
of  the  offenders.  He  hsid  been  one  ef 
the  Special  Constables,  and  the  Coraoer's 
Inquest  had  found  him  fuilty  of  maiH 
slaughter;  under  that  ver£ct  this  geatioi 
man  was,  all  this  time,  suffering,  and  thus 
one  of  the  defenders  of  the  law  was  as 
yet  its  only  victim. 

What  he  blamed  his  Majesty's  Minis* 
ters  for  was,  that  they  had  not  taken 
example  by  the  Unions — that  they  had 
not  made  the  same  exertions  on  the  side 
of  law  and  order,  as  the  Radicals  bad 
made  on  the  other.  He  complained  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  because  they  did 
not  say — ''we  will  visit  the  sins  on  the 
right  head — we  will  send  down  a  special 
Commission  without  delay — Captain  Lewis 
has  not  had  justice — the  Recorder  shall  not 
be  slighted  by  having  his  name  left  out 
of  the  Commission — and  we  will  not  insult 
the  magistrates  and  people  of  Bristol  by 
the  continued  impunity  of  their  plunderers.** 

He  would  venture  to  say,  the  country  was 
not  so  much  alarmed  by  the  threats  of  dis* 
turbance,  or  even  by  the  violence  and  out- 
rages at  Ikistol,  as  by  the  death-like  apathy 
of  those  who  ought  to  be  the  protectors  of 
l)ersons  and  property ;  and  had  Reform 
nothing  to  do  with  all  this?  Were  not 
these  events  links  of  the  same  chain  which 
was  forged  on  the  1st  of  March,  the  fatal 
date  of  this  portentous  birth?  At  that 
time  Ministers  said — ''Pass  this  BiU,  or 
dread  the  results!  Your  rejection  will 
do  nothing  but  exasperate,  and  on  your 
heads  will  fall  the  dreadful  consequences 
of  this  agitation."  And  so,  up  to  that 
moment,  hiul  the  noble  Lords  and  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  sounded  their  trumpet  of 
dismay  in  the  House — dismay  he  should  not 
pcrliaps  call  it,  for  in  that  House  it  created 
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no  fcenor---4Mit  of  eidtemiiit,  UBinteolioDal 
on  dieir  part>  he  was  willing  to  beliaye,  but 
oir  whidi  the  results  were  flagrant  and  fatal. 
The  nA.  prophecy  had  caused  its  own 
fuiiUment.  What  appeared  to  be  mere 
declamation  in  the  Senate,  proved  an 
incentive  to  rebellion  which  had  only  re- 
qutre4  a  ^mrk  to  explode. 

He  saiid,  that  the  Seform  Bill  had 
been  the  cause  of  all  this  mischief;  he 
distinctly  charged  it  upon  the  Bill,  and 
he  could  trace  its  steps  through  the  coun- 
try in  riots,  robberies,  burnings,  and 
bloody  as  clearly  as  the  track  of  an  Indian 
through  the  pathless  forest  could  be  traced 
by  th^  aifties  of  his  fires,  or  the  bones  of 
his  victims.  There  was  no  step  that  he 
could  not  mark — ^from  the  lirst  breach  of 
the  domestic  peace  of  the  City — when  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  London  (who  probably 
fancied  himseif  a  Minister,  as  be  had  acted 
like  one),  had  for  a  time,  excited  a  dis- 
tmbanoe  whleh  he  could  not  allay — down 
to  the  three  days  anarchy  at  Bristol. 
The  ebullition  of  party  triumph,  which 
the  Lord  Mayor  had  of  his  own  proper 
motion  excited;  but  which  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  seemed  to  approve,  not  only 
occasion^  the  destruction  of  prq)erty  in 
Ae  City,  but  it  was  permitted  to  fall  on 
those  who  were  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  sagacious  Chief  Magistrate;  and  the 
mischievous  example  had  travelled  through 
the  country,  marking  in  every  stage  of  its 
bloody  career,  the  audacity  of  the  popu- 
lace, the  weakness  of  the  Magistrates,  and 
— which  was  the  first  cause  of  bothr— the 
imbecility  of  the  Government. 

The  learned  Gentleman  had  treated  them 
again  on  that  night  with  the  presence  of 
his  imaginary  Stranger,  whom  he  supposed 
had  been  brought  into  thispountry  to  wonder 
at  our  institutions.  He  (Mr.  Croker)  ac- 
cepted the  illustration,  and  could  also 
fancy  his  arrival  in  our  metropolis.  What 
would  be  his  astonishment  to  find  our 
houies  barricaded?  He  would  exclaim, 
**  Why,  I  thought  that  in  England  there 
were  no  fortifications  for  your  towns,  much 
less  for  your  houses.  J  thought  that  the 
law  was  your  common  defence— ^tliat  an 
Englishman's  house  was  his  castle — a  castle 
protected  by  the  law,  and  not  by  buttresses 
and  barricades ;"  but  he  would  add,  "  I  am 
s  stranger,  and  the  first  bouse  I  see  on  my 
entrance  is  barricaded."  Then,  he  would 
be  told  in  explanation,  that  in  these  altered 
times  an  Englishman's  house,  if  he  meant  to 
nside  in  it,  must  indeed  be  a  castle. 

Efttering  the  city  by  Hyde  Park  Corner, 


our  stranger  would  inquire,  who  lived  in  that 
prominent  but  eyeless  house  which  lodka  as 
if  prqaared  for  a  state  of  siege  ?  He  would 
naturally  suppose  it  was  the  abode  of  soma 
state  malefactor— r-some  enemy  of  his  country 
-r-some  de^tic  Minister-:— some  disgraced 
ofiend^  against  society  who  was  thus  com- 
pelled to  take  shelter  from  the  fury  of  the 
people.  But  what  would  be  his  surprise 
to  find  it  belonged  to  no  such  individual : 
-r-"  It  is  the  house  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton-^T-it  is  the  house  of  the  Duke  of  Vittoria 
— it  is  the  house  of  the  Prince  of  Waterloo  ;*' 
a  man  whose  transcendant  services  to  his 
country,  all  the  nations  of  the  world 
acknowledge,  and  whose  goodness  of  heart, 
integrity,  and  honour,  even  the  virulence  of 
party  will  not  deny. 

A  few  steps  further  would  lead  him  to 
another  mansion,  similarly  protected  and 
disfigured.  Having  learned  by  the  last 
example,  that  these  violenees  were  di- 
rected against  those  who  had  perfinrmed 
an  honest  duty  in  Parliament,  the  stranger 
would  now  probably  exclaim,  ''This,  at 
least,  must  be  the  house  of  Six  Robert 
Peel," — ^who,  he  hoped,  would  never  be 
separated  from  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
either  in  the  affection  of  the  real  friends  of 
his  country — or  in  the  hostility  of  her  ene- 
mies. Again  the  stranger  would  find 
himself  mistaken — he  would  be  told,  that 
it  was  the  house  of  a  Prince  of  the  Blood 
Royal.  "  What  I"  would  exclaim  the 
stranger, "  with  the  idol  King  that  you  now 
have — he  who  has  fixed  his  Throne  in  the 
hearts  of  his  people — whose  jewelled  Crown 
is  less  valued  than  the  civic  wreath  which 
his  people  have  awarded  him;  and  is 
it  the  family  of  this  patriot  King  that 
they  have  attacked  ?"  *^  Yes,"  would  be 
the  answer,  "  not  only  one  so  nearly  allied 
to  him  by  blood,  but  one  who  has  married 
his  Majesty's  own  sister — the  sister  of 
King  George  4th — the  daughter  of  King 
George  Srd — a  Princess  as  amiable  in  her 
manners,  and  as  exemplary  in  her  character 
as  she  is  illustrious  by  her  birth." 

He  was  very  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  introducing  the  Stranger  ;  it 
was  an  old  saying,  that  no  one  could  see  the 
sights  of  London,  so  well  as  by  accompany- 
ing a  friend  from  the  country  ;  and  he  was 
afroid  there  were  many  of  those  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who  would 
not  have  seen  those  marks  of  the  times,  but 
for  the  stranger  who  had  been  so  fortunately 
introduced. 

Well,  but  the  stranger  went  a  little 
further,  and  saw  another  house  in  this 
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same  state;  he  inquires  to  whom  it  be- 
longs^ and  says^  ^^  This  must  be  the  abode 
of  some  of  those  haughty  aristocrats— of 
some  OTererown  churchman — ^perhaps  of  the 
Bishop  01  £xeter>  who  lazily  fattens  on 
the  enormous  wealth  of  that  princely  dio- 
cese*" He  (Mr.  Croker)  was  talking  in 
the  character  of  a  stranger,  and  none  but  a 
stranger  could  be  so  mistaken,  either  as  to 
the  excellent  prelate  he  had  named,  or  the 
diocese  over  which  he  so  admirably  pre- 
sided ;  but  led  away  by  the  libels  and  false- 
hoods of  the  day,  the  stranger  might 
imagine  this  to  be  the  mansion  of  one  of 
those  lav  or  ecclesiastical  aristocrats,  who 
were  held  up  to  popular  vengeance.  What 
would  be  his  astonishment  to  Icam  that  it 
was  no  such  person — that  the  dwelling 
belonged  to  a  man  as  eminent  indeed  in  his 
own  way  as  the  Prince  of  Waterloo— it 
was  the  house  of  Mr.  Baring,  a  wealthy 
merchant,  who  had  raised  a  great  fortune, 
and  as  great  a  character,  by  those  honour- 
able means  which  were  ouce  the  pride  and 
prosperity  of  England — ^by  mercantile  trans- 
actions, conducted  with  industry  and 
honour — a  man  who  had  spent  his  whole 
life  in  advocating  liberal  principles — against 
whose  private  worth  not  a  whisper  had 
ever  been  raised,  and  who  had  extorted 
applause  from  even  opposing  politicians. 
Thus  the  stranger  would  discover  that  the 
Blood  Royal  itself — the  greatest  hero  this 
country  had  seen  since  the  days  of  Marl- 
borough, nay,  he  would  not  even  except 
Marlborough — and  one  of  the  most  eminent 
merchants  of  the  day — that  all  ranks  and 
conditions  of  society,  were  compelled  to  de- 
fend themselves  in  this  extraordinary  and  un- 
exampled manner,  under  the  auspicious  sway 
of  the  Reform  Bill. 

If  such  was  the  power  of  this  infant 
Hercules  in  his  cradle,  what  strength  would 
he  not  possess  when  arrived  at  his  full 
growth,  and  when  armed  with  his  victori- 
ous club  !  It  behoved  Ministers  above  all 
to  ask  themselves  this  question,  for  he 
firmly  believed  that  they  were  themselves 
likely  to  be  its  first  victims ;  indeed  they 
thought  so  too,  and  were  afraid  by  a  resist- 
ance to  the  despotic  will  of  the  populace, 
to  provoke  an  hostility  which  would  be 
instantly  fatal  to  them. 

This  he  believed  was  the  true  secret 
of  the  feeble  and  vacillating  conduct  of 
Ministers.  They  had  wished  for  a  certain 
degree  of  agitation,  but  had  no  desire 
that  it  should  proceed  to  such  formid- 
able lengths,  and  although  they  in  their 
hearts    lamented  the    atrocities   commit- 


ted, they  did  not  venture  to  risk  their 
popularity  by  punishing  them.  They 
seemed  to  hope,  like  the  craiy  Character 
in  the  play,  that  the  fire,  if  left  alooe^ 
might  go  out  of  its  own  accord.  He  didnot 
charge  them  so  much  as  incendiaries  with 
raising  the  flame,  as  for  being  na^ligent 
or  faithless  watchmen,  neither  calling  for 
the  engines  in  time,  nor  woxUng  them 
heartily  when  they  arrived.  That  wis 
his  charge ;  he  went  no  further.  Ministers 
began  their  Administration  with  Reform, 
and  without  it  they  could  not  hold  their 
places. 

As  the  progress  of  agitation  had  been 
tracked  through  fire  and  bloody  the 
pusillanimity  of  Ministers  could  be  aim 
traced  through  every  act  of  their  Adminis* 
tration,  even  those  that  seemed  the  bddert. 
There  was  no  word  that  they  aaid^  there 
was  no  act  that  they  did,  there  was  no  act 
that  they  abstained  from  doinff»  whidi  wis 
not  carefully  calculated  to  OTOnd  at  little 
as  possible,  when  they  could  not  altogether 
conciliate^  the  Politiod  Unions,  and  simikr 
illegal  and  anarchical  associations.  Against 
those  unions  the  Grovemment  had  ventured 
at  last  to  issue  a  royal  proclamation— no» 
thing  could  look  better  at  first  sight—we 
imagined  the  Ministers  had  plucked  up  a 
spirit,  and  were  about  to  enter  into  aeiioai 
contest  with  the  anarchists.  Alas,  no,  it  was 
mere  bullying — they  did  not,  as  he  had  b^ 
fore  said,  issue  their  proclamation^  till  they 
had  ascertained  that  it  would  not  be  resifted 
— they  did  not  send  their  challenge,  tiU  thqr 
had  ascertained  that  the  antagonist  wouU 
not  fight.  They,  like  those  duelliita,  who 
make  a  parade  of  a  very  hollow  ooong^ 
seemed  to  take  the  field  boldly  enough,  bat 
they  had  the  Bow-street  officers  ready  at 
hand  to  interpose  to  prevent  extiemitiei^ 
and  they  took  cere  to  intimate  to  their 
antagonists  that  an  apology,  however 
slight,  would  be  thankfully  accepted  as  full 
satisfaction.  The  Birmingham  Union  had  no 
desire  to  quarrel  with  its  best  friends,  and  so 
put  forth  itsapology  the  night  before  the  Pro- 
clamation was  issued,  and  thus  the  official 
swords  were  sharpened  with  the  full  know- 
ledge that  there  would  be  no  neceoitj  for 
using  them. 

Ministers  had  raised  a  storm  which  it 
was  beyond  their  power — ^beyond  the  scope 
of  their  minds — to  allay.  He  had  read  that 
day  of  a  singular  deliverance  which  the  Ad- 
ministration owed  to  the  sole  interpoaitioD 
of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Uahinet. 
They  owed  it,  it  seems,  to  him  (Mr.  Stan- 
ley) that  a  Gentlemaoy  undoubtedly  an 
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eminent  person^  and  in  every  other  respect 
well  qualified  for  places  of  trust  and  dignity^ 
but  who  had  been  a  short  time  before 
indicted  for  assbting  at  an  illegal  assembly, 
or  some  offence  of  a  seditious  nature — they 
owed  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
this  Gentleman  had  not  been  appointed  to 
the  office  of  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or 
some  other  high  office  in  the  law,  under 
the  ban  of  which  he  had  happened  so  re- 
cently to  be. 

There  was  nothing  in  all  this  but  what 
sprang  from  the  timidity  of  Ministers,  and 
a  desire  to  keep  their  places.  It  was  no 
longer  in  the  power  of  the  King' to  choose 
his  Ministers,  even  if,  in  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  the  Whigs  approved,  and  if 
the  Tories,  who  were  always  foremost  in 
loyalty  to  the  Crown,  offered  no  objection, 
provided  the  Unions  withheld  their  sanction 
— the  choice  of  the  monarch  must  be  now 
ratified,  not  by  Parliament  but  by  the 
populace. 

The  present  state  of  the  realm  was  un- 
parallel^  in  history :  the  danger  to  which 
the  Government  was  exposed  was  greater 
than  the  Ministers  themselves  had  ever 
imagined.  Britain — nor  indeed  any  other 
country — never  before  exhibited  an  in- 
stance in  which  the  Government  was  on 
the  side  of  innovation  and  agitation.  The 
true  secret  of  our  danger  was,  that  the 
King's  name  had  been  abused,  that  it  had 
been  employed  in  a  manner  directly  the 
reverse  of  what  the  Constitution  recognised 
as  the  duty  of  the  Monarch  and  the  utility 
of  his  office.      He   was   the    hereditarv 

fuardian  of  a  settled  Constitution ;  it  was 
is  duty  to  protect  life,  and  property,  and 
freedom  of  opinion;  andsohe(Mr.Croker) 
did  not  doubt  that  his  Majesty  would  gladly 
do,  but  his  gracious  wishes  were  unavail- 
ing when  he  delegated  his  authority  to 
Ministers  who  were  not  his  servants — who 
were  not  even  their  own  masters,  but  the 
servants  of  a  faction  which  they  dared  not 
disobey — which  in  their  hearts  they  de- 
tested ;  but  which  they  were  meanly  en- 
deavouring to  cajole  and  to  propitiate. 

The  Radicals  saw  with  triumph  that  the 
rioters  at  Coventry  and  Derby,  and  the 
authors  of  the  tumults  at  Nottingham  had 
escaped  with  impunity,  nor  did  they  see  with 
less  triumph,  that  when  the  Ministers  had 
been  at  last  goaded  into  sending  a  special 
commission  to  Bristol,  justice,  instead  of 
being  despatched  by  steam,  as  might  have 
been  expected  in  those  days  of  improvement, 
bad  gone  limping  down,  pede  claudo,  at  the 
late  of  half  a  mue  an  hour^  to  the  indigna- 
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tion  of  every  man  who  valued  the  dignity 
of  the  law,  the  vindication  of  public  wrongs^ 
and  the  security  of  life  and  property. 

In  conclusion,  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  in  the  censures  he  thus  passed  on  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  in  the  appalling 
prospects  he  had  thus  laid  before  the  House, 
he  had  urged  nothing  but  what  sprung 
from  the  most  imperious  sense  of  th^  danger 
of  the  country — danger  for  which  he  con- 
fessed that  he  did  not  see  a  remedy,  but  he 
was  convinced  that  there  were  no  means  so 
calculated  to  aggravate  it  to  a  tremendous 
extent  as  pasdng  the  Reform  Bill. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  with  the  words  ''Reform 
Bill,"  or  he  should  have  almost  doubt- 
ed what  was  the  subject  of  his  speech,  for 
the  latter  part  of  his  harangue  had,  in  fact, 
no  reference  at  all  to  this  BilL  At  the 
commencement  of  his  speech  he  admitted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  make  some 
observations  bearing  on  the  subject,  l^ut 
for  the  last  half  or  three  quarters  of  an 
hour  he  said  nothing  that  could  be  consi- 
dered as  connected  with  this  measure.  It 
was  a  very  natural  speech  for  him  to  make, 
because  he  had  attacked  Ministers,  but  it 
was  not  a  speech  on  the  question  of  Re- 
form. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  accused 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  of  indifference  to 
the  state  of  the  country,  charged  them 
with  being  the  cause  of  the  agitation  that 
prevailed,  and  with  want  of  power  to  con- 
trol it.  He  did  not  know  upon  what 
grounds  he  could  found  his  charge  against 
Ministers  of  not  having  done  their  duty  in 
preventing  disturbance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  suppose  that  Minis- 
ters thought  of  nothing  but  the  means  of 
retaining  their  places,  quite  indifferent  as 
to  what  those  means  might  be,  or  whether 
they  sacrificed  the  best  interests  of  the  coun- 
try in  the  attempt.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found 
such  feelings,  but  certainly  they  were  not 
those  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  He  would 
not  retort  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by 
accusing  him  of  a  desire  to  get  into  place, 
but  certain  he  was,  that  such  feelings  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  described  were 
confined  to  the  party  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acted.  When  the  Ministers 
came  into  office  they  found  agitation  pre- 
vailing, and  the  country  involved  in  diffi- 
culties;— those  difficulties  they  had  met 
and  overcome  by  promptitude  and  decision. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think 
that  they  were  chargeable  with  delay  in 
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trial  of   prisoners  at  Bristol.     He  must 
be  fully  aware«  that  before  they  sent  down 
a  Special  Commission  some  previous  inquiry 
must  be  made,  depositions  must  be  taken, 
and  the  facts  ascertained.     If  there  were 
any  prisoners  to  try,  means  to  prove  the 
offences  must  be   prepared.     It  was  the 
business  of  Commissioners  to  try  offenders 
against    whom    depositions    were  already 
taken,  and  as  soon  as  this  necessary  prepa- 
ration had  been  made,  the  Commission  was 
sent  down.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charged    them  with   beine   the  cause  of 
windows  being  broken,  and  told  a  long  and 
not  very  interesting  story  about  the  win- 
dows that  were  broken  and  those  that  were 
still  barricadoed.     He  must  say,  that  for  a 
long  time  back  he  knew  of  nothing  which 
took  place  in  the  metropolis  which  could 
render    it    necessary    to    keep    up    those 
barricadoes.      They  had  some  effect  it  was 
true,  and  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  it  might  be  conceived  that  there 
was  some  reason  for  keeping  them  up.     He 
did  not  mean  that  this  was  the  object  of 
the  individuals  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  his  speech  at  least  render- 
ed them  liable  to  this  observation.    These, 
however,  were  matters  which  had  no  rela- 
tion to  the  subject  before  the  House.     If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  Minis- 
ters were  chargeable  with  misconduct,  he 
should  bring   forward  his  charges.      He 
would  now  come  to  the  question  before  the 
House.      He   must,   however,  previously 
observe,  that  a  Commission  had  been  issued 
for  Nottingham. 

Mr.  Croker — Already! 
Lord  Alihorp :  '*  As  soon  as  it  was 
known  that  there  were  prisoners  to  try  for 
grave  offences."  He  would  now  apply  him- 
self to  the  few  points  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  touched  in  his  address  on 
the  subject  then  before  them.  He  was 
fflad  of  the  admission  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  remained  unchanged ;  but  where,  in 
that  case,  were  they  to  look  for  the  escape 
which  the  country  had  experienced  from  the 
late  Bill  ?  He  agreed  in  the  opinion,  that 
the  alteration  in  details  did  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  affect  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  But,  supposing'  for  a  moment 
there  had  been  an  escape,  he  contended,  that 
the  condition  of  the  country  would  more 
than  counterbalance  that  imaginary  advant- 
age. It  would  have  been  counterbalanced 
by  continued  agitation,  even  if  the  improve- 
ments had  been  infinitely  greater  than  the 
present  BiU  presented.    The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  said,  there  was  no  single 
division  upon  disput^  points  last  Session, 
on  which  Ministers  had  not  this  Session 
followed  the    opinions  they  last   Session 
resisted.     He  would  not  enter  into  details ; 
they  must  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;   and  he  must  be  fully 
aware,  that  the  rule  by  which  tbej  had 
been  guided  in  the  last  Bill  was  different 
from  the  rule  they  were  now  acting  on. 
The  change  which  had  taken  place,  be  was 
prepared  to  say,  was  consistent  with  the 
general  rule  they  had  then  laid  down,  and 
which  had  since  been  acted  on,  with  one 
exception — that  of  Saltash — on  which,  he 
allowed,  they  had  been  deceived,  from  want 
of  information,  which  had  now  been  f^ 
ceivcd ;    and  the  Bill  had   been   altered 
accordingly.      The  rule  on  which    th^ 
would  proceed  in  the  new  Bill  was  mudi 
better  than  the  rule  in  the  last,  and  would, 
in  effect,  obviate  many  of  the  objeotlons  to 
which  that  had  been  liable.      Ministers 
were  ready  to  do  their  utmost  to  preserve 
the  public  peace,  but  their  efibrts  for  this 
purpose  would  be  of  no  avail,  unless  they 
found  themselves  supported  by  the  middk 
and  intelligent  part  of  the  people,  whose 
support  they  were  most  anxious  to  secure. 
With  respect  to  the  description  of  the  persons 
who  were  most  likelv  to  be  returned  under 
the  Bill,  as  Representatives,  he  was  per* 
suaded  they  would  continue  to  be  selected 
from  the  same  classes  as  at  present,  but 
with  this    beneficial    change^    that    they 
would  then  be  acting  under  the  influence 
of  their  constituents.     This  would  have 
the  effect  of  giving  satisfaction  to  the  coun- 
try, and  would  create  that  confidence  in  the 
decisions  of  the  House,  which,  he  grieved 
to  say,  had  not  existed  hitherto,  and  whidi 
was  our  greatest  strength.     It  was  idle  to 
assert  that  this  Bill  was  the  first  link  in 
the  chain  of  disturbance.      The  first  links 
had  been  forged  before  their  entrance  into 
office.     Clamour  had  existed  long  ago,  and 
had  constantly  increased  until  it  was  raised 
to  an  irrepressible  pitch  by  the  declaration 
of  the  late  Administration.     Ministers  had 
brought  forward  a  measure  for  the  putpose 
of  removing  this  agitation.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  alluding  to  the  illustration  in 
the  speech  of  an  hon.  and  learned  friend,  that 
it  was  better  to  open  the  ^tcs  of  the  fort- 
ress   than     to   wait    for.  entrance   by  a 
breach,  said,  that  the  fortress  which  made 
a    long  defence    obtained    better    terms. 
However  true  the  remark  might  be  when 
applied  to  the  actual  fortress,  he  (Locd 
Althorp)  feared  that  very  diffbrent  would 


491 


Secemd 


{Dbc.  16} 


Readhgi 


498 


be  the  fate  of  the  structure  they  were 
labouring  to  renovate,  if  resistance  were 

Sersevered  in  to  the  last.  His  hon.  friend 
ad,  in  the  able  speech  which  he  had  de- 
livered that  night,  looked  with  the  eye  of 
a  statesman  at  this  great  question ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke  hiid  applied 
himself  merely  to  one  point.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  read  long  extracts  from 
''Hume's  History  of  England/'  on  the 
subject  of  the  events  which  took  place  in 
1640,  but  he  had  forgotten  to  favour  the 
House  with  one  very  material  quotation 
from  a  contemporary  author,  not  particu- 
larly attached  to  popular  principles,  or  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  Lord  Clarendon 
had  observed,  that  if  the  King  had  attended 
to  the  advice  of  the  Parliament,  which 
was  brought  together  in  1G40,  the  events 
which  afterwards  took  place  might  have 
been  avoided ;  but  the  King,  by  his  obsti- 
nate resistance  to  its  propositions,  excited 
the  anger  of  the  country,  and  was,  in  con- 
sequence, the  cause  of  the  calamitous  re- 
sults which  ensued.  The  noble  Xiord  who 
commenced  the  debate  with  that  ability 
which  always  distinguished  him,  expressed 
his  hostility  to  the  present  measure,  be- 
cause it  was  likely  to  lead  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  landed  interest.  Undoubtedly, 
if  he  (Lord  Althorp)  entertained  the  same 
opinion  of  the  measure  as  the  noble  Lord 
did,  he  should  not  be  one  of  its  supporters. 
If  he  thought  that  the  Bill  would  take 
away  from  the  due  influence  of  the  landed 
interest,  he  should  feel  himself  guilty  of  a 
great  dereliction  of  duty  when  he  recom- 
mended it  to  the  House.  He  did  not, 
however,  believe  that  the  Bill  would  have 
any  such  effect  He  believed  that  the 
landed  interest  would  still  possess  its  full 
and  due  weight  in  the  election  of  Members 
to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House,  at  all  incurred  the  charge  of  endan- 
gering the  legitimate  influence  of  the  land- 
ed interest.  The  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  St.  Mawes  (Sir  Edward  Sugden)  had 
eontended,  that  the  landed  interest  would 
lose,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  no 
less  than  144  Representatives.  There  were, 
however,  eleven  Members  added  to  boroughs 
in  schedule  B,  which  ought  to  be  consider- 
ed as  a  counterpoise  to  the  Members  added 
to  the  great  towns,  and  this  arrangement 
removed  one  of  the  great  objections  urged 
to  these  boroughs  returning  only  one  Mem- 
ber, \^hich  rested  on  the  supposition  that 
that  one  was  oertain  to  be  the  Representa- 


tive of  the  operatives,  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  landed  interest,  whereas,  if  two  Mem* 
hers  were  returned  for  each  borough,  the 
interest  would  be-  divided.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  said,  that  no  repre* 
sentative  system,  and  no  government  could 
be  safe,  unless  the  Representation  accorded 
with  the  property  of  the  country.  He 
perfectly  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
that  statement;  and  if  the  noble  Lord 
looked  to  the  state  of  the  representation,  as 
it  now  existed,  he  would  find  that  the 
reason  why  the  people  were  so  much  dis« 
satisfied  with  it,  was  the  disproportion  be- 
tween the  property  of  the  country  and  the 
Representation.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was* 
to  reduce  that  disproportion,  and  to  render 
the  representative  system  more  correct  ac- 
cording to  the  present  distribution  of  nro- 
perty.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  follow 
the  hon»  (ind  learned  member  for  St. 
Mawe's  through  the  various  details  into 
which  he  had  gone,  for  he  considered  the 
discussion  of  those  points  better  suited  to 
the  Committee  than  to  the  motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  Undoubtedly^ 
if  every  one  of  the  objections  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  urged 
agunst  the  details  of  the  measure  had  been 
fully  borne  out  by  argument,  they  would 
have  formed  sufficient  ground  to  justify 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  those  objections  were  unanswerable. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  if  the  Bill  were  carried,  the  first  act  of 
a  Reformed  Parliament  would  be  to  propose 
the  re-enactment  of  all  those  clauses  which 
stood  in  the  former  Bill,  and  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would  not  be  able  to  resist 
that  proposition,  because  they  were  the 
authors  of  that  Bill.  This  argument  was 
not  very  consistent  with  what  had  been 
subsequently  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  that  the  present  Bill  was 
more  democratic  than  the  former  one ;  be- 
cause, if  this  was  the  case,  there  could  be 
no  apprehension  that  a  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment would  be  disposed  to  re-enact  less 
popular  provisions.  Besides,  he  saw  no 
reason  to  expect  (if  the  alterations  which 
had  been  made  were  improvements,  and  it 
seemed  to  be  agreed,  on  all  hands,  that  they 
were  improvements),  that  the  minds  of  the 
Members  of  a  Reformed  Parliament  would 
be  so  constituted  as  to  desire  to  undo  what 
was  generally  considered  to  be  advantage- 
^  ous.  He  would  not,  at  the  present  mo* 
t  ment,  any  longer  follow  the  hon.  and 
;  learned  Gentleman  over  the  ground  wUsh 
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he  had  travelled ;  and  with  respect  to  the 
question  itselfj  he  would  only  8ay>  that  he 
hoped  and  trusted  that  Parliament  would 
now  settle  it.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
continued  agitation  of  this  great  question^ 
and  the  suspense  in  which  the  puhlic  mind 
was  kept  with  respect  to  it,  were  evils  most 
afflicting  to  the  country.  It  was  now 
generally  allowed  that  Reform  was  necessary, 
and  it  was  the  part  of  a  wise  statesman,  not 
only  to  look  back,  but  particularly  to  regard 
the  situation  in  which  he  was  placed ;  and 
any  man  who  reflected  what  that  situation 
now  was,  must  be  conviuced  that  a  con- 
siderable alteration  in  the  representative 
system  of  this  country  was  become  neces- 
sary. Such  being  the  case,  Ministers  had 
come  forward  with  a  proposition,  with 
which  large  bodies  of  the  people  had  de- 
clared themselves  perfectly  satisfied.  They 
offered  to  Parliament  a  plan  of  Reform, 
which  had  given  entire  satisfaction  to  the 
people.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  put 
it  to  the  House,  whether  the  wise  and  pro- 
per course  would  not  be,  to  adopt  the 
principles  of  the  Bill,  and  not  reject  the 
measure  without  going  into  Committee? 
Of  course,  when  he  made  this  observation, 
he  did  not  mean  to  express  the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  result  of  the  motion  before  the 
House — ^for  a  bill,  containing  similar  prin- 
ciples to  the  measure  now  before  the  House 
having  been  supported  by  large  majorities 
during  last  Session,  he  could  not  con- 
template the  possibility  of  hon.  Members 
not  pursuing  the  same  line  of  conduct  they 
had  followed  in  that  instance.  He  looked, 
he  confessed,  with  great  anxiety  to  see  the 
present  Bill  passed  into  a  law.  He  hoped 
and  trusted — indeed  he  felt  assured — that 
this  Bill  would  pass ;  and  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain that. the  rejection  of  the  Bill  a  second 
time  would  be  deplored  as  a  calamity  by 
every  man  who  had  the  good  of  his  country 
at  heart. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  rose  to  address  the 
House,  amidst  loud  cries  of  "Adjourn," 
and  "  Go  on."  After  making  several 
vain  attempts  to  gain  the  attention  of  the 
House,  he  moved  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

Lord  Althorp  proposed  that  the  debate, 
if  adjourned,  should  be  resumed  the  next 
day,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  it  might  then 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  only  hesitation 
be  felt  in  adjourning  until  to-morrow,  arose 
from  its  being  Saturday,  and  therefore 
their  time  must  be  limited,  to  avoid  tres- 
passing on  the  Sabbath. 


Lord  AUIiorp  said,  as  that  was  the  case^ 
the  House  had  better  meet  at  noon  to- 
morrow. 

Debate  adjourned  until  12  o'clock  the 
next  day. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday f  December  17,   1831. 

MiNUTiB.]  Bilb  brought  in.  By  Mr.  WABBUmoif,  Ibr 
regulating  Sdtools  of  Anatomy. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hutbt  L.  BuLwift, 
of  all  Silks  raw  and  thrown,  imported  ftom  5th  Janii« 
ary,  to  5th  December,  1831 ;  and  of  all  Silks  and  Ritbooi 
separately  imported  from  July,  1826,  to  the  latest  time : 
— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Crokbr,  of  the  Poputatiao* 
number  of  Houses,  Asaetsed  Taxes,  Jbc,  relatiiv  to 
Boroughs  mentioned  in  the  Reform  Bill;  and  ibr  aB 
those  particulars  relating  to  the  Parish  of  Wednesimry, 
Staflbrd,  in  particular :— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Don nrics 
BtLowvE,  of  the  Population  in  the  sereral  CcNmCies  of 
England  and  Wales,  aooording  to  the  Census  of  ISSl ;  of 
the  revenue  of  England  and  Wales,  Scotland  and  IrtliBd, 
firom  10th  October,  1830,  to  10th  October,  1S3I  i  of  ths 
quantity  and  duty  on  Tea  exported  firom  ^^^gFntil  to 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  firom  10th  October,  18S0»  to  lOOi 
October,  1831. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  Cbarlss  WimBBKLL*  team 
the  Landowners  and  Inhabitants  of  Nuthurst  to  authocte 
an  equitable  a4)uttmentof  the  able>bodi6d  Laboiucri  v^on 
the  Land. 

Thb  Russian-Dutch  Loan.^  Mr. 
Herries  rose  to  make  his  promised  mo- 
tion upon  this  subject.  He  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention^  in  consequence  of 
what  had  occurred  in  the  answer  receiTed 
by  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Tamworth.  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  delay  the  resumption  of  the  debate  on 
the  Reform  Bill,  but  he  deemed  it  an  im- 
perative duty  to  call  the  attention  of  Pkr- 
liaroent  and  the  country  to  a  subject  which 
he  looked  upon  as  equally  important,  for  it 
appeared  to  him  that  Ministers  had  put 
an  interpretation  on  the  treaty  with  Russia, 
which  was  most  extraordinary  to  all  those 
who  had  read  that  treaty,  or  the  Act  of 
Parliament  connected  with  it.  That  treaty 
distinctly  stated,  that  on  the  occurrence  €i 
a  certain  event,  certain  payments  made  by 
this  country  were  to  cease.  This  arose  oat 
of  certain  conventions  entered  into  at  the 
last  peace,  by  virtue  of  which  we  were  to 
pay  part  of  a  debt  contracted  by  Russia  with 
Holland.  The  first  of  these  conventions  spe- 
cified in  its  third  article,  that  England 
should  ''bear  equally  with  Holland  such 
further  charges  as  might  be  agreed  upon 
between  the  high  contracting  parties  and 
their  allies,  towards  a  final  and  satisfactory 
settlement  of  the  Low  Countries  in  union 
with  Holland,  and  under  the  dominion  of 
the  House  of  Orange,  not  exceeding  in  the 
whole  the  sum  of  3,000,000/.,  to  be  &fnjed 
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by  Great  Britain."  Tbe  next  convention 
stiU  further  proved  that^  by  virtue  of  this 
treaty,  dated  the  13th  of  August^  1814, 
we  were  to  take  upon  ourselves  that  charge 
in  equal  part  with  Holland.  In  this  treaty 
there  was  a  distinct  condition  annexed, 
which  was,  that  the  payment  would  cease 
and  determine  on  the  separation  of  the 
Netherlands  from  Holland.  Now,  it  was 
notorious  that  that  event  had  occurred, 
and  that,  consequently,  the  people  of 
England  had  no  right  to  be  called  upon 
to  pay  this  money.  Holland,  our  partner 
in  the  engagement,  had  ceased  to'  pay 
her  share,  and  so  put  an  end  to  our  power 
to  continue  it  ourselves.  He  would  not, 
at  this  time,  include  in  his  Motion  the 
opinions  given  by  his  Majesty's  Law  Officers 
upon  this  subject,  as  these  were  always 
confidential,  and  consequently  ought  to  be 
treated  with  the  greatest  delicacy ;  but  it 
might  be  possible  that  Ministers  would 
voluntarily  bring  them  forward,  when  the 
debate,  which  must  ensue  on  the  produc- 
tion of  these  papers,  took  place.  Perhaps 
the  House  was  not  aware  that  the  decision 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would  cost  this 
country  nearer  four  millions  of  money  than 
three,  from  the  payment  of  which  he  consi- 
dered the  country  ought  to  be  exonerated.  It 
had  been  the  usual  practice  in  that  House  to 
give  immediate  explanations  when  such 
matters  were  brought  forward,  but  now  it 
appeared  an  adjournment  for  several  weeks 
was  to  take  place,  without  having  any  inform- 
ation afforded  them.  He,  however,  gave 
notice*  that  he  should  resume  the  su^ect 
on  the  earliest  opportunity.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving,  ''  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty, 
pra3dng  him  to  order  that  there  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  that  House.  1st.  A  copy 
of  the  Convention  between  Great  Britain 
and  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  signed  on 
the  ISth  of  August,  1814. — And  2nd,  A 
copy  of  the  Convention  between  Great 
Britain,  the  Netherlands,  and  Russia,  sign- 
ed on  the  19th  of  July,  1815.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  further  moved  for  an  ac- 
count, "  shewing  the  total  sum  which  had 
been  paid  on  the  1st  of  January,  1831 ; 
and  an  estimate  of  the  whole  sum  then  re- 
maining to  be  paid,  for  defraying  the  charge 
imposed  on  Great  Britain  for  the  princi^ 
and  interest  of  the  Russian  loan  in  Hol- 
land, under  the  Convention  of  19th  May^ 
18} 5;  with  copies  of  all  warrants,  orders, 
or  directions,  issued  by  the  Lords  of  his 
Majesty's  Treasury*  for  making  any  pay* 
VMnti  thereupon  mtbin  the  year  1881*'' 


Mr.  Hunt  rose  to  second  the  Motion,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  he  should  be  taunted  by 
the  public  Press,  and  the  hangers-on  of  the 
Ministers,  that  he  was  always  ready  to 
support  the  motions  of  the  Tories.  He 
had  no  communication  with  them  however, 
further  than  if  they  were  disposed  to  look 
into  all  wasteful  expenditure  of  the  public 
money,  he,  as  a  Radical,  would  be  ready  to 
go  hand-in-hand  with  them,  and  it  probably 
would  come  to  that  at  last,  that  the  two 
extremes  of  the  Radicals  and  the  Tories 
would  meet.  He  regretted  much  to  see, 
that  under  pretence  of  delaying  the  Reform 
Bill,  such  extravagance  and  profligate  ex- 
penditure were  to  be  passed  over  with  little 
notice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
occasion  to  have  been  so  delicate  in  moving 
for  the  opinions  of  the  Law  Officers,  when 
he  had  heard  the  Attorney  General  declare 
his  readiness  to  discuss  the  question.  He 
trusted  these  opinions  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  He  hoped  the  time  was  fast  arriv- 
ing  when  three  millions  of  money  would  be 
considered  an  object  not  to  be  lightly  treat- 
ed by  Ministers. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  production  of  these  documents,  and 
gave  every  credit  to  the  feelings  that  in- 
duced hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  to  agitate  this  subject ;  when 
they  brought  it  forward  regularly  he 
should  be  ready  to  meet  it,  and  had  no 
doubt  but  that  he  should  show  that  Minis- 
ters had  acted  properly.  With  regard  to 
the  remark  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Tories, 
by  making  these  inquiries,  had  lent  them- 
selves to  the  Radicals,  nor  did  he  believe 
the  public  would  look  at  the  transaction  in 
the  same  light  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  pleased  to  consider  it. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  thought,  that  as 
Parliament  had  been  called  together  three 
times  in  one  year,  an  inquiry  into  other 
matters  besides  the  Reform  BOl  might  be 
tolerated,  and  he  trusted  that  the  country 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  air  of  mys- 
tery assumed  by  Ministers  on  the  present 
occasion.  If  the  House,  or  a  majority  of  it, 
desired  to  overturn  the  established  laws, 
and,  by  clamour,  put  a  stop  to  the  con- 
sideration of  every  other  subject,  he  would 
be  no  party  to  such  a  course  of  proceedings. 
The  public  had  a  right  to  know,  how  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  so  clear  and  precise  as 
this  was,  could  be  tortured  into  a  warrant 
authorizing  the  Treasury  to  pay  the  money 
in  question,  while  the  express  words  of  the 
Act  werei  Uiat  in  the  event  of  giepenttioD| 
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the  paymenc  sbould  cease.  By  tho  new 
treaty,  Holland  and  Belgium  were  lepar- 
ated.  It  was  said,  that  the  king  of  Belgium 
had  been  acknowledged  by  the  other  Powers 
as  he  had  been  by  England,  yet  the  money 
was  still  paid.  It  was  possible  that,  ac- 
cording to  their  view  of  the  case,  it  might 
be  pohtic,  under  certain  circumstances,  to 
act  as  Ministers  had  done,  but  it  would 
have  been  more  respectful  to  the  House  of 
Commons  had  they  been  informed  what 
those  circumstances  were.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  was 
absent,  and  that  during  the  short  time  they 
had  been  together,  that  noble  Lord  had 
been  almost  always  out  of  the  way  at  the 
moment  when  questions  might,  and  ought 
to  have  been  asked  about  this  treaty.  To- 
day there  was  a  notice  on  the  paper  which 
he  thought  might  have  attracted  the  noble 
LfOrd's  attention.  This  subject  of  the  pay- 
ment of  the  interest  of  the  Russian  loan,  was 
intimately  connected  with  the  secret  policy 
of  the  Cabinet,  and  he  believed  that  policy 
to  be  most  dishonourable  to  tliis  country, 
and  unjust  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands. 
Though  all  the  papers  had  published  notes 
and  Protocols  respecting  the  affairs  of  Hol- 
land and  Belgium,  and  there  hod  been  dis- 
cussions upon  the  subject  in  the  Chamber 
of  Representatives  at  Brussels,  in  the  States 
General  at  the  Hague,  and  in  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  at  Paris,  yet  the  House  of 
Commons  were  left  in  complete  ignorance, 
as  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned, 
with  respect  to  these  important  matters. 
The  king  of  HoUand  had  protested  against 
the  arrangement  with  respect  to  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  rivers,  and  indeed  with  respect 
to  all  the  water  communications  with  the 
Rhine,  as  they  had  been  opened  by  the  de- 
crees of  the  Conference  to  the  Belgians. 
He  wished  to  know,  whether  the  decision 
of  the  Conference  upon  this  point  was 
based  upon  the  principle  of  conformity 
with  the  treaties  of  Vienna,  which  laid 
down  certain  rules  to  be  adhered  to,  sup- 
posing the  union  of  the  two  kingdoms  to 
continue.  Such  a  separation  as  had  now 
taken  place  had  never  been  contemplated 
when  the  two  treaties  of  the  internal  navi- 
gation, and  of  that  of  the  Rhine,  were  framed, 
and  the  ruinous  consequences  to  Holland 
could  not  have  been  foreseen.  He  contended, 
therefore,  that  those  rules  did  not  apply, 
and  ought  not  to  be  applied  to  present  cir- 
cumstances, and  that  the  king  of  Holland, 
and  the  Dutch  generally,  had  been  cruelly 
treated  throughout  the  whole  business. 
Those  who  wished  to  see  fair  and  even« 


handed  justice  done,  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain,  for  it  must  be  remembered^  that  Hol- 
land was  likely  to  be  a  more  useful  Ally 
than  Belgium  which  must  in  a  great  degree 
be  under  the  influence  of  France  if  not  en- 
tirely dependent  upon  that  Power.  The 
Conference  had  made  this  country  guaran- 
tee the  performance  of  a  most  arduous  and 
difficult  task  respecting  Belgium.  The 
subject  was  well  worthy  the  consideration 
of  Parliament,  and  although  it  might  be 
said,  that  until  the  treaty  was  ratified^  and 
laid  upon  the  Table,  all  discussion  was  use- 
less, the  importance  of  the  interests  involved, 
rendered  he  thought  no  apology  necessary 
from  him  for  entering  upon  it.  Before  the 
treaty  was  ratified,  he  would  suggest  to  the 
consideration  of  Ministers,  whetoer  there 
were  not  certain  articles  which  deserved 
re-consideration.  In  his  opinion^  it  was 
not  a  question  whether  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  had  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
way  in  which  he  had  been  treated ;  and, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  he  would  put 
it  to  Crovcrnment,  whether  there  were  not 
such  difficulties  in  the  way  as  might  indues 
re-c(msideration.  He  would  suggest,  that 
if  the  complaints  were  not  removed,  the 
king  of  Holland  might  find  allies  in  other 
parts  of  Europe  ready  to  uphold  his  rights, 
and  who  would  consider  the  treaty  in  ques- 
tion as  so  much  waste  paper.  Were  the 
people  of  England,  who,  by  the  express 
words  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  were  not 
liable,  notwithstanding  the  opinions  of  the 
lawyers,  to  pay  this  sum  of  money,  were 
they  to  give  to  Russia  that  which  neither 
the  treaty  nor  the  Statutes  which  recited  it 
required  of  them.^  He  hoped  that  the  pay* 
nient  in  question  was  not  the  price  at  wnich 
the  internal  navigation  and  security  of 
Holland  had  l)een  purchased  for  Belgium 
from  one  of  the  great  contracting  Powers* 
If  it  were  so,  he  could  imagine  nothing 
more  disgraceful  to  that  Power  or  to  Great 
Britain.  His  Majesty's  Treasury  was 
clearly  not  bound  to  advance  the  money, 
and  had,  in  doing  so,  beyond  all  doubt,  ex- 
ceeded its  duty.  He  knew  that  he  mi^t 
be  charged  with  intending  to  retard  tha 
debate  on  the  Reform  Bill,  by  provoking  a 
discussion  upon  this  question,  but  he  could 
assure  any  Member  likely  to  impute  to  him 
such  motives  that  the  charge  was  most  un- 
founded ;  for,  anxious  as  he  was  to  have 
the  subject  discussed,  this  was  the  only  op- 
ix)rtunity  that  had  presented  itself.  He 
hoped  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
take  tliat  course  which  would  secure  the 
interests  and  honour  of  the  oountxj* 
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Lord  A  Uhorp  understood  the  hon.  Baronet 
to  wish  that  certain  questions  might  be 
answered ;  but  though  he  might  attend  to 
the  arguments  of  tiuit  hon.  Member^  he 
certainlj  could  not  on  that  occasion  answer 
any  question  that  might  be  prejudicial  to 
the  public  service.  He  had  no  desire  to 
impute  to  the  hon.  Baronet^  that  he  had 
nuule  a  speech  merely  to  delay  the  Reform 
Bill;  such  certainly  was  the  tendency  of 
the  speech ;  but  it  had  a  far  worse  tendency, 
for  it  was  calculated  to  interfere  with  the 
conclusion  of  a  treaty,  and  so  tot  endanger 
the  peace  of  Europe.  The  meriu  of  that 
treaty  he  would  not  then  discuss ;  but  when 
it  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  proper  occasion  would  arise,  and  he 
should  then  be  prepared  to  justify  in  every 
respect  the  conduct  and  proceedings  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  To  enter  upon  the 
subiect  in  its  present  state  would  be  glar- 
ingiy  inconsistent  with  his  duty  as  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown*  and  he  could  not 
suffer  himself  to  be  drawn  into  a  premature 
discussion  by  any  thinff  that  had  fallen  from 
tibe  hon.  Baronet  or  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  Baronet  complained,  that 
the  noUe  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  was 
not  in  his  place,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  necessary  explanations  respecting  mat- 
ters which  belonged  peculiarly  to  his  de- 
partment, and  had  said,  that  sufficient 
notice  had  been  given  to  his  noble  friend, 
that  his  attendance  in  the  House  would  be 
required.  The  notice  to  whidi  the  hem. 
Baronet  referred  vras,  that  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  to  move  for 
pqiers  connected  with  the  Russian  loan; 
but  in  justice  to  his  noble  friend,  he  must 
say,  that  altbou^  he  had  seen  that  notice 
on  the  paper,  he  did  not  conceive  it  was 
likely  to  bring  on  a  discussion,  and  he  was 
not  therefore  astonished  at  the  absence  of 
his  noUe  friend. 

Motion  agreed  ta 

P^RIiUaiKMTiJiT  RJBFOBM — BiLL  FOB 
EhOLANO  —  SXGOND      RSAOIKO  —  Aj>- 

JOimNBD  Dbbatb.]  Ob  the  Motion  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  the  Order  of  the  Day 
was  read  for  reaumiag  the  Debate  upon  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Reform  of  Parlia- 
ment (En^and)  BilL 

Sir  Robert  InglU  said,*  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (the  Chuieellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
in  rising  to  notice— I  will  not  say,  to  an- 
swer,  because  it  was  unanswerable — the 

*  By  authority,  from  the  aathantic  copy, 
published  by  Rivington. 


almost  unrivalled  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Aldeburgh  (Mr. 
Croker),  last  night,  stated,  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  two  closing  words  of  tbat 
speech,  he  might  have  conceived  that  it  r^ 
ferred  to  any  other  subject  than  that  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  It  is  true  that  the  details  of 
that  Bill  did  not  occupy  any  considerable 
portion  of  my  right  hon.  friend's  speech: 
It  is  true,  that  in  opposing  the  principles  of 
that  Bill,  he  drew  his  arguments  and  his 
illustrations,  as  well  from  events  now  passing 
in  other  countries  as  from  our  own  history 
in  other  ages ;  and  I  can,  therefore,  well 
understand  why  the  honourable  Gentlemen, 
the  disciples  of  that  individual,  who  told 
us,  qualify  the  phrase  as  you  will,  that 
history  was  an  old  almanac,  in  other  words, 
that  we  were  not  to  apply  the  events  of 
other  times  to  the  present,  may  be  reluct- 
ant to  hear  some  of  those  statements  which 
came  last  night  from  the  lips  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  in  reference  to  transactions  two 
centuries  ago,  as  well  as  to  those  contem* 
porary  warnings  to  which  he  so  well  called 
our  present  attention.  I  contend,  that 
although  my  right  hon.  friend  did  not,  on 
this  occasion,  as  during  the  course  of  the 
last  Session,  lay  open  with  so  strong  a  hand, 
cut  with  so  fine  a  knife,  all  the  contents  of 
the  Bill  now  before  us,  that,  although  he 
did  not  follow  my  hon.  and  learned  niend 
the  member  for  St.  Mawes  (Sir  Edward 
Sugden),  in  his  acute  and  penetrating  dis- 
section of  the  Bill  in  its  minuter  details, 
yet  he  did  sufficiently  shew,  that  in  its  es- 
sential and  characteristic  principles,  it  was 
unworthy  the  adoption  of  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  stated,  in  reference  to  an  ob- 
servation made  on  a  former  occasion  by  raj 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Westminster^ 
that  by  his  new  Constitution  the  same  men 
would  indeed  be  returned  as  are  now  sent 
here  by  the  old  system. 

Sir  John  Cam  Hobhouse:  With  different 
motives. 

Sir  Robert  Harry  IngUs:  It  may  be 
so-— I  thank  my  hon.  friend  for  his  correc- 
tion. My  hon.  and  learned  friend,  who  is 
now  entering  the  House,  may,  for  instance^ 
be  returned  with  these  diflerent  motives^ 
for  did  he  not  tell  us  the  other  night,  that 
certain  influences  now  existed  which  in- 
duced him  not  to  press  his  views  with  re- 
spect to  the  ballot  ?  But,  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  friend  intimates  that  I  misuoder^ 
stood  him,  I  will  not  continue  the  allusion. 
The  noble  Lord  has  said,  more  than  oooe^ 
that  the  same  men,  or  the  same  class  of 
meo^  would  be  returned;  hit  be  this  •§  {( 
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may,  I  well  remember  his  sa3ring  that  the 
object  and  effect  of  the  Reform  Bill  would 
be  to  give  to  the  people  *'  an  overpowering 
influence"  in  this  House ;  and  he  last  night 
followed  up  that  sentiment  by  stating,  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  would  be  more 
dependent  on  the  people,  their  constituents. 
If  this  be  the  case,  I  contend  that  all  those 
counteracting  influences,  which  now  meet 
in  this  House,  will  be  destroyed.  The 
nicely-balanced  influences  of  the  three 
branches  of  the  Legislature,  which  now 
exist  here,  will  disappear,  and  this  House 
will  become  the  single  organ  of  a  universal 
democracy.  The  House  of  Commons,  in- 
stead of  being  the  depository  of  all  existing 
interests  and  influences  in  the  State,  will 
become  the  mere  concentrating  focus  of  the 
will  of  the  people.  Let  hon.  Members 
consider  what  must  be  the  consequences  of 
such  a  state  of  things  in  the  present  arti- 
ficial condition  of  society.  To  take  one 
instance:  one-third  of  the  existing  pro- 
perty of  the  country  has  been  created  by 
the  will  of  Parliament,  and  may  be  de- 
stroyed by  the  will  of  Parliament.  The 
whole  funded  debt  of  England  arose  in  the 
first  instance,  from  votes  of  this  House  : 
and  the  credit  thus  established  may  be  en- 
dangered— I  will  not  say  extinguished,  by 
another  vote.  Let  hon.  Members,  I  say, 
consider  that  800,000,000/.  of  property 
now  existilf^  may  be  entirely  destroyed,  or 
greatly  deteriorated  in  value,  by  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  new  constituency  and  the  new 
delegates  of  England,  by  the  acts  of  those 
who  may  have  no  other  object  in  view  than 
to  liberate  themselves  from  the  pressure  of 
a  debt  contracted  by  a  body,  which,  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  England,  the 
very  Government  have  taught  the  people 
to  consider  as  not  their  representatives,  and 
therefore  not  fit  to  bind  them.  I  cannot 
but  look,  indeed,  with  extreme  apprehen- 
sion to  the  injury  which  will  accrue  to 
other  interests  of  higher  importance  even 
than  those  of  the  holders  of  funded  pro- 
perty :  but  I  look,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
a  general  deterioration  of  aU  property  aris- 
ing from  the  immediate  action  upon  this 
House,  of  those  who  have  only  the  interest  of 
relieving  themselves  from  taxes.  The  noble 
Lord  stated  twice,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
that  every  body  now  admitted  the  necessity 
of  Reform.  Now,  even  if  I  were  disposed 
to  admit  to  him,  which  I  am  not,  that  Re- 
form is  inevitable,  I  will  never  admit  that 
it  is  needful.  I  contend  that  it  was  not 
called  for  either  by  the  wants  or  by  the 
wishes  of  the  people ;  and  that  the  attempt 


to  introduce  a  measure  of  this  land  has 
been  productive  hitherto  of  nothing  but 
injury  to  the  interests  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  De- 
partment, in  the  first  line  of  his  letter 
addressed  to  the  organ  of  the  Government, 
stated  that  the  Government  was  prepared 
to  introduce  a  Bill  *'  founded  upon  a  new 
basis."*  Now,  in  the  interpretation  of  this 
word,  and  in  its  application  to  the  Bill  be- 
fore us,  I  am  much  more  disposed  to  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Aldeburgh,  than  with  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend,  the  member  for  St.  Mawe's ;  and  I 
fear  that  we  cannot  claim  the  support  of 
any  of  the  Gentlemen  opposite,  on  the 
ground  that  the  present  measure  is  no 
longer  that  to  which  they  swore  allegiance. 
In  one  sense  this  Bill  rests,  indeed,  upon  s 
new  basis ;  but  in  aU  its  substantial  parts 
it  is  the  same  measure  as  the  last.  Upon 
the  whole,  I  think  that  even  the  machinery  of 
the  Bill  is  worse  than  it  was  before ;  but 
supposing  that  there  are  here  and  there 
some  few  slight  technical  improvements,  it 
is  still  essentially  the  same  as  that  whidi 
has  been  already  rejected  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  What  important 
part  of  the  last  Bill  is  there  not  in  this? 
Have  we  not  now,  as  then,  disfranchise- 
ment without  proof  of  guilt — enfranchise- 
ment without  proof  of  need,  and  the  same 
universal  uniform  constituency — democrs- 
tical  enough,  not  only  to  destroy  any  mo- 
narchy, but  almost  any  republic?  The 
measure  has  been  converted  from  a  Bill  of 
twenty  pages  into  one  of  forty-eight  or 
flfty  pages :  its  size  is  altered,  its  dress  ii 
altered,  its  coat  has  been  fitted  to  its 
growth,  but  its  personal  identity  remains 
unchanged.  What  it  was  at  the  beginning, 
on  the  first  day  of  last  March,  it  is  now; 
and  I  fear  that  there  is  little  hope  of  our 
ever  altering  it  to  any  practicid  good  in 
this  House.  I  trust,  however,  if  it  should 
eventually  pass  this  House,  that  those  to 
whom  reference  has  been  so  ofiten  madcy 
will,  as  I  believe  they  will,  act  on  the  same 
principles  on  which  they  made  their  stand 
before ;  and  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  said  by  the  noble  Lord,  I  think  that 
the  most  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  Bill 
will  be  its  rejection.  From  the  beginning 
I  protested  against  the  principles  of  this 

*  Letter  from  the  Viscount  Melbourne  to  Lieu- 
tenant Drummond,  R.  £.  24tb  November,  1831. 
"  The  Government  having  determined  to  found 
the  Reform  Bill  on  a  new  basis.*' — House  of 
Commons  Paper,  No.  17,  ordered  to  be  printed 
15thDeGember|lbdl, 
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Bill.  When  the  noble  Lord^  the  Pay- 
master of  the  forces,  first  introduced  it,  I 
felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  contend  most  ear- 
nestly against  what,  for  the  first  time  in 
our  history,  was  enunciated  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  as  a  right  principle  of  legisla- 
tion —confiscation  without  conviction — pun- 
ishment without  trial — destruction  with- 
out compensation.  At  that  time,  I  most 
solemnly  entered  my  protest  against  those 
principles ;  and  I  now  renew  that  protest, 
feeling  that  there  is  nothing  now,  as  there 
was  nothing  then,  to  justify  our  acting 
upon  them.  My  recollection  may  be  im- 
perfect; and,  in  that  case,  I  shall  feel 
happy  to  be  corrected ;  but  I  thinly,  that 
from  the  first  of  March,  when  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  intro- 
duced a  similar  bill,  no  member  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  opened  to  us  any 
thing  of  a  general  and  statesman-like  view, 
-—first,  of  the  necessity  of  these  alterations; 
and,  secondly,  of  the  effects  which  will  fol- 
low their  adoption.  If  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  assist  my  memory  by  telling  me 
that,  in  any  one  of  the  discussions  which 
we  have  had  during  the  last  nine  months, 
either  any  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  or 
any  of  the  auxiliary  supporters,  by  whom 
they  are  surrounded,  have  done  so,  1 
•hall  be  obliged  to  him  ;  but  I  must  con- 
fess that  no  such  fact  comes  to  my  recol- 
lection, even  with  the  assistance  of  those 
ordinary  sources  for  refreshing  the  memory, 
open  to  us  all.  The  BiU  if  thrown  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  with  a  popular  state- 
ment of  the  anomalies  of  the  existing  sys- 
tem, and  of  the  corruptions  which  prevail 
under  it ;  but  without  any  proof,  or  even 
any  statement  of  the  particular  evils  which 
the  nation,  as  such,  has  thereby  sustained ; 
without  any  evidence  that  the  general 
effect  and  tendencies  of  the  old  Constitu- 
tion have,  on  the  whole,  been  practically 
injurious  to  the  country ;  without  any  pre- 
sumption that  the  remedy  proposed  will 
extirpate  the  alleged  evils,  or  be  unaccom- 

rLnied  by  greater  evils  of  its  own.  Though 
complain  that  the  Bill  has,  by  its  authors, 
been  left  without  any  large  and  statesman- 
like defence  of  its  principles  and  its  proba- 
ble effects,  1  do  not  mean  that  it  has  been 
trusted  alone  to  its  own  intrinsic  merits, 
without  any  defence  at  all  on  the  part  of 
its  noble  parents.  But  while  I  contend,  as 
I  do,  that  the  present  Bill  is,  in  all  its 
essential  points,  the  same  as  that  which 
was  rejected  elsewhere,  I  cannot  help  feel- 
ing that  the  ground  upon  which  the  pre* 
font  BiU  ii  now  defendfldi  ii  mMntUj 


different  from  that  which  was  taken  up  in 
support  of  the  last.  When  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  first  intro- 
duced his  measure  of  Reform  to  this  House, 
he  stated,  as  a  noble  Lord  did  elsewhere, 
that  his  object  was  '*  restoration."  On 
the  second  occasion  upon  which  the  noble 
Lord  presented  himself  to  us — I  mean  on 
the  2ith  of  June — he  had  discovered  that 
Lord  Somers  was  a  reformer,  "  a  friend  to 
innovation," — that  it  was  not  necessary 
any  longer  to  talk  of  restoration,  and  that 
our  Constitution  consisted  of  a  series  of 
changes.  But  now,  on  his  third  appeal  to 
us,  the  noble  Lord  returns  to  his  first  state- 
ment, that  the  Bill  will  ''  restore  to  the 
people  their  just  rights,  which  can  no  longer 
be  withheld."  Now,  I  contend,  that  a 
thing  to  be  restored,  must  have  been  pre* 
viouSy  enjoyed,  and  taken  away :  but  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces^ 
has  not  shewn  us  that  the  people  ever  be- 
fore enjoyed  what  he  proposes  to  bestow 
upon  them.  Having  entered  fully,  on  a 
former  occasion,  into  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, I  will  only  repeat  now,  that  from  the 
very  beginning  of  Parliaments,  there  were 
boroughs  as  small  as  any  which  now  exist ; 
in  proof  of  which  I  have  before  quoted  the 
23rd  of  Edward  1  st  as  the  date  of  the  one 
and  same  year  in  which  precepts  were  first 
issued  to  Old  and  to  New  Sarum:  it  being 
perfectly  clear,  that  the  one  was  a  decayed 
city,  if  the  other  were  any  thing  more  than 
a  rising  village;  and  that  the  population  of 
the  one  was  removed  to  the  other,  both  not 
being  great  towns  at  any  one  period  together. 
Away,  then,  with  the  doctrine,  that  the 
annihilation  of  these  small  boroughs  is  the 
restoration  of  the  parliamentary  constitu- 
tion of  England.  Then,  as  to  the  doctrine 
that  the  people  have  an  inherent  right  to  be 
represented,  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  senior 
member  for  Westminster,  if  I  may  be  so 
allowed  to  distinguish  the  hon.  Baronet 
whom  I  mean,  stated  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  the  people  had  the  same  ri^t  to  be  re- 
presented in  this  House,  as  the  Peers  had  to 
sit  in  their  House,  or  as  the  King  had  to  sit 
upon  his  Throne.  My  right  hon,  friend, 
the  member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Robert 
Peel),  answered  that  assertion  so  trium- 
phantly, that  I  suspect  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  F.  Burdett)  will  not  be  very  eager 
to  sustain  it  by  argument,  either  here  or 
elsewhere.  On  the  principle  advanced  by 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr,  Hunt,  would  be  entitled  to 
claim  hia  support  in  favour  of  Universal 
Suffiragej  or  even  of  an  equal  diyiiioii  of 
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property.  Not  that  I  mean  to  impute  such 
an  idea  as  this  List  to  the  hon,  member  for 
Preston;  but  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Westminster,  as  to  natural 
rights,  if  worth  any  thing,  are  at  least  as 
good  in  favour  of  such  objects,  as  they 
are  in  favour  of  those  which  he  more  im- 
mediately contemplates,  unless,  indeed*  he 
be  a  disciple  of  Dogberry,  and  think  that  as 
reading  and  writing  come  by  nature,  so 
does  a  10/.  qualitication.  For  my  own  part, 
however,  I  cannot  sec  what  ground  of  dis- 
tinction an  advocate  of  natural  rights  can 
take  between  a  man  inhabiting  a  house 
worth  10/.  a  year  and  another  inhabiting 
one  worth  only  9/*  1  have  already  noticed 
that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces(Lord  J.  Russell),  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, alluded  to  Lord  Somers  as  to  an  innova- 
tor;  but  if  he  can  overcome  that,  which  is  not 
an  unreasonable  repugnance  in  one  of  his  no- 
ble house,  so  far  as  to  refer  to  Burke — to 
his  magnificent  defence  of  Lord  Somers — ^he 
will  find  that  the  claim  of  Lord  Somers 
to  the  gratitude  of  posterity  rests  upon  the 
leal  with  which  ho  endeavoured  to  maintain 
all  the  existing  institutions  of  the  country. 
Lord  Somers  was  not  an  innovator.  He 
and  the  other  great  men  of  the  revolution, 
whose  real  successors  the  old  Tory  party 
now  are,  stood  up  for  the  integrity  of  the 
principles  of  our  institutions.  Sir,  I  say 
that  the  old  Tory  party  are  the  representa- 
tives and  successors  of  the  great  men  of 
the  revolution  ;  for  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
doctrines  held  by  them  which  are  not  now 
held  by  the  Tories ;  whilst  instances  can  be 
quoted  of  men  who,  inheriting  their  blood 
and  honours,  have  violated  every  principle, 
for  the  sake  of  which  those,  their  illustrious 
ancestors , would  have  sacrificed  every  thing. 
I  speak  not  of  free- trade,  I  speak  not  of 
such  comparative  trifles,  but  of  things  for 
which  those  great  men  were  ready  to  shed 
their  heart's  blood,  and  which  some  of  their 
descendants  would  now  think  it  disgraceful 
to  advocate.  My  right  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Knaresborough  (Su:  James 
Mackintosh),  supported   the  Bill   on   the 

ground  that  the  people  were  thoroughly 
isgusted  with  the  state  of  the  Representa- 
tion. 1  do  not  know  whether  the  language 
which  I  put  into  his  mouth  be  stronger 
than  he  actually  used ;  but  I  know  that  it 
was  to  the  effect,  that  for  seventy  years, 
the  people  had  seen  so  much  bribery  going 
on,  that  they  had  lost  all  confidence  in  a 
system  under  which  such  practices  could 

(revail.     Now,  admitting  the  fact,  which 
do  not— but  admitting  it  fur  the  nke  of 


argument,  I  ask,  whethar  it  will  be  oon- 
tended  by  my  right  hon.  friend^  that  the 
Bill  before  us  presents  any  adequate  remedy 
for  that  evil.  We  have  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer,  and  from  my  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
the  member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Macaulaj), 
that  the  expense  of  a  contested  county  elae- 
tion,  under  the  new  system,  will  be  scarody 
more  than  the  market  price  of  Old  Sarum. 
1  know  not  what  the  noble  Lord  may  coiint 
the  market  price  of  Old  Sarum,  but  I  ban 
every  reason  to  believe  that  it  never  has 
been  sold.  But  be  that  as  it  may^,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  afiects  the  argument  of  my 
right  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Aldfh 
burgh,  last  night,  against  a  part  of  this 
Bill,  when  he  stated  that  the  expenae  of 
fifteen  polling-booths  in  different  placet  in 
one  county  would  render  the  expense  of  aa 
election  as  great  under  the  new  aa  under 
the  old  system,  if  not  greater*  But  this  is 
a  matter  upon  which  it  is  unneceaeary  to 
trouble  the  House  with  an  obiervatioo» 
because  the  BiU  involves  interests  of  such 
immeasurably  higher  importance,  that  the 
mere  pounds,  shHlings,  and  pence  view  of 
one  fraction  of  the  question  is  hardly,  in 
the  present  stage  of  the  proceeding,  worth 
consideration.  At  the  same  time,  then  is 
one  point  connected  even  with  the  peco* 
niary  part  of  the  question,  not  altogether 
undeserving  of  notice.  It  is  this— jrou 
have  taken  property  as  the  test  of  qualifica- 
tion in  an  elector,  and  in  a  candidate ;  but 
with  respect  to  candidates,  the  qualifieatioB 
is  so  often  evaded,  that  the  production  of  it 
is  almost  a  mockery.  Now,  it  is  most  de« 
sirable  that  those  who  are  to  sit  in  this 
House  as,  in  any  sense,  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  |)eoplc  of  England,  should  at 
least  give  some  evidence  that  they  them* 
selves  have  a  stake  in  the  country,  and 
that  they  are  not  mere  adventurers,  who  faj 
popular  talents  only,  without  the  evideoee 
of  personal  fortune,  can  come  into  a  situa- 
tion to  dispose  of  the  fortunes  of  othera  I 
can  see,  therefore,  even  in  the  expense  now 
incident  to  popular  elections,  some  dieek  to 
the  otherwise  unlimited  introduction  of 
penny  less  profligate  men  into  these  seats  of 
power,  into  this  Representation  of  all  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  England.  I  use 
the  expression  '*  Representative ;"  but  1 
never  will  admit  that,  in  the  Govemmeot 
sense  of  that  word,  this  House  was  ever 
intended  to  be  a  strict  Representation  of 
the  people.  At  the  b^inning,  as,  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  was  enabled,  by  the  in* 
dulgenoe  of  the  Houspy  to  stetefttUjTf  thtt  tht 
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King  selected  certaiD  communities  to  send 
here  those  who  might  advise  with  him. 
My  right  hon.  friend  opposite^  the  member 
for  Knaresborough  (Sir  James  Mackin- 
tosh), knows  well  that  such  was  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  all  writs  were  originally 
issued.  1  do  not  deny  the  full  legislative 
powers,  even  in  the  earliest  day,  of  the 
House  of  CommonSywhen  once  assembled, 
however,  assembled;  but  I  deny  that  it 
was  ever  assembled,  at  any  time,  as  a  Re- 
presentation of  the  people,  taken  on  any 
one  general  principle,  of  wealth,  of  num- 
bers, or  of  all  classes,  or  of  all  combined. 
If,  then,  there  be  no  right,  no  abstract  right, 
in  the  people  to  Representation  at  all,  and 
still  less,  to  exclusive  Representation  in 
this  House,  the  question,  whether  this  or 
that  portion  of  the  people  have  more  or 
less  Representatives  in  this  House  than  it 
ought  to  have,  (all  sent  alike  in  obedience 
to  the  King's  writs,  which  writs  were,  in 
their  origin,  diseretional),  cannot  rest  on 
the  ground  on  which  it  is  placed  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  denial  or 
the  granting  of  the  franchise — that  is,  the 
being  called  upon,  according  to  the  old 
form,  to  send  persons  to  advise  with  the 
King— cannot  oe  a  matter  of  complaint  on 
the  one  hand,  or  of  inherent  right  on  the 
other.  What  we  have  to  decide  is  this — 
whether  the  system  so  estc^blished  have,  or 
have  not,  worked  well — whether  its  effects 
have,  or  have  not  been  beneficial.  Will 
those  who  bring  forward  this  measure  con- 
descend to  point  out  the  evils  which  we 
have  endured,  and  above  all,  how  their  pro- 

ril  is  likely  to  remedy  those  evils  ?  I 
not  mean  (for  I  can  see  by  the  Bill) 
how  the  towns  of  the  kingdom  are  put 
into  schedules,  and  the  people  into  classes, 
but  I  mean  a  statesmanlike  view  of  the 
probable  effect  of  this  Bill;  for  if  Minis- 
ters do  not  make  this  expostition,  and  sustain 
it  by  proof,  I,  for  one,  shall  contend  that 
they  have  not  discharged  their  duty,  either 
to  the  House  or  to  the  country,  in  agitat- 
ing such  an  empire  as  this,  with  such  a 
question,  at  this  or  at  any  other  time. 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  stated  last  night,  that  we  were 
now  all  Reformers;  and  the  same  assertion 
was  made,  in  the  last  session,  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  whose  speech  will  be  more  re- 
membered 00  account  of  the  answer  given 
to  it  by  my  right  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Tamworth,  than  for  any  intrinsic  merit 
of  its  own ;  that  hon.  Gentleman  being 
pleased  to  assume,  that  the  only  question 
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amount  of  Reform  which  each  might  admit, 
should  be.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Pay- 
master of  the  Forces,  in  like  manner  told 
us,  in  the  Summer,  that  now  "  every  Anti* 
Reformer  has  a. pigeon-hole  for  a  constitu- 
tion of  his  own."  Now,  I  beg  leave  to  say 
for  myself,  that  I  have  no  constitution  to 
tender  to  the  noble  Lord;  I  am  content 
with  the  Constitution  as  it  exists.  I  have 
always  contended  that  the  actual  frame  of 
our  Constitution  has  produced  more  bless* 
ings  to  this  country  than  have  ever  been 
enjoyed  by  any  other  kingdom,  in  any  other 

X  under  any  other  form  of  government 
tever.  I  have  heard  it  asked — ^indeed 
the  question  was  repeated  last  night — 
whether  the  Constitution  of  England  under 
the  Tudors  be  fit  to  be  the  Constitution  of 
England  in  the  year  1831 ;  and  my  hon. 
and  Jeamed  friend  (the  member  for  Calne), 
stated,  that,  improved  as  the  administration 
of  affairs  had  been,  in  the  time  of  Charles 
1st  compared  with  that  of  Henry  8th,  yet 
that  such  improvement  had  not  been  so 
great  as  the  growth  of  public  opinion  then 
required  it  to  be.  He  did  not  deny  the 
ameliorations  which  had  successively,  since 
that  time,  taken  place :  he  admitted  them 
all ;  but  he  argued,  that,  considerable  as 
they  were,  they  were  nut  commensurate 
with  the  requirements  of  the  ase.  My  hon. 
and  learned  friend  contended,  in  continua- 
tion, that  exactly  in  proportion  as  the  first 
members  of  the  House  of  Hanover  were 
unable  to  act  on  the  principles  of  the 
Stuarts,  so  was  the  House  of  Hanover  in 
the  nineteenth  century  unable  to  act  upon 
the  principles  of  the  House  of  Hanover  in 
the  eighteenth  centurv.  He  argue4  that 
none  but  bigots  would  contend  t£it  the  old 
institutions  are  fitted  to  the  new  condition 
of  the  country.  Now,  I  will  admit  myself 
as  complete  a  bigot  as  he  could  desire,  to 
answer,  if  I  cannot  prove,  that  the  Consti- 
tution, as  it  exists  now,  although  in  name 
the  same,  is,  in  point  of  fact,  very  different 
from  what  it  was  under  the  Tudors.  Let 
us  take  the  amount  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise, for  instance,  as  it  was  under  the 
Tudors  and  the  Stuarts,  and  as  it  is  under 
the  House  of  Hanover.  It  remains  now, 
and  has  in  every  age  remained,  nominally 
the  same  as  it  was  even  before  the  Tudors, 
in  the  time  of  Henry  6th;  but  can  anv 
one  fail  to  perceive,  that,  whilst  the  nomi* 
nal  amount  is  unaltered,  the  practical  efiect 
ii  very  different  ?  By  the  change  in  the 
value  of  money,  that  which  was  rather  a 
high  qualification  four  centuries  ago,  hag 
become  fdmoat  nominaL    I  hardly  luiow  i^ 
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what  proportion,  since  the  time  of  Henry 
6th  the  constituency  has  been  increased 
from  this  cause  alone;  but,  consider- 
ing, in  addition  to  that  cause,  the  divi- 
sion of  property,  and  the  increase  of  culti- 
vation, it  cannot  be  less  than  fifty-fold  at 
the  lowest.  This  change  has  been  accom- 
plished gradually,  without  danger,  by  one 
of  those  elastic  principles  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, which  enable  it  to  accommodate  itself 
to  the  wants  of  the  times.  A  change 
similar  to  that  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
constituency,  may  also  be  observed  in  the 
Representatives  of  the  people.  Will  any  one 
say,  that  the  Representatives  of  England 
are  not  a  very  different  class  of  persons  from 
that  which  sat  in  this  House  two  centuries 
ago?  It  was  stated  last  night,  although  I 
dare  say  it  was  sufficiently  familiar  to  the 
House  before,  that  the  new  member  for 
Worcestershire  was  quite  unconnected  with 
that  county,  by  birth,  or  by  property,  or  by 
residence;  and  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John 
Sebright),  who  stated  the  fact,  argued 
from  It,  that  the  county  of  Worcester  was 
decidedly  favourable  to  Reform,  because  it 
preferred  a  gentleman  so  circumstanced 
with  Reform,  to  their  old  Member  against 
Reform.  But  does  he  not  see  the  use 
which  may  be  made  of  that  fact  on  the 
other  side  of  the  argument.'^  Does  not  the 
fact  itself  prove  the  non-need  of  Reform, 
for  that  the  people  have,  and  exercise, 
under  the  present  system,  the  power  of 
selecting  from  all  England,  those  whom 
they  may  think  most  fit  to  represent  them  ? 
That  is  a  power  which  was  given  to  them 
by  the  change  of  circumstances,  and  is  one 
which  they  never  could  have  possessed,  and, 
indeed,  did  not  wish  to  possess,  two  centu- 
ries ago.  Look  at  Middlesex  again;  a 
perfect  stranger  in  family  and  in  estate, 
has  fallen  into  the  Representation  of  it. 
Look  at  Yorkshire.  An  hon.  Gentleman, 
formerly  a  member  of  this  House,  of  most 
respectable  private  station,  five  or  six 
years  ago,  utterly  unconnected  as  he  was 
with  the  landed  aristocracy  of  that  county, 
and  connected  only  with  its  manufacturing 
interests,  was,  without  a  contest,  selected 
to  fill  the  seat  once  occupied  by  Sir  George 
Saville.  We  all  know  that  last  year 
another  hon.  and  learned  person,  a  stranger 
in  every  thing  but  in  reputation,  was, 
by  the  same  county,  placed  in  the  Repre- 
sentation of  the  tenth  part  of  England. 
I  suppose  that  it  will  not  be  denied, 
on  the  Ministerial  benches,  that  the  House 
of  Commons^  elected  six  months  ago, 
doeii  I7  it!  mijorityi  on  their  lidcj  at 


this  moment,  represent  fully  the  mind  and 
will  of  the  people  of  Engluid.  If  this  be 
not  so,  why  taunt  us  with  the  cry,  that 
your  majorities  on  this  Bill  are  the  organs 
of  the  determination  of  the  people,  that 
''  the  Bill  shall  pass }" — if  it  be  so,  have 
you  not  already  got  a  full  proof,  that,  even 
under  the  old  and  reviled  system,  there  are 
powers  inherent  in  the  Constitution,  by 
which  the  strongest  infusion  of  popular  ex- 
citement can  be  communicated  instantly 
and  irresistibly  to  this  House?  While, 
however,  there  is  this  immediate  reflectioii 
here  of  the  popular  feeling  on  this  subject, 
there  are  still  left  amongst  us  some  guards 
and  checks  to  its  extremest  violence ;  and 
in  them  there  may  still  be  some  security  for 
the  preservation  of  other  interests.  Bot 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  not  attempted 
to  state,  that  the  constituency  which  he 
proposes  to  create,  will  send  Representa- 
tives who,  carrying  into  this  House  the 
mind  of  the  people,  wDl  also  have  any  in- 
terest in  preserving  the  other  institutioos 
of  the  country,  but  it  has  been  stated,  that 
"the  people  are  dissatisfied,  and  require  the 
change."  Now,  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend  (the  member  for  Calne)  last  night 
stated  most  happily,  in  the  course  of  one  of 
the  most  splendid  speeches  which  even  he 
had  ever  made  in  this  House,  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  made  for  the  people,  and  not 
the  people  for  the  Government.  In  that 
observation  I  perfectly  concur ;  but  I  con- 
tend, that  before  we  assbme  tlie  people  to 
be  dissatisRed  with  this  government,  we 
want  something  far  different  from  the  ex- 
hibition which  has  been  made  to  prove  it  to 
us.  I  do  not  ask  upon  what  grounds,  or 
in  what  way  they  are  dissatisfied,  but  I  ad[ 
the  opposite  side  to  prove  that  such  is  the 
fact.  Will  any  man  tell  me  that  the  cur- 
rent of  public  opinion  has  run  long  and 
steadily,  and,  therefore,  increasingly,  against 
the  old  system,  and  in  favour  of  the  new 
system  >  Will  it  be  said,  that  the  result  rf 
the  last  election  conclusively  proves  it? 
Let  me  ask,  how  can  we  distinguish  be- 
tween a  mountain  torrent  and  a  perennial 
stream  ?  Is  it  not  by  watching  whether, 
after  a  time,  there  be  not  a  subsidence  in  its 
waters  ?  Taking  that  test,  can  it  be  sud 
that  the  people  now  hold  the  same  lan- 
guage, and  shew  the  same  eagerness  xe- 
specting  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  that  they 
did  six  months  ago  ?  I  wiU  not  say  whe- 
ther there  have  been,  in  the  technical 
sense  of  the  word,  a  re-action ;  but  there 
has  certainly  been  a  considerable  subsidence 
of  opinion  on  this  lulgect.    Jamwil^ijlQ 
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admits  that  a  Constitution — to  work  well — 
musty  in  all  cases,  be  suited  to  the  people 
who  were  to  live  under  it.    The  English 
Constitution  was  thrown  away  in  Corsica ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  absolutism  of 
the  government  of  Spain  and  of  Portugal 
is  cherished  as  their  heart's  blood  by  the 
people  of  the  Peninsula.     If  it  be  argued 
that  the  petitions  of  the  people   in  this 
country  prove  their  determination  to  have 
this  Bill,    and  nothing  but   this  Bill,    I 
ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  whether  he 
always  thought  the  petitions  of  the  people 
equally   condusive  ;    and   whether    there 
have  not  been  occasions  in  which  as  great 
numbers  of  the  people  have  expressed  a  de- 
cided opinion,  as  they  have  done  in  this 
case  ?     But  I  contend,  that  even  if  it  were 
proved,  that  the  whole  existing  race  of 
Englishmen  were  eager  and  determined  to 
possess  this  Bill,  we  should  be  bound  to 
consider,  thAt  the  people  have  only  a  life« 
interest  in  the  Constitution  ;  that  we  are 
their  trustees;  that  we  must  not  allow 
them  to  commit  waste  on  the  property,  but 
must  ourselves  endeavour  to  preserve  it  for 
their  and  our  children.     We  must  not,  for 
the  sake  of  temporary  popularity,  or  even  to 
avoid  some  great  evil,  supposing  any  likely 
to  arise  from  resistance  to  this  demand, 
which  I  deny — but  supposing,  I  say,  that 
it  is  likely  to  arise,  we  must  not,  to  avoid 
it,  run  into  the  certain  evil  of  sacrificing 
their  permanent  welfare  and  interest.    But, 
I  will  ask,  does  the  intelligence  of  the 
country  demand  this  change  ?     I  deny  that 
it  does.     Look  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
two   Universities  have  pronounced  their 
opinion.     Will  the  noble  Lord  deny,  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  individuals 
composing  them  are  opposed  to  the  present 
measure  r     I  speak  now  of  those,  who,  by 
law,  constitute  the  corporate  body  in  both 
Universities.    But  can  he  deny,  that  at 
least  as  large  a  proportion,  also,  of  the  rising 
talent  of  the  country,  now  in  those  Uni- 
versities, and  hereafter  to  constitute  in  suc- 
cession those  corporate  bodies,  will  be  found, 
at  this  instant,  arrayed  against  him  and  his 
Bill  ?    I  might  state  the  same — I  believe, 
with  equal  confidence — in  respect  to  the 
majority  both  of  the  Clergy  and  of  the 
Magistracy,  spread  over  the  whole  kingdom. 
A  minor  point,   if  any  thing  connected 
with  justice  can  be  considered  minor,  has 
not  been  brought  before  the  House.     It  is 
a  point  which  seems  to  have  been  totally 
overlooked  by  both  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
lite,  in  this  their  sweeping  measure,although 
they  were  bound  to  take  it  into  ooDadeia- 


tion,  both  by  principle  and  precedent— I 
allude  to  the  justice  (in  abolishing  so  many 
existing  rights)  of  giving  ad^uate  com* 
pensation  to  those  who  are  to  suner  by  their 
measure.  Unpopular  as,  in  this  House, 
may  be  the  doctrine  of  giving  compensation 
to  those  whose  rights  are  swept  away  by 
schedule  A,  can  any  man  deny,  particularly 
after  the  convincing  speech  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  friend  ( Sir  Charles  Wetherell)  near 
me,  last  Session,  that  these  boroughs,  and 
the  rights  belonging  to  them,  are  both,  in  the 
strictest  sense  of  the  word,  property  ?  The 
Legislature  has  allowed  these  burgage-te« 
nurestobe  bought  and  sold,  all  parties  know- 
ing that  the  elective  franchise  entered  into 
the  calculation  of  their  value.  After  having 
suffered  this,  can  we  turn  round  and  take 
that  which  we  have  thus  allowed  to  be  sold, 
away  from  those  who  have  bought  it,  with- 
out giving  compensation  to  tbem  ?  But, 
as  I  said  before,  this  is  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  justice  and  principle,  but  of  direct 
precedent.  Wm  not  1,250,000^  awarded  at 
the  time  of  the  Irish  Union  to  those  whose 
interest  in  certain  boroughs  was  annihilated 
by  that  measure  ?  And  is  it  not  recorded 
by  the  papers  on  our  own  Table,  that  this 
sum  was  apportioned,  not  to  the  voters,  but 
to  the  proprietors  ?  Let  it  not  be  forgotten, 
also,  that  these  boroughs  so  confiscated 
were,  without  exception,  corporation  bo* 
roughs,  and  not  boroughs  in  which  the 
burgage-tenure  prevailed,  in  which  last  the 
property  evidently  becomes  more  tangible, 
and  of  course  the  argument  for  compensa- 
tion more  irresistible.  iTollow  the  greatest 
modem  lawyers,  in  holding  that  that  is 
property,  the  denial  of  which  is  the  subject 
of  an  action.  If,  therefore,  the  deniid  of 
the  right  of  voting  be,  as  Lord  Holt  has 
decided,  a  subject  of  action,  whether  that 
right  rest  upon  a  corporation  charter,  or 
upon  burgage-tenure,  I  am  justified  in  con- 
tending, that  some  compensation  is  due  to 
those  whose  rights  are  to  be  extinguished 
by  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord.  What, 
after  all.  Sir,  is  the  end  of  good  govem- 
men  ?  Throughout  these  discussions  it  has 
been  assumed  that  the  end  of  good  govern- 
ment is  equality  of  Representation ;  but  I 
say,  that  this  is  to  confound  the  end  with 
the  means.  The  civil  end  of  all  government 
ought  to  be  the  freedom  of  the  person,  and 
the  security  of  the  property  of  the  subject. 
Is  not  this  end  attained  under  the  existing 
system?  If  so,  the  noble  Lord  has  no 
riffht  to  derange  it  for  the  sake  of  a  theory, 
whether  true  or  false  in  the  abstract.  1 
connder  the  onus  lies  with  his  Majesty's 
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Ministers  to  prove,  thai  the  great  ends  of 
government  have  failed;  and  not  only  that, 
but  that  this  measure  will  attain  those 
ends,  that  it  will  satisfy  the  people,  and 
secure  for  us  blessings  which  the  old  system 
has  not  secured.  Now,  what  does  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  tcU  us  with  regard  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  people  ?  Does  he 
not  say,  that  those  whose  Representative 
he  claims  to  be  in  this  House,  are  not  satis- 
fied with  it  ?  Does  not  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  know  that  certain  meetings  have 
taken  place  in  the  north,  at  Macclesfield, 
Stockport,  Leeds,  &c.,  in  which,  without  a 
single  exception,  the  Whigs  liave  been 
driven  from  the  field  by  the  disciples  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston?  Have  not  the 
majorities,  on  those  occasions,  told  us  '^that 
they  will  not  be  delivered,  bound  hand  and 
foot,  into  the  hands  of  a  **  10/.  oligarchy ; " 
or,  to  use  the  expression  of  my  noble  friend 
the  member  for  Wootton  Bassett,  (Lord 
Mahon)  to  "  an  aristocracy  of  shopkeepers?" 
In  any  case  I  should  not  like  the  Bill,  but 
certainly  it  would  be  more  tolerable  if  any 
one  could  state,  in  this  House,  that  he  be- 
lieves it  to  be  a  final  measure;  I  mean  final 
as  far  as  the  word  can  be  applied  to  human 
institutions,  meaning,  perhaps,  a  genera- 
tion. But  does  the  noble  Lord  pretend  to 
state  that  the  new  Representation  which  he 
proposes  to  introduce  into  this  House,  will 
not,  year  af^er  year,  bring  forward  mea- 
sures which  will  agitate  the  country  far 
more  than  even  this?  Does  he  believe 
that  any  thing  which  we  can  now  do,  short 
of  oftering  actual  resistance  to  this  Bill,  can 
prevent  the  continued  agitation  of  the  sub- 
ject? Perhaps,  indeed,  neither  granting 
nor  resisting  this  measure  will  prevent  the 
question  being  again  agitated.  But  the 
difference  between  the  two  cases  is  this : 
by  resisting  now,  wc  may  effectually  pre- 
vent the  necessitv  of  still  further  and  more 
dangerous  concessions ;  whereas,  by  now 
yielding,  we  prepare  the  way  for  all  future 
concessions,  and  give  up  the  very  arms  with 
which  we  might  defend  ourselves,  into  the 
hands  of  those  who  will  use  them  to  en- 
force their  further  demands.  1  have  al- 
ready quoted  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
much  the  same  Members  would  be  elected 
into  a  Reformed  Parliament,  as  arc  now 
elected  into  an  unrcforincd :  I  might  well 
ask,  then,  if  that  be  so,  why  change  the 
system  ?  But,  then,  I  have  also  been  told, 
that  they  will  be  sent  here  with  different 
objects.  Now,  in  reverting  to  this  subject, 
which  I  noticed  slightly  when  I  first  rose. 


I  cannot  but  urge  the  boD.  Gentleniia  i>ppO" 
site,  considering  that  this  pcnnt  is  pxictiodlj 
the  most  important  in  their  Bill— to  ttmte  at 
once  what  those  objects  are,  and  what  It  is, 
which  will  produce  a  change  in  the  Mem- 
bers of  a  future  House  in  respect  to  those  ob» 
jects  ?    If  a  clear  and  permanent  majority  of 
this  House  be  to  be  more  under  the  influence 
of  popular  will  than  they  are  at  this  momeat, 
can  any  body  doubt  what  will  be  the  oon« 
sequences  ?     Is  it  not  evident,  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  popular  will  in  aooie 
places — at  least,  in  some  meetinga — ^ii  for 
the  abolition  of  several  institutions  which 
appear  to  be  as  dear  to  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
myself,  and  which  ought  to  be  far  mora 
dear  to  him  than  to  me  ?     Does  he  beliefe 
that  the  interests  of  property  will  be  as  ae- 
cure,  when  you  have  in  this  House  the  Re- 
presentatives of  those  who  declare  that  the 
law  of  primogeniture  ought   to   be  done 
away  with,  and  that  the  disttnotions  ^  of 
rank  are  unnatural,  and  "  (though  the  hoa. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Westminiter  (Sir 
Francis  Burdett)  did  not  add  the  oondu^g 
part  of  the  Resolution,  the  other  night,  I 
will  finish  the  quotation  for  hiniY— ^'onflhl 
to  be  abolished."     Do  the  noble  Lorda  tlimk 
that  the  rights  of  their  "order"  will  be 
more  secure,  when   Members  are  intro- 
duced into  this  House  such  aa  you  may 
expect  to  be  the  Representatives  of  a  ooo- 
stitucncy    holding    opinions    like    these? 
Do    they   not  know,    that   the   ultimate 
objects  of  those  who  agitate  this  Queitioa 
on  the  other  side  of  these  walls,  are  the  re* 
mission  of  all  taxes,  the  oonfitcation  of 
Church   and    funded    property,    and  the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Peers?     Have 
not  the  latter  body,  as  was  stated  by  my 
right  hon.   friend,  the  member  for  Aide- 
burgh,  yesterday,  been  designated  at  an  aa* 
sembly  of  1 99  individuals,  and  their  ooipo* 
rate  capacity,  and  their  legislative  functions 
destroyed,  so  far  as  the  will  of  ihoie  wIm» 
hold  that  doctrine  is  concerned?     Under 
these  circumstances,  1  can  feel  no  confidence 
in  the  stability,  even,  of  the  Conititutioo 
about  to  be  established ;  and  lo  far  as  all 
the  great  existing  interests  of  the  countij 
are  concerned,  I  see  no  security  to  any  onCy 
and  I  sec  danger  gathering  round  almost 
all.     I  see  danger,  indeed,  on  every  nde. 
I  admit  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  there  is 
dancer  in  resistance ;  but  I  contend,  that 
the  danger  of  concession  is  infinitely  greater* 
I  believe,  that  under  the  existing  system, 
greater  happiness  has  been  enjoyed  by  the 
pef)ple  of  this  country,  than  ever  was  be* 
stowed  upon  any  people  in  any  age^  .or  in 
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anj  country.  Admitting^  and  feeling,  I 
hope,  greatly  for  the  existence  of  much  in« 
dividual  distress,  and  distress  even  in 
larse  masses — I  say,  that  such  civilization, 
such  wealth,  such  comfort,  such  freedom^ 
auch  wide-spread  enjoyment,  never  before, 
I  believe,  was  known  in  any  country  of  the 
world.  Our  national  wealth  and  resources, 
exhausted  as  they  now  appear  to  many  to 
be,  under  the  pressure  of  tremendous  wars, 
and  an  expenditure  of  above  1 ,000,000,000/., 
in  the  course  of  thirty  years,  are  yet  greater, 
I  believe,  than  those  of  any  five  other  Euro- 
pean States.  No  man  who  has  travelled, 
will  venture  to  say,  that  there  is  any 
country  of  Europe  bearing  evidences  of 
such  an  extension  of  civilization  and  com- 
fort as  have  been  possessed  by  England 
under  our  despised  and  reviled  Constitution. 
Looking  to  the  history  of  the  last  thirty 
years,  -there  is  no  shore  which  is  not  tribu- 
tary to  our  commerce ;  there  is  no  sea  which 
has  not  been  a  witness  of  our  victories ;  our 
sword  has  not  been  drawn  except  to  con- 
quer'-has  not  been  sheathed  except  to 
spare;  and  in  all  things,  among  all  the 
nations  of  the  earth.  Providence  has  pre- 
eminently prospered  us.  What  have  we 
rendered  to  God  for  these  His  blessings  ? 
What  we  have  been  as  individuals,  I  will 
not  say.  I  desire  to  judge  no  man  except 
myself :  and  this  is  a  subject  too  delicate  to 
justify  more  than  the  most  passing  aUusion : 
—but,  as  a  nation,  we  have  not  employed 
our  wealth,  our  resources,  and  our  influence^ 
as  we  ought ;  we  have  not  been  sufficiently 
humble — we  have  not  been  sufficiently 
thankful  for  the  blessings  which  we  have 
enjoyed.  I  most  conscientiously  and  so- 
lemnly believe,  that  if  thb  Bill  of  Reform 
shall  pass,  carrying  with  it  the  hazard,  and, 
at  no  very  distant  day,  the  destruction  of 
all  that  security  of  social  comforts  which 
we  have  hitherto  enjoyed,  the  overthrow 
of  all  our  institutions,  and  the  unspeakable 
and  immeasurable  misery  which  must  at- 
tend and  follow  that  crisis ; — I  say,  I  most 
conscientiously  and  solemnly  believe  it  will 
be,  because  we  have  been  at  once  the 
most  favoured  and  the  most  ungrateful  of 
nations. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  was  anxious  to  ad- 
dress the  House  upon  the  present  question, 
and  if  the  observations  which  he  had  to 
make  were  not  considered  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men important  as  to  the  measure  under 
review — and  he  was  not  so  vain  as  to  sup- 
pose he  coulc^  throw  much  new  lig|ht  upon 
the  subject — still  they  were  important  to 
himself,  if  the  House  would  indulge  him 


in  listening  for  a  short  time  to  what  he 
proposed  to  press  upon  its  attention.  His 
great  desire  was,  to  show  that  the  motives 
which  induced  him  to  resolve  upon  the 
vote  he  was  about  to  give  should  be  fully 
and  clearly  understood.  When  the  last 
Bill  was  brought  in,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  give  it  a  decided  opposition  in  all  its 
stages.  He  did  so  because  he  thought  that 
it  was  unnecessary,  and  was  originated  at 
a  most  unseasonable  time,  when  they  had 
not  the  means  to  legislate  with  safety  to 
promote  the  end  in  view,  and  because  it 
must  be  such  as  there  were  no  means  of 
calculating.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
course  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
pursued  was  in  all  respects  pregnatit  with 
danger ;  and  he  hud  therefore  been  desirous 
that  the  people  should  have  a  second  op- 
portunity of  giving  the  question  a  calm 
consideration.  After  that  measure  had 
been  disposed  of,  and  after  its  principles 
had  been  so  ably  explained  as  they  had  been 
in  the  discussions  which  took  place  in  that 
House  and  elsewhere,  he  entertained  some 
hope  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
have  thought  better  of  the  subject,  and 
would  have  introduced  a  new  Bill  in  conse- 
quence, more  likely  to  conciliate  their  op- 
ponents than  that  now  before  the  House ; 
and  that  he  and  others,  whohad  taken  a  miti- 
gated view  of  the  opposition  which  ought 
to  be  given  to  Reform  in  the  present  state 
of  the  country,  would  be  able  to  give  it 
their  support.  He  need  not  add,  that  he 
was  painfully  disappointed.  He  had  looked 
at  the  Bill  with  a  full  desire  to  find  it  such 
as  he  could  approve,  and  he  admitted  that 
he  had  found  in  it  many  points  which  were 
essentially  practical  improvements.  He 
must  observe,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
had,  in  his  opinion,  abandoned  one  most 
objectionable  feature  which  had  been  found 
in  the  former  Bill,  and  which  would  have 
led  to  future  danger  and  confusion-— 
namely,  the  assuming  the  amount  of  po- 
pulation as  the  basis  of  Representation. 
He  greatly  preferred  the  taking  even  the 
arbitrary  number  of  boroughs  in  the  sche- 
dule A,  or  the  combined  calculation  of  the 
population  and  assessed  taxes,  to  the  taking 
a  certain  amount  of  population,  and  dis- 
franchising all  the  boroughs  which  were 
found  to  contain  a  less  number  of  inhabit- 
ants than  the  amount  fixed  upon.  In 
schedule  B  there  was  also,  he  was  willing 
to  admit,  a  ereat  improvement,  inasmuch 
as  two  Members  were  restored  to  a  great 
proportion  of  those  boroughs  which,  by 
the  former  Bill,  were  to  have  been  At* 
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the  householders  generally,  those  paying 
scot-and-lot,  or  as,  it  was  determined  hy 
this  Bill,  those  paying  parochial  rates  and 
assessed  taxes.     He  did  not  intend  to  in- 
dulge m  any  remarks  which  could  make 
this  great  measure  be  considered  a  party 
question ;  and  he  did  hope,  as  it  seemed  to 
be  generally  admitted  that   Reform   was 
necessary,  although  hon.Gentlemen  differed 
as  to  the  degree,  that  hon.  Members  would 
cordially  resolve,  by  timely  concessions,  to 
save  the  country  from  continued  agitation. 
The  objections  made  by  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  seemed  principally  to  consist   of 
objections  to  its  details.     If  that  were  so, 
then  let  them  not  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  but  consent  to  its  going 
into  Committee,  and  there  debate  the  objec- 
tions which  they   thought  ought    to  be 
urged,  and  propose  the  amendments  that 
appeared  to  them  desirable  to  be  adopted. 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  wedded 
to  no  party,  and  had  no  other  object  than 
to  satisfy  the  public,  by  improving  the  insti- 
tutions of  the  country,  and  allaying  excite- 
ment.    He  should  be   most   willing  and 
ready,  to  listen  to  all  suggestions  uttered, 
without  caring  by  whom  they  were  pro- 
posed, and,  if  he  considered  them  improve- 
ments, they  should  have  his  best  support. 
He  came  to  that  House  for  the  purpose  of 
endeavouring     to    suit    the    Constitution 
under  which  he  lived,  and  which  he  con- 
sidered had  been  impaired  by  time,  and 
not  fully  adapted  to  the  various  interests 
which  had  gradually  been  produced  by  the 
progress  of  society — to  the  existing  wants 
of  the  community ;  and,  with  that  object 
in  view,  he  should  vote  for  or  against  the 
measure,  as  he  saw  it  likely  to  attain  or 
not  to  attain  that  object.     He  would  sup- 
pose that  the  Bill  was  altered  in  its  pro- 
gress   towards    maturity   in    consequence 
of    the    objections    that  were   urged    to 
it ;    he  would  suppose  that  tlie  House  of 
Lords  reduced  schedule  A  to  some  forty- 
five  boroughs,  and  schedule  B  to  ten  bo- 
roughs, that  they  struck  out  the  whole  of 
the  metropolitan  Representation,  and  that, 
with  these  alterations,  the  House  of  Lords 
passed  the  Bill,  and  it  became  a  law,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?     Why,  a  dis- 
solution would  take  place,  and  the  country 
be  called  on  to  express  its  opinion  on  the 
new    constitution    of    Parliament.       The 
opinion  mi^ht  Iks  well   anticipated.     The 
great  families  that  were  well  beloved  in 
their  districts,  would  still  return  some  por- 
tion  of  their  Members  to   represent   the 
agricultural  community ;  the  principal  alter- 


ation would  be  inthediflEBventiKBtof  Ml 
hers  returned  for  the  manu&ctuiing  towu 
to  what  were  now  returned  for  the  nomi- 
nation boroughi.  In  this  view  of  the  case^ 
although  there  was  much  said  about  the 
injury  the  agricultural  interest  would  sas* 
tain,  he  must  confess  he  saw  no  such  danger, 
even  supposing  the  large  towns  were  to 
have  what  it  was  said  this  Bill  would  give 
theui — a  preponderating  weight,  by  the 
number  of  their  Members.  Still  he  could 
not  see,  that  the  agricultural  interest  would 
be  endangered ;  for  it  was  not  seriouslj  to 
be  imagined  that  the  large  towns  would 
choose  for  their  Members  men  who  desxed 
to  destn)y,  or  even  to  injure,  any  of  the 
great  interests  of  the  country.  The  oppo- 
site assertion  proceeded  on  the  atsumpUon 
that  none  but  men  of  noble  birth  undei^ 
stood  the  true  interests  of  the  countiyy  or 
had  them  really  at  heart.  He  denied  the 
assertion  altogether.  I'here  were  in  the 
towns  many  men  of  humble  birth,  but  of 
good  sense,  and  of  extensive  acquirements 
— men  who  had  acquired  wealth  by  their 
skill  and  industry,  and  who  were  as  much 
respected  for  the  honour  and  int^rity  of 
their  characters  as  if  they  had  been  ennoUed 
from  the  Conquest.  It  was  such  men  ss 
these  that  would  be  chosen  as  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  large  towns ;  and  was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  they  would  do  aoy 
thing  to  injure  the  interests  of  the  country? 
It  had  been  asserted,  that,  by  the  disfnu- 
chisemcnt  of  small  boroughs,  the  schools 
for  the  formation  of  statesmen  would  be 
broken  up;  but,  to  counterbalance  thb 
supjx)sed  evil,  they  would  have  the  practi- 
cal knowledge  of  merchants,  who,  instesd 
of  looking  after  family  alliances,  would  be 
looking  after  commercial  treaties.  But  if 
they  extended  their  view,  and  looked  to 
the  numbers  who  were  anxiously  expecting 
the  possifig  of  this  Hill,  could  they  believe 
that  it  was  nothing  that  the  people  would 
lie  contented  ?  If  they  perceived  evils  in 
the  present  system,  and  hoped  to  find 
remedies  in  Reform,  that  alone  was  a  great 
argument  to  forward  the  Bill.  If  people 
were  asked,  wliat  they  expected  to  gain  fay 
it,  their  answer  was  ready.  They  hoped 
their  voice  would  have  some  weight  in  that 
House — that  there  would  be  a  more  econo- 
mical expenditure  of  the  public  money — 
a  better  system  of  taxation— -that  the  griev- 
ous  mono|)olies  which  now  afflicted  the  coun- 
try would  be  abated — that  the  great  ques- 
tions of  peace  and  war  would  be  more  fully 
weighed,  and  that  if,  after  all,  they  should 
fail  to  reap  any  advantages  from    ih 
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iterations,  they  would  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  they  could  not  obtain 
them  by  the  hands  of  their  own  Represent- 
Btives. 

Colonel  Wood  agreed  with  those  hon. 
Members  who  considered  the  present  Bill 
as  materially  botler  than  the  last,  and 
therefore,  he  thought  it  better  to  admit  at 
once,  that  the  alterations  which  had  been 
introduced  were  really  amendments,  rather 
than  to  take  the  view  of  the  bun.  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  deny 
that  character  to  the  alterations.  He  re- 
ceived the  concessions  in  the  spirit  with 
which  they  had  been  tendered,  and  in  the 
hopes,  that  by  receiving  them  as  such,  they 
would  be  able  to  effect  still  further  improve- 
ments. He  could  have  no  difficulty  as  to 
the  vote  he  should  give  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  He  had  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  last  Bill,  and  he  had 
done  so  in  the  hope,  that  in  the  Committee 
that  Bill  would  receive  such  amendments 
as  would  enable  him  to  assist  in  passing  it 
into  a  law.  He  had,  however,  been  disap- 
pointed, for  the  Government,  by  the  assist- 
ance of  considerable  majorities  had  rejected 
improvements,  and  the  measure  had,  in  con- 
sequence been  lost.  If  the  Government 
had  pursued  a  different  course  he  really 
believed  that  the  measure  would  have  passed. 
The  present  Bill,  although  he  admitted  it 
was  materially  amended,  was  still  clogged 
with  such  complicated  details,  that  he  feared 
they  would  very  much  impede  its  progress. 
He  would,  therefore,  shortly  state  what  he 
considered  improvements,  and  what  he 
thought  there  w^s  still  objectionable  in  the 
Bill.  He  approved  of  retaming  the  present 
number  of  Members,  but  disapproved  of 
altering  the  proportions  given  to  each 
country.  He  thought  the  three  parts  of 
England  and  Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
ought  to  retain  their  relative  numbers.  It 
was  true  that  the  proportions  were  not  to 
be  greatly  altered,  but,  as  they  were  to  be 
altered,  a  dangerous  precedent  would  be 
afforded.  It  must  be  remembered,  these 
proportions  had  been  settled  on  most  im- 
portant occasions,  vi«.  the  unions  between 
the  respective  countries.  An  hon.  Member 
last  night  had  given  notice  of  a  motion,  to 
increase  the  number  of  Representatives  for 
Ireland  ;  he  could  hardly  see  on  what 
grounds.  The  constituency  under  the  Bill 
was  to  be  founded  upon  taxation  and  pro- 
perty, and,  following  those  principles,  he 
did  not  see  why  the  proportions  ought  to 
be  altered,  especially  with  respect  to  Ireland. 
England  and  Scotland  paid  taxation  to  the 


amount  of  40,000,000/.  and  upwards,  while 
Ireland  did  not  pay  to  the  amount  of 
5,000,000/.  and,  therefore,  he  could  not 
understand  how,  in  concurrence  with  the 
professed  principles  of  the  Bill  it  could  give 
to  that  country  an  increase  of  Representa- 
tion. With  respect  to  schedule  A,  he  could 
not  but  observe,  that  the  number  of  places 
contained  in  it,  fifty-six,  was  still  retained, 
although  the  same  places  did  not  make  up 
that  number.  The  schedules,  were  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  to  be  drawn  up  upon 
statements  and  calculations  fumisned  by 
Lieutenant  Drummond,  and  certainly  the 
plan  upon  which  the  Government  had  gone 
in  the  present  Bill,  was  far  better  than 
that  pursued  with  respect  to  the  schedules  A 
and  B  in  the  last  Bill.  Whether  these 
calculations  were  accurate  or  not  he  had 
not  the  means  of  judging,  but  they  would 
be  hereafter  scrutinized.  He  did  not,  indeed, 
see  what  particular  virtue  was  attached  to 
the  number  fifty-six.  He  knew  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  introduced  the  Bills  had 
said,  that  an  arbitrary  line  must  be  drawn 
somewhere ;  but  why  was  there  to  be  an 
arbitrary  number  ?  The  conduct  of  the 
Government  reminded  him  of  "heads  I  win, 
tails  you  lose;*'  for  no  sooner  were  particular 
places  shown  not  to  come  within  the  arbi- 
trary line,  than  new  places  were  picked  up, 
merely  for  the  purpose,  as  it  appeared,  of 
keeping  up  the  number  of  fifty-six.  Besides, 
the  number  fifty-six  was  now  introduced  in 
the  fust  page  of  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  proposed,  that  the  House 
should  adopt  that  number  at  once,  and  so 
determine,  that  fifty-six  boroughs  should 
be  disfranchised  without  reference  to  the 
merits  of  the  particular  cases.  If  they 
so  acted,  he  was  sure  they  would  commit 
great  injustice.  He  could  only  account  for 
the  retention  of  the  number  fifty- six  by 
looking  to  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  which  was, 
that  he  would  be  no  party  to  a  Bill  not 
fully  as  efficient  as  the  last,  surely  that 
declaration  was  not  to  be  understood  as 
pledging  the  Government  to  the  disfran- 
chisement of  fifty-six  boroughs.  He  had 
understood  the  noble  Earl's  declaration  to 
mean,  that  he  would  be  no  party  to  a  mea- 
sure, that  did  not  equally  enfranchise  the 
large  towns,  equally  disfranchise  the  weak 
and  nomination  boroughs,  and  equally  open 
all  boroughs  to  a  respectable  constituency, 
but  not  that  he  would  disfranchise  fifty-six 
boroughs.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
number  fifty-six  would  not  be  considered 
^n  Committee  as  unalterable.  He  thought 
Q2 
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a  great  many  difficulties  bad  been  made  by 
commencing  witb  disfranchisement,  and 
tbat  it  would  bave  been  far  better  if  the 
motion  of  tbe  bon.  member  for  Montgo- 
meryshire, for  the  postponement  of  schedule 
A  tUl  the  enfranchising  part  of  the  Bill  had 
been  completed  had  been  adopted.  He 
thought  still  that  schedule  A  ought  to  be  post- 
poneS,  and  he  hoped hon.Gentlemen  opposite 
would  listen  to  the  suggestion.  In  hisopinbn, 
they  ought  to  first  settle  the  number  of 
places  to  be  enfranchised,  and  then  disfran- 
chise as  many  small  boroughs,  using  the 
scale  that  was  now  before  the  House, 
according  to  Lieutenant  Drummond's  re- 
port. With  regard  to  schedule  B,  he 
objected  to  it  altogether.  There  ought  to 
be  no  such  thing.  If  the  boroughs  in 
schedule  B  were  nomination  boroughs,  they 
ought  to  be  placed  in  schedule  A,  and  if 
they  were  not  nomination  boroughs  they 
ought  to  continue,  in  accordance  with  the 
old  and  regular  system  of  Representation, 
to  return  two  Members.  By  such  a  regu- 
lation the  whole  construction  and  consti- 
tution of  Parliament  was  altered,  and  a 
beginning  made  with  innovation,  that 
might  carry  them  whither  no  man  could 
foresee.  There  were  no  instances  but 
in  Wales  of  one  Member  being  sent  and 
it  was  generally  necessary  to  have  two, 
because  most  places  were  divided  by 
parties.  On  the  subject  of  enfranchisement 
he  must  say,  that  he  thought  the  proposed 
metropolitan  districts  exceedingly  objection- 
able. The  10/.  house  as  a  criterion  of  the 
franchise,  would  amount  almost  to  uni- 
versal house  sufirage,  for  it  was  impossible 
to  suppose,  that  any  houses  in  the  metropolis 
were  of  less  value  than  lO/.  a-year.  If  that 
should  be  the  operation  of  the  clause,  it 
was  all  that  had  been  contended  for,  even 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Preston.  He  could 
find  no  safety  in  such  an  arrangement  for 
the  metropolitan  dbtricts.  He  would  then 
pass  from  the  points  of  the  Bill  of  which 
he  disapproved  to  those  variations  from  the 
old  measure  which  he  regarded  as  improve- 
ments. He  was  gratified  by  the  restoration 
of  the  rights  of  freemen,  but  still  he 
thought  that  the  concession  had  been  spar- 
ingly made,  and  with  a  bad  grace.  Why 
were  not  all  freemen,  those  by  creation  as 
well  as  by  servitude  and  birth,  reinstated  in 
their  privileges  ?  That  ought  to  be  done 
for  the  maintenance  of  corporate  privileges 
and  for  the  good  of  the  lower  classes; 
and  therefore,  when  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee,  he  trusted  the  concession 
would  be  rendered  full  and  satisfactory. 


But  there  were  other  rights  by  which  the 
lowest  class  was    represented,  and  thow 
rights  were  abolished.    The  potwalloppert, 
and  the  inferior  class  of  scot-and-lot  TOten, 
were  no  longer  to  exist;    and  that   he 
considered  a   most   unjust  a^    impolitic 
curtailment  of  the  rights  of  the  lowest  daa. 
He  was  for  Universal  Sufirage  somewhere, 
that  he  might  not  have  it  everywhere. 
The  Bill  created  Universal  Suffrage  at  the 
doors  of  Parliament,  while  it  abolished  that 
sufirage  at  distant  places,  where  itwasbarm- 
less.    He  could  not  help  even  then  TintinTig 
one  inconsistency   in  the  Bill.     All  the 
places  which  were  to  be  enfranchised  were 
to  be  erected  into  boroughs,  and  yet  old 
corporate  rights  were  to  be  invaded.    He 
approved  very  much  of  erecting  the  enfran- 
chised places  into  boroughs,  but  he  should 
like  to  see  the  Bill  consistent.     He  trusted 
that  the  new  places  would  not  merely  be 
made  boroughs  for  the  purposes  of  the  fell, 
but  that  the  Ministers  would  advise  hit 
Majesty  to  exercise  his  prerogatiTe,  and 
grant  them  charters.    He  also  hoped  that 
a  Bill  would  be  introduced  to  enable  then 
places  which  were  made  boroughs  to  take 
up  their  charters  with  the  least  posafak 
expense.     With  respect  to  the  nght  of 
voting  in   places   which  were   cities  and 
counties  in  themselves,  if  he  had  read  the 
Bill  right,  it  required  alteration,  as  weQ 
as  with  regard  to  voting  in  boroughs  in 
general.     Was  it  not  monstrous  that  a  lOf. 
freeholder  should  be  entitled  to  vote  for 
the  place  in  which  he  lived,  and  that  the 
4iOs,  freeholder  should  be  compelled  to  go 
fifteen  miles  to  give  his  vote  ?  And  further, 
that  the  10/.  freeholder  should,  by  the  pro- 
posed arrangement,  in  some  instances  have' 
a  vote  for  only  one  Member,  while  the  40f. 
freeholder,  resident  in  the  same  place,*diould 
have  a  vote  for  two  Members  ?    Thb  be 
trusted  would  be  amended  by  letting  aU 
freeholders  vote  for  the  place  in  which  ihej 
lived.     He  hoped  also  that  the  rights  of 
copyholders  would  be  placed  precisely  on 
the  same  footing  as  those  of  freehoUen^ 
and  that  the  40^.  copyholder  in  common 
with  the  40i.  freeholder,  would  be  allowed 
the  same  privileges  as  the  10/.  copyholder 
and  the  10/.  freeholder.  Now  with  reelect 
to  that  clause  in  the  Bill  which  had  been  at- 
tended throughout  with  the  most  difierence 
of  opinion,  he  meant  the  10/.  franduae 
clause,  that  he  thought  materially  improved; 
but  there  was  an  imperfection  in  it  which 
must  be  corrected  in  Committee  if  the  Bill 
was  to  be  rendered  satisfactory.  By  the  BiQ 
as  it  at  present  8tood,it  was  mecelj 
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that  ft  person  should  inhabit  a  house  of  the 
▼alue  of  10/.  for  one  year,  and  be  rated  to 
the  poor-rates.  Such  an  enactment  would 
give  rise  to  endless  litigation  and  abuse. 
The  question  depended  entirely  upon  value 
which  would  vary  in  the  proportion  of  the 
number  of  persons  consulted.  Was  not 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) and  hon.  Members  opposite  aware 
that  the  same  test  had  been  the  criterion 
upon  which  a  parish  settlement  was  tried  ? 
Such  was  the  fact,  and  it  had  given  rise  to 
so  much  difficulty^  to  such  endless  and 
overwhelming  disputes,  that  the  Legislature 
had  been  obliged  to  interfere  and  to  estab- 
lish a  more  reasonable  and  precise  test.  If 
the  clause  were  preserved  in  its  present 
shape  all  the  Surveyors  would  be  sure  to 
difier.  One  would  value  a  house  at  9^  and 
another  at  11/.,  and  there  would  be  the 
most  perplexing  and  endless  difficulties.  He 
should  therefore  suggest  that  a  house  ought 
to  be  rated  to  the  poor  for  the  amount  of 
10/.  to  give  its  occupier  a  vote.  That 
alteration  would  not  only  avoid  a  multitude 
of  difficulties,  but  would  render  registration 
and  all  the  involved  and  complicated  ma- 
chinery belonging  to  it  unnecessary.  The 
poor-rate  would  speak  for  itself.  He  might 
he  told,  that  there  would  be  collusion,  but 
he  replied  that  there  would  be  no  collusion 
compared  to  that,  to  which  the  test  of  value 
would  give  rise.  Let  the  poor-rates  be 
taken,  and  let  the  freeholder  show,  that 
his  freehold  was  rated  to  them  to  the  value 
of  40s.  and  the  householder  show  that  he 
was  rated  to  them  to  the  value  of  10/.,  and 
there  would  be  an  end  of  all  question  of 
right  of  voting,  without  travelling  Barristers 
and  all  the  machinery  of  registration.  He 
Uirew  out  this  suggestion  to  the  noble 
^%A}rd,  and  entreated  him  to  consider  it.  If 
the  noble  Lord  still  felt  attached  to  regis- 
tration, let  him  throw  it  into  a  separate 
bill.  Let  it  not  clog  and  confuse  the 
Reform  Bill,  but  stand  upon  its  own  merits. 
He  felt  very  strongly  on  the  subject,  but 
he  would  much  rather  see  his  suggestion 
adopted  by  the  Government  than  make  uiy 
distinct  motion  on  the  subject.  He  hoped 
that  when  the  House  met  again,  they  would 
find  the  Bill  divided  into  two,  and  that 
re^tration  would  stand  alone ;  but  if  he 
were  disappointed,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  tfdLe  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  plan  he  had  proposed.  In  con- 
clusion, he  had  only  to  say,  that  he  should 
rote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  should  do  so  with  an  earnest  hope  that 

it  would  nom^  nich  awcndmcnti  in  the 


Committee  as  would  render  it  a  safb  and 
desirable  measure,  and  ensure  to  it  the 
concurrence  of  the  whole  of  the  Legislature. 
Concessions  were  necessary ;  but  he  trusted 
that  all  would  feel,  that  concession  could  n 
not  be  on  one  side  only.  Each  must  give 
up  some  points,  and  endeavour  to  aUay  the 
angry  feelings  that  at  present  were  so 
prevalent,  and  thereby  enable  themselves 
speedily  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  devote  their 
attention  to  all  the  great  and  important 
objects  which  now  pressed  upon  their  con- 
sideration, and  were  of  such  vital  conse- 
sequence  to  the  State.  In  that  hope  he 
should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  Henry  WUlougkby  s&xd,  that  agreeing 
in  much  which  had  feulen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  St.  Alban's,  as  to 
the  conduct  to  be  pursued  by  each  Member 
when  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  yet,  as  they 
were  not  arrived  at  that  stage,  he  conceived 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  discuss  the  principles  of 
the  Bill.  That  he  should  do  as  briefly  as 
he  could.  Generally,  he  supported  the  Bill, 
because  he  considered,  the  sooner  a  measure 
of  Reform  obtained  a  legislative  sanction, 
the  better  it  would  be  for  the.  peace  and 
welfare  of  the  empire.  In  one  observation 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford,  viz.,  that 
the  elective  franchise,  as  a  right,  belonged 
to  no  class  of  the  people.  Those  who  would 
thus  argue,  were  speedily  involved  in 
difficulty — whence  did  such  right  originate? 
Where  was  the  limit?  It  was  no  prin- 
ciple of  the  Constitution ;  nor  was  it  sanc- 
tioned by  either  statute  or  common  law. 
But  it  was  the  bounden,  and  most  sacred 
duty  of  the  Legislature,  from  time  to 
time,  to  limit  or  to  extend,  to  enlarge  or 
to  control,  the  possession  of  the  elective 
franchise,  as  the  interests  of  society  and  the 
welfare  of  the  empire  demanded.  That 
duty  had  been  neglected  for  a  long  series  of 
years.  Mr.  Locke  had  pointed  out,  in  a 
passage  most  correctly  describing  the  pre- 
sent state  of  this  country,  how  necessary  it 
was  to  observe  the  constant  flux  of  things 
in  this  world — how  people,  riches,  trade, 
and  power,  changed  their  stations — how 
flourishing  cities  came  to  ruin,  and  unfre- 
quented places  grew  into  populous  countries ; 
and  he  added,  that  under  any  Constitution 
of  which  Representation  was  a  leading 
principle,  the  task  of  correcting  such  ine- 
qualities was,  not  to  create  a  new,  but  to  re- 
store the  old  Legislature.  The  necessity  of 
Reform  depended  on  the  historical  factj 
that  since  the  Revolution  of  l688j  the 
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constituency    of    tliat    House    had    been 
suftereil   to   fall  into  decay :  so  far  from 
having   been   extended   according    to   the 
growing   wealth   and   intelligence  of  the 
country,   it    had    gradually  become   more 
narrow  and  contracted.   He  was  prepared  to 
contend,  that  the  constituency,  in  many  re- 
spects, was  open  to  less  objection  in  l()88 
than  at  the  present  time.     He  would  take, 
for  instance,  the  class  of  close  Corporations, 
eighty-five  in  number,  of  whidi,  at  lesist 
sixty,    were  closed  by   decisions  between 
1()89,    and   11  Si),  as  appeared  from  the 
Journals.     He  was  aware,   that  many  of 
these  decisions  were  founded  more  on  party 
feelings  than  on  justice.     It  was  also  true, 
that  the  ca.ses  of  Shorcham,  Cricklade,  and 
Aylesbury,  and  the  more  recent  cases  of 
Penryn,   Grampound,  and   East   Retford, 
testified  the  anxiety  of  that  House  to  punish 
malpractices ;  but  as  a  real  amendment  of 
the  constituency,  these  cases  did  nothing — 
perhaps  worse  than  nothing.     Tbe  discus- 
sions relating  to  those  places  caused  a  belief 
to  be  spread  through  the  country,  that  the 
House  was  infinitely  more  corrupt  than  it 
was,  and  that  it  was,  on  that  account,  un- 
worthy of  the  confidence  of  the  people. 
I^eaving   to  more  aljle  and   to  more  elo- 
quent Members  to  expatiate  on  the  numer- 
ous advantages  that  would  arise;  from  the 
introduction  of  the  towns  in  schedules  C 
and  D  to  the  privileges  of  direct  Repre- 
sentation— leaving  to  others  to  point  out 
Iiow   the   characteristic  principles  of  the 
(  xmstitutiou  worked  together  and  concen- 
trated around  themselves  all  the  elements  of 
political  power,  as  these  gradually  arose, 
and  moulded  such  elements  to  the  jjreat 
purpose  of  providing  for  the  strength  and 
security  of  the  empire,  he  should  only  ol)- 
serve,   that  the  introduction  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  such  towns  into  Parliament 
was  strictlv  constitutional.     From  Edward 
1st  to  1()S8,  all  flourishing  towns  appeared 
to  have  been  summoned  to  send  Represent- 
atives to  Parliament.     In  early  times  there 
was  no  exception,   he  believed.     Halifax 
had  been  mentioned  as  one;    but  in   the 
reign  of  Henry  ()th,  Halifax  had  but  four- 
teen houses;  in  Philip  and  Mary,  but  140 
houses ;  subsequently,   on   taking  up   the 
woollen  manufacture,  it  became  prosperous, 
but  it  would  owe  a  tardy  act  of  grace  and 
favour,  from  receiving  Representatives,  to  a 
Parliament  of  18.Si3.     From  Henrv  8th  to 
H>7^),  21.5  Members  had  been  added  to  that 
House.     Even  Calais  had  Members  during 
the  time  it  was  in  the  temporary  possession 
pf  our  Kings ;  and  if  so>  why  uut  the  great 


towns  placed  in  the  midst  of  the  oountiys 
and  in  the  heart  of  tho  empire  ?  He  re- 
gretted that  the  introduction  had  not  been 
gradual.  This,  however,  was  no  fault  of 
the  Government,  or  of  the  Bill,  but  was 
the  neglect  of  a  century,  and  made  a  great 
alteration  now  inevitable.  As  to  diuran- 
chisement,  he  supported  schedule  A,  from  a 
conviction,  that  it  was  an  absolute  and  well- 
considered  necessity,  from  no  abstract  love 
of  the  principle,  though  he  had  no  doubt  as 
to  the  competency  of  the  Legislature.  The 
clear  distinction  between  property  and  trust 
could  not  be  denied,  and  he  believed,  ao  far 
as  the  practice  of  the  Constitution  was 
concerned,  in  early  times  there  were  pre- 
cedents. In  very  early  periods,  disfran- 
chisement of  poor  and  decayed  boroughs 
appeared  to  have  been  common:  the  Shenffi 
omitted  and  summoned  at  their  pleasure— 
an  undue  power,  which  was  at  length  re- 
strained by  Statute.  The  Burgesses  of 
St.  Alban's  complained,  that  the  Sheriff 
had  deprived  them  of  the  right  of  Repre* 
sentation  in  order  to  gratify  an  Ab^t. 
The  Burgesses  of  Torrington  complained^ 
that  the  Shcrif!'  had  summoned  them  to 
Parliament  through  malice,  malitiosi, 
though  it  was  a  ])oor  and  decayed  place. 
At  least  seventy  borouglis  which  once  sent 
Members  now  sent  none.  Famham  and 
Greenwich  were  the  latest  instances ;  but 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  first  Parliament  of  James  1st. 
In  hLs  Proclamation  he  ordered  the  Sheriff 
not  to  summon  Meml)ers  from  any  ancient 
borough,  "  soc  utterly  ruyned  tluit  there  are 
not  sufiicient  resyants  to  make  such  choice^ 
and  of  whome,  lawfuU  election  may  be 
made.*'*  Seventeen  boroughs  were  omitted 
in  the  list  of  that  Parliament,  being  con- 
sidcred  as  small  and  decayed  places,  and 
many  of  which  were  now  in  schedule  A. 
We  find  also  the  King,  under  his  own  pr^ 
rogative,  summoned,  for  the  first  time. 
Members  from  the  two  Universities  and 
several  boroughs.  He  would  say  nothing 
of  the  prerogative,  whether  it  was  good  or 
bad.  It  was  clear  no  such  prerogative  now 
existed,  and  that  the  Legislature  alone 
could  enfranchise,  or  disfranchise,  if  reasons 
of  State  policy  required  it.  It  had  been 
argued,  that  the  right  of  a  borough  to  re- 
turn Members  was  indefeasible,  and  re- 
liance was  placed  on  the  cases  of  Wcndovcr, 
Amerslunn  and  Mario w,  towns  restored  to 
the  privilege  of  Representation,  after  a 
lapse  of  340  years.    No  such  inferenoa 
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could  be  drawn  from  those  cases.  Mr. 
Haslewell  searched  the  Tower  and  found 
early  Writs  for  those  places,  he  carried 
those  Writs  before  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee of  Privileges,  and  on  the  proof  of  a 
previous  return,  the  House  of  Commons 
directed  their  Speaker  to  issue  his  Warrant 
for  Writs  to  these  places.  This  was  clearly 
an  act  of  usurpation  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  At  that  period  the  Crown  exer- 
cised the  prerogative  of  issuing  Writs,  and 
at  any  rate  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
right  whatever  to  exercise  that  power, 
which,  if  it  did  not  appertain  to  the  Crown, 
required  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
one  (if  those  acts  of  arbitrary  power  called 
forth  by  the  contests  between  the  privileges 
of  that  House  and  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  In  1640  the  two  similar  cases 
of  Northallerton  and  Malton  occurred,  but 
no  inferences  of  indefeasible  right  could 
be  drawn  from  any  of  those  cases.  Un- 
doubtedly, as  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  said,  there 
had  been  small  boroughs  from  the  earliest 
times.  One  class  were  boroughs  in  ancient 
demesne,  and  once  paid  a  higher  rate  of 
taxation ;  and  another  class  summoned  by 
the  Tudor  Princes  to  give  the  Crown  a 
positive  influence  in  that  House.  If  it 
was  right  the  Crown  should  have  such 
influence,  these  boroughs  now  served  no 
such  purpose,  as  this  species  of  influence 
was  now  in  other  hands.  '  These  boroughs, 
however,  were  never  popular  in  this  coun- 
try. I^rd  Shaftesbury  called  them  poor 
rural  animals,  easily  beguiled  by  courtiers. 
In  late  times  also  several  great  men  had 
denounced  them.  Lord  Chatham  called 
them  the  rotten  parts  of  the  Constitution. 
He  added,  they  could  not  last  a  century — if 
they  did  not  drop,  they  must  be  amputated. 
He  did  not  purpose  to  press  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  any  of  the  trite  topics 
on  close  boroughs  or  the  nomination  sys- 
tem. He  thought  that  the  fate  of  the 
small  boroughs  was  decided  by  a  general 
expression  of  public  opinion.  The  notoriety 
of  the  sale  and  transfer  of  seats — the  fact 
that  that  species  of  influence  had  accumu- 
lated in  a  few  hands,  had  produced  a  deep- 
rooted  feeling  of  dislike.  When  it  was 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  who  had  intro- 
duced the  measure  before  them,  that  seven 
Peers  influenced  sixty- three  Members,  and 
that  fact  was  circulated  through  the  cotm- 
try  by  a  vigilant  and  able  IVesi,  the  fate 
of  these  boroughs  was  practically  decided. 
So  long  as  this  influence  was  in  many  hands 
mg  if  thi  nie  Md  tnusifer  irort 


not  generally  known,  they  might  escape,  if 
not  the  notice,  at  least  the  hatred,  of  the 
public  *y  but  when  it  was  once  clearly  made 
out  and  understood,  that  a  few  individuals 
possessed  a  large  proportion  of  the  legisla- 
tive power  of  the  kingdom,  that  influence 
was  practically  at  an  end,  bein^  contrary  to 
the  feeling  of  a  proud  and  nigh-smrited 
people.  It  was  in  vain  to  say,  that  it 
worked  well — that  it  sent  clever  men  there: 
the  cleverness  of  the  advocates  of  a  bad 
system  was  an  objection,  and  not  an  ad- 
vantage. It  was  contended,  however,  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  disfranchise  these 
boroughs,  because  they  were  a  necessary 
link  between  this  House  and  another.  He 
doubted  this.  The  nomination  boroushs 
formed  a  divided  power :  on  a  late  occasion 
twenty-six  peers  connected  with  borough 
influence  were  on  one  side,  and  twenty- 
three  peers  on  the  other.  It  was  clear 
that  it  was  not  a  power  to  be  relied  on  by 
the  Aristocracy,  as  it  was  probable  it  might 
be  wholly  used  on  one  side  of  a  question 
aflecting  their  supposed  interests ;  but  be  it 
so  or  not,  it  was  a  power  against  the  law 
of  the  land,  against  the  law  of  Parliament^ 
and  against  the  standing  orders  of  that 
House.  If  a  demagogue  sought  to  abuse 
the  Aristocracy,  he  found  in  the  nomina- 
tion system  his  most  effective  weapon  of 
attack ;  it  was  therefore  no  real  support  in 
times  of  danger  and  of  difficulty.  It  was 
said,  however,  close  boroughs  were  nece»< 
sary  for  Ministers  of  State.  Under  a  Re- 
form there  would  not  be  that  necessity  for 
vacating  seats  that  now  existed.  It  was 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
chief  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  their 
legal  advisers,  should  be  in  that  House. 
Under  the  present  practice,  if  a  Member 
was  called  by  the  Crown  to  a  high  office, 
and  sat  for  a  close  borough,  there  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  return ;  but  if  it  should 
please  the  Crown  to  call  to  office  a  Member 
of  that  House  who  had  gained  the  favour 
of  a  numerous  constituency,  at  the  moment 
he  should  attend  to  the  duties  of  his  office, 
he  might  be  sent  to  the  most  distant  part  of 
the  empire,  to  canvass  a  numerous  consti- 
tuency. He  thought,  then,  the  actual  sys- 
tem was  not  perfect.  Perhaps,  during  the 
sittings  of  reformed  Parliaments  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  vacating  the  seat, 
and  if  on  a  dissolution  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  backed  by  all  the  influence  of  sta- 
tion and  of  office,  could  not  enter  this  House, 
instead  of  being  a  disadvantage,  it  might 
operate  as  a  useful  hint,  in  proving  to  such 
Minislen  that  their  pBrltamciiluy  conduct 
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constituency  of  that  House  had  been 
suffered  to  fall  into  decay :  so  far  from 
having  been  extended  according  to  the 
growing  wealth  and  intelligence  of  tlie 
country,  it  had  gradually  become  more 
narrow  and  contracted.  He  was  prepared  to 
contend,  that  the  constituency,  in  many  re- 
spects, was  open  to  less  objection  in  1G88 
than  at  the  present  time.  He  would  take, 
for  instance,  the  class  of  close  Cor^wrations, 
eighty-five  in  number,  of  which,  at  least 
sixty,  were  closed  by  decisions  between 
iCsy,  and  1739,  as  appeared  from  the 
Journals.  He  was  aware,  that  many  of 
these  decisions  were  founded  more  on  party 
feelings  than  on  justice.  It  was  also  true, 
that  the  cases  of  Shoreham,  Cricklade,  and 
Aylesbury,  and  the  more  recent  cases  of 
Penryn,  Gramjwund,  and  Ea.st  Retford, 
testified  the  anxiety  of  that  House  to  punish 
malpractices ;  but  as  a  real  amendment  of 
the  constituency,  these  cases  did  nothing — 
perhaps  worse  than  nothing.  The  discus- 
sions relating  to  those  places  caused  a  belief 
to  be  spread  through  the  country,  that  the 
House  was  infinitely  more  corrupt  than  it 
was,  and  that  it  was,  on  that  account,  un- 
worthy of  the  confidence  of  the  people. 
Leaving  to  more  able  and  to  more  elo- 
quent Members  to  expatiate  on  the  numer- 
ous advantages  that  would  arise  from  the 
introduction  of  the  towns  in  schedules  C 
and  D  to  the  privileges  of  direct  llepre- 
sentation — leaving  to  others  to  jwint  out 
how  the  characieristic  principles  of  the 
Constitution  worked  together  and  concen- 
trated around  themselves  all  the  elements  of 
political  power,  as  these  gradually  arose, 
and  moulded  such  elements  to  the  great 
puqiose  of  providing  for  the  strength  and 
security  of  the  empire,  he  should  only  ol>- 
serve,  that  the  introduction  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  such  'towns  into  Parliament 
was  strictlv  constitutional.     From  Edward 
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1st  to  lf)88,  all  flourishing  towns  appeared 
to  have  l)cen  summoned  to  send  Represent- 
atives to  Parliament.  In  early  times  there 
was  no  exception,  he  believed.  Halifax 
had  been  mentioned  as  one:  but  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  (nh,  Halifax  had  but  four- 
teen houses;  in  Philip  and  Mar>',  but  liO 
houses ;  subsequently,  on  taking  up  the 
woollen  manufacture,  it  became  prosperous, 
but  it  would  owe  a  tardy  act  of  grace  and 
favour,  from  receiving  Representatives,  to  a 
Parliament  of  18,3i2.  Fn)m  Henrv  8th  to 
1  ()?(),  2 1 5  Members  had  been  added  to  that 
House.  Even  Calais  had  Members  during 
the  time  it  was  in  the  temporary  possession 
pf  our  Kings ;  and  if  80>  why  not  the  great 


towns  placed  in  the  midst  of  the  countiyj 
and  in  the  heart  of  the  empire  ?  He  re- 
gretted that  the  introduction  had  not  been 
gradual.  This,  however,  was  no  fault  of 
the  Government,  or  of  the  Bill^  but  was 
the  neglect  of  a  century,  and  made  a  great 
alteration  now  inevitable.  As  to  disfran- 
chisement, he  supported  schedule  A,  from  a 
conviction,  that  it  was  an  abiiolute  and  well- 
considered  necessity,  from  no  abstract  love 
of  the  principle,  though  he  had  no  doubt  as 
to  the  competency  of  the  Legislature.  The 
clear  distinction  between  property  and  trust 
could  not  be  denied,  and  ne  believed,  so  far 
as  the  practice  of  the  Constitution  was 
concerned,  in  early  times  there  were  pre- 
cedents. In  very  early  periods,  disfran- 
chisement of  poor  and  decayed  borouebs 
appeared  to  have  been  common:  the  Shenffii 
omitted  and  summoned  at  their  pleasure— 
an  undue  power,  which  was  at  length  re- 
stnuncd  by  Statute.  The  Burgesses  of 
St.  Allan's  complained,  that  the  Sheriff 
had  deprived  them  of  the  right  of  Repre* 
scntation  hi  order  to  gratify  an  Abbot. 
The  Burgesses  of  Torrington  complained* 
that  the  Sheriff  had  summoned  them  to 
Parliament  through  malice,  malilioti, 
though  it  was  a  poor  and  decayed  place* 
At  least  seventy  boroughs  which  once  sent 
Members  now  sent  none.  Famham  and 
Greenwich  were  the  latest  instances;  but 
ho  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  first  Parliament  of  James  1st. 
In  his  Proclamation  he  ordered  the  Sheriff 
not  to  summon  Meml)ers  from  any  ancient 
borough,  **  soe  utterly  ruyned  that  there  are 
not  sufficient  resyants  to  make  such  choice, 
and  of  whome,  lawfuU  election  may  be 
made."*  Seventeen  boroughs  were  omitted 
in  the  list  of  that  Parliament,  being  con- 
sidered as  small  and  decayed  places,  and 
many  of  which  were  now  in  schedule  A. 
We  find  also  the  King,  under  his  own  pr^ 
rogative,  summoned,  for  the  first  time* 
Members  from  the  two  Universities  and 
sc;veral  boroughs.  He  w^ould  say  nothing 
of  the  prerogative,  whetlier  it  was  good  or 
bad.  It  was  clear  no  such  prerogative  now 
existed,  and  that  the  Legislature  alone 
could  enfranchise,  or  disfranchise,  if  reasons 
of  State  policy  required  it.  It  had  been 
argued,  that  the  right  of  a  borough  to  re- 
turn Members  was  indefeasible,  and  re- 
liance was  placed  on  the  cases  of  Wcndovcr> 
Amersliam  and  Marlow,  towns  restored  to 
the  privilege  of  Representation^  after  a 
lapse  of  340  years.     No  such  inferenoe 
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could  be  drawn  from  those  cases.  Mr. 
Haslewell  searched  the  Tower  and  found 
early  Writs  for  those  places,  he  carried 
those  Writs  before  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee of  Privileges,  and  on  the  proof  of  a 
previous  return,  the  House  of  Commons 
directed  their  Speaker  to  issue  his  Warrant 
for  Writs  to  these  places.  This  was  clearly 
an  act  of  usurpation  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  At  that  period  the  Crown  exer- 
cised the  prerogative  of  issuing  Writs,  and 
at  any  rate  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
risht  whatever  to  exercise  that  power, 
which,  if  it  did  not  appertain  to  the  Crown, 
required  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
one  of  those  acts  of  arbitrary  power  called 
forth  by  the  contests  between  the  privileges 
of  that  House  and  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  In  1640  the  two  similar  cases 
of  Northallerton  and  Malton  occurred,  but 
no  inferences  of  indefeasible  right  could 
be  drawn  from  any  of  those  cases.  Un- 
doubtedly, as  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  said,  there 
had  been  small  boroughs  from  the  earliest 
times.  One  class  were  boroughs  in  ancient 
demesne,  and  once  paid  a  higher  rate  of 
taxation  :  and  another  class  summoned  bv 
the  Tudor  Princes  to  give  the  Crown  a 
positive  influence  in  that  House.  If  it 
was  right  the  Crown  should  have  such 
influence,  these  boroughs  now  served  no 
such  purpose,  as  this  species  of  influence 
was  now  in  other  hands.  •  These  boroughs, 
however,  were  never  popular  in  this  coun- 
try. Lord  Shaftesbury  called  them  poor 
rural  animals,  easily  beguiled  by  courtiers. 
In  late  times  also  severnl  great  men  had 
denounced  them.  Lord  Chatham  called 
them  the  rotten  parts  of  the  Constitution. 
He  added,  they  could  not  last  a  century — if 
they  did  not  drop,  they  must  be  amputated. 
He  did  not  purpose  to  press  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  any  of  the  trite  topics 
on  clofle  boroughs  or  the  nomination  sys- 
tem. He  thought  that  the  fate  of  the 
small  boroughs  was  decided  by  a  general 
expression  of  public  opinion.  The  notoriety 
of  the  sale  and  transfer  of  seats — the  fact 
that  that  species  of  influence  had  accumu- 
lated in  a  few  hands,  had  produced  a  deep- 
rooted  feeling  of  dislike.  When  it  was 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  who  had  intro- 
duced the  measure  before  them,  that  seven 
Peers  influenced  sixtv- three  Members,  and 
that  fact  was  circulated  through  the  coun- 
try by  a  vigilant  and  able  Press,  the  fate 
of  these  boroughs  was  practically  decided. 
So  long  as  this  influence  was  in  many  hands 
£og  M  th9  aale  Mid  tnuufer  wm 


not  generally  known,  they  might  escape,  if 
not  the  notice,  at  least  the  hatred,  of  the 
public  \  but  when  it  was  once  clearly  made 
out  and  understood,  that  a  few  individuals 
possessed  a  large  proportion  of  the  legisla* 
tive  power  of  the  kingdom,  that  influence 
was  practically  at  an  end,  bein^  contrary  to 
the  feelings  of  a  proud  and  high-spirited 
people.  It  was  in  vain  to  say,  that  it 
worked  well — that  it  sent  clever  men  there: 
the  cleverness  of  the  advocates  of  a  bad 
system  was  an  objection,  and  not  an  ad- 
vantage. It  was  contended,  however,  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  disfranchise  these 
boroughs,  because  they  were  a  necessary 
link  between  this  House  and  another.  He 
doubted  this.  The  nomination  borouehs 
formed  a  divided  power :  on  a  late  occasion 
twenty-six  peers  connected  with  borough 
influence  were  on  one  side,  and  twenty- 
three  peers  on  the  other.  It  was  clear 
that  it  was  not  a  power  to  be  relied  on  by 
the  Aristocracy,  as  it  was  probable  it  might 
be  wholly  used  on  one  side  of  a  question 
aflecting  their  supposed  interests ;  but  be  it 
so  or  not,  it  was  a  power  against  the  law 
of  the  land,  against  the  law  of  Parliament, 
and  against  the  standing  orders  of  that 
House.  If  a  demagogue  sought  to  abuse 
the  Aristocracy,  he  found  in  the  nomina- 
tion system  his  most  effective  weapon  of 
attack ;  it  was  therefore  no  real  support  in 
times  of  danger  and  of  difficulty.  It  was 
said,  however,  close  boroughs  were  neces- 
sary for  Ministers  of  State.  Under  a  Re- 
form there  would  not  be  that  necessity  for 
vacating  seats  that  now  existed.  It  was 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
chief  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  their 
legal  advisers,  should  be  in  that  House. 
Under  the  present  practice,  if  a  Member 
was  called  by  the  Crown  to  a  high  office, 
and  sat  for  a  close  borough,  there  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  return ;  but  if  it  should 
please  the  Crown  to  call  to  office  a  Member 
of  that  House  who  had  gained  the  favour 
of  a  numerous  constituency,  at  the  moment 
he  should  attend  to  the  duties  of  his  office, 
he  might  be  sent  to  the  most  distant  part  of 
the  empire,  to  canvass  a  numerous  consti* 
tuency.  He  thought,  then,  the  actual  sys- 
tem was  not  perfect.  Perhaps,  during  the 
sittings  of  reformed  Parliaments  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  vacating  the  seat, 
and  if  on  a  dissolution  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  backed  by  all  the  influence  of  sta- 
tion and  of  office,  could  not  enter  this  House, 
instead  of  being  a  disadvantage,  it  might 
operate  as  a  useful  hint,  in  proving  to  such 
Ministers  that  their  parltamentarjr  conduct 
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had  not  been  in  conformity  with  the  wishes 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  wealth  and  intel- 
ligence of  the  country.  He  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  10/.  constituency.  It 
might  be  too  low  for  the  districts  in  and 
about  the  metropolis — ^he  was  inclined  to 
that  opinion ;  but  that  was  a  subject  for 
the  Committee.  On  that  principle  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  the  support 
of  the  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House>  on  their  own  argument.  A  con- 
stituency of  householders  was  the  old  prin- 
ciple of  the  English  Constitution:  here 
there  was  restoration^  there  was  that  which 
had  been  declared  by  the  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  to  be  essential  to 
restoration — ^pre-existence.  In  all  the 
towns  and  boroughs  of  this  country^  he  ex- 
cepted any  peculiarity  arising  from  burgage 
tenure^  the  parties  entitled  to  the  elective 
franchise  were  the  resident  and  substantial 
householders.  The  man  who  resided  in 
the  town — who  used  its  trade,  and  was 
entitled  to  its  liberties — who  was  assessed 
to  the  wages  of  the  Member,  that  man 
possessed  the  elective  franchise.  Burthen  and 
privilege  were  reciprocal — a  maxim  as 
generous  as  it  was  sound.  The  whole  fabric 
of  corporate  rights  was  erected  on  this  con- 
stituency, and  he  was  afraid  it  might  be 
shown  they  too  often  had  overburthencd 
and  destroyed  it.  On  the  subject  of  cor- 
porations, he  heard  strange  doctrines — 
Magna  Charta  was  made  to  apply  to  cor- 
porate rights.  Excepting  the  city  of  London, 
he  believed,  at  the  time  of  Magna  Charta 
there  were  no  corporations  in  this  country — 
charters  of  privileges  there  were  many,  char- 
ters of  corporation  none.  The  first  charter 
of  corporation  dated,  he  believed,  from 
1 44rO,  and  was  granted  by  Henry  6th.  The 
first  charter  mixing  up  the  elective  fran- 
chise was  to  the  burgesses  of  Wenlock,  in 
1478,  under  the  reign  of  Edward  4th. 
The  uniting  of  corporate  and  parliamentary 
rights  was  generally  a  practice  of  much  later 
date,  under  the  Tudors  and  the  Stuarts. 
Take  the  case  of  Bath,  where  now  the 
franchise  was  in  a  select  body  of  some  forty 
persons.  The  corporate  right  in  that 
city  bore  date  the  27th  ElDsabeth;  the 
city  of  Bath  returned  Members  250  years 
before  that  period.  Who  made  those  re- 
turns }  He  would  say,  in  the  language  of 
the  writs,  the  ''  Cives  Bathonis."  There 
was  no  trace  that  any  close  right  existed 
until  the  appearance  of  the  corporation. 
This  was  the  history  of  many  towns  in  this 
empire,  and  he  agreed  in  what  had  fallen, 
on  the  subject  oi*  coxporationsj  from  Uie 


hon.  member  for  Bossiney.  Thii^  howerer, 
was  an  inconvenient  moment  to  diacusi 
that  question  as  it  deserved.  He  was 
aware  of  the  use,  and  protested  only  against 
the  abuse,  of  corporations.  Rightly 
managed,  he  knew  their  value,  as  the  en- 
gine of  municipal  government;  but,  ocm* 
verted  into  monopolies,  they  became  the 
fertile  source  of  oppression  and  miseovem- 
ment.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  advantiuges  to  be 
derived  from  any  Reform  BilL  It  he  bad 
not  a  distinct  view  of  those  advantages^  he 
should  not  support  a  Bill  introducing  an 
extensive  change  in  the  corporation  of  that 
House.  By  concentrating  within  that 
House  the  Representatives  of  the  mass  of 
the  wealth  and  intelligence  of  the  oountry, 
they  could  obtain  an  effective  organ  of  the 
public  sentiments.  If  difficulties  amwilml 
the  empire,  the  House  could  act  with  mofe 
energy  and  effect :  if  laws  were  to  be  im** 
posed,  such  laws  would  carry  with  them 
more  of  a  general  consent,  and  obtain  a 
more  implicit  obedience ;  for  it  was  per- 
fectly true,  as  was  affirmed  by  his  noUe 
friend,  the  member  for  Wootton  Basiett^ 
though  with  a  different  meaning,  that  laws 
were  of  themselves  but  ink  and  parchment. 
If  unions  and  associations  were  dreadedf 
here  was  a  remedy,  as  they  would  remove 
the  fuel  of  a  great  and  acknowledged  gpew* 
ance  ;  and  if  the  Press  was  tyrannicu  and 
licentious,  they  would  curb  any  undue 
authority,  by  making  this  House  a  mora 
effective  organ  of  public  sentiment.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  suppose  trade  would  be 
more  brisk,  or  that  the  wases  of  labour 
would  be  increased  by  that  fiuL  It  would 
not  clothe  the  naked,  feed  the  hungxy,  nor 
pay  the  national  debt,  to  use  the  words  of 
a  noble  Lord ;  but  it  would  have  a  tend- 
ency to  produce  that  which  was  wanted  to 
the  correct  working  of  the  Legislatuie— 
confidence.  He  thought,  however,  one 
specific  grievance  would  be  remedied.  The 
history  of  this  country  since  1688  proved 
that  all  governments,  whether  Whig  or 
Tory,  had  been  too  lavish  with  the  resources 
of  the  empire.  There  had  been  economy 
for  the  last  fifteen  years,  but  he  was  afiraid 
it  was  the  economy,  not  so  much  of  reason 
and  reflection  as  of  necessity,  produced  hj 
the  penury  and  destitution  of  the  puhUe 
purse.  He  did  not  contend  that  better  or 
wiser  men  would  come  there,  but  that 
whoever  should  come  would  be  checked  hf 
a  fair  constituency.  If  a  Member  n^ected 
his  duty,  or  betrayed  his  trust,  the  remedy 
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power,  but  that  power  would  be  controlled 
bj  responsibility.  He  would  give  bis  vote 
for  the  second  reading. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  could  not  bring  it  to 
bis  mind,  upon  a  question  of  such  vital  im« 
portance  to  the  King,  Lords,  and  people 
of  this  country,  to  eive  a  silent  vote.  He 
bad  listened  attentively  to  tbe  debate  on 
this  new  Bill,  as  it  was  called,  but  when 
be  looked  at  this  improved  edition  of  the 
emendation  or  correction  of  the  constitu* 
tion  of  the  House,  he  could  not  perceive 
that  either  the  care  or  the  consideration  bad 
been  given  to  it  which  was  recommended 
in  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty,  and  which  its 
importance  demanded.  Ministers  must  be 
aware,  that  there  were  some  things  in  it  so 
little  capable  of  standing  the  test  of  investiga- 
tion, that  the  more  quickly  they  were  passed 
over,  the  better,  although  there  undoubtedly 
were  some  improvements  in  it,  compared  to 
the  measure  of  last  Session.  But,  as  they 
had  been  introduced  in  consequence  of  the 
opposition  that  Bill  had  met  with,  he  had 
no  doubt,  when  this  came  to  be  thoroughly 
examined,  very  considerable  improvements 
might  also  be  made  in  it.  He  denied  that 
the  people  could  be  satisfied  with  this  Bill. 
He  would  ask,  even  presuming  that  the 
people  of  England  were  favourable  to  the 
Bill,  whether  it  would  prove  equally  satis- 
factory to  the  people  of  Scotland,  or,  if 
satisfactory  to  both,  would  it  be  satisfactory 
to  Ireland  ?  It  was  necessary  to  proceed 
with  the  utmost  caution,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent all  unnecessary  excitement  in  the 
country.  He  believed  it  possible  that  a 
measure  could  be  brought  forward,  founded 
on  the  basis  of  justice,  but  bearing  no  re- 
semblance to  the  present,  which  might 
satisfy  the  people  on  the  one  hand,  and 
prevent  such  violent  changes  on  the  other, 
as  this  Bill  would  occasion.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  so  strong  was  the  general  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session, 
that  no  Anti- Reformer  could  dare  to  show 
bis  face  in  a  populous  place.  He  re- 
presented a  place  which  had  been  ran- 
sacked for  the  purpose  of  throwing  him 
out ;  but  though  he  had  avowed  his  deter- 
mination to  oppose  the  Bill,  his  public  ser- 
vices were  so  much  approved  of,  that  he 
was  again  returned,  by  a  larger  majority 
than  ever  before.  He  did,  however,  ac- 
knowledge the  necessity  for  some  Reform, 
as  well  in  that  House  as  out  of  it ;  but 
still,  until  he  saw  such  measures  recom- 
mended as  were  calculated  to  render  Reform 
salutary  and  safe  of  execution,  he  should 

iearksslj  oppose  it;  for  he  wai  oonnooed 


it  would  be  the  means  of  sacrificing  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  woiud  in- 
volve the  whole  nation  in  distress.  If  it 
did  not  succeed,  as  he  feared  it  could  not, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  House  to  re- 
trace its  steps.  A  measure  of  this  sort 
ought  to  be  permanent,  and  not  calculated 
by  any  of  its  provisions  to  produce  periodi- 
cal excitement.  In  this  Bill  there  were 
thrown  in  allspice,  pepper,  and  salt,  to  suit 
some  palates,  and  sugar  and  honey  to 
please  others ;  but  none  of  these  ingredients 
could  he  swallow — he  should  choke  in 
the  attempt.  He  would  proceed  to  show, 
however,  where  his  objections  particularly 
laid,  and  first,  he  conceived  the  10/L  clause 
to  be  at  once  unjust  and  dangerous,  unequal 
in  its  operation,  and  not  founded  on  grounds 
of  security  to  the  State,  or  even  on  the 
ground  of  expediency,  to  meet  the  pressure 
of  the  times.  In  many  places  it  would  dis- 
franchise  some  persons,  and  bestow  their 
rights  upon  othersnothalf  so  well  qualified 
to  exercise  them.  It  would  give  a  vote  to 
labouring  men  who  earned  a  guinea  a  week, 
and  took  the  right  from  many  respectable 
persons  in  the  smaller  boroughs.  Again,  if 
a  house  had  three  floors,  and  one  was  let  for 
\5L,  another  for  12^,  and  the  third  for  10/., 
each  of  the  persons  who  hired  such  a  floor 
would  be  entitled  to  vote.  Much  had  been 
said  of  the  changes  in  schedules  A  and  B, 
which  was  what  he  might  call,  change  sides 
and  back  again.  But  still  there  was  the  same 
sweeping  clause  of  disfranchisement  as  in 
the  Bill  originally  presented  to  the  House. 
He  never  could  agree  to  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  A.  It 
was  condemning  them  to  an  untimely  death, 
without  judge  or  jury,  on  the  pretence  that 
undue  influence  was  exercised  in  them. 
Never  was  there,  in  his  opinion,  a  more 
arbitrary  and  unjust  measure  introduced. 
He  certainly  agreed  with  those  hon.  Mem* 
hers  who  thought  it  would  have  been  bet- 
ter to  have  left  schedule  B  out  of  the  Bill 
altogether ;  but  no,  exclaimed  both  of  the 
noble  Lords  opposite,  at  the  same  time,  that 
would  be  too  great  a  cut  upon  our  Bill ;  but 
he  did  yet  hope  to  see  it  again  cut  up  altoge- 
ther. The  next  point  he  should  allude  to 
was,  the  division  of  counties.  He  was  glad 
the  hon.  member  for  Derbyshire  had  given 
notice  that  he  intended  to  propose  this 
clause  should  be  struck  out.  Although  he 
was  somewhat  surprised  that  one  of  the 
most  ardent  supporters  of  the  Bill  wanted 
to  get  rid  of  that  part  of  it,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  have  his  support.  With  respect 
to  continuing  the  right  of  TOting  to  bm^ 
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men  during  their  lives,  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters were  not  to  be  thanked  for  that  con- 
cession. To  have  deprived  them  of  that 
right  would  have  been  the  greatest  and 
most  impudent  robbery  ever  perpetrated  by 
the  Legislature.  The  next  part  of  the 
Bill  he  should  notice  was  that  relating  to 
towns,  which  were  also  counties  in  them- 
selves. Was  it  proposed  the  freeholders 
in  such  places  were  to  have  votes  for  the 
counties  in  which  such  places  were  situated  ? 
He  observed  several  places  having  that 
character  had  been  omitted  in  the  present 
Bill.  These  were  points  he  should  require 
distinct  information  on  hereafter.  He  was 
glad  to  find  it  was  determined  at  length, 
that  the  notion  was  abandoned,  of  reducing 
the  number  of  Members,  for,  with  the  pre- 
sent number,  it  had  been  his  lot  often  to 
sit  in  that  House,  when  the  most  important 
measures  had  been  passed,  at  a  time  when 
there  was  not  more  than  from  fifteen  to 
thirty  Members  present.  When  he  said 
this,  he  felt  bound  to  add,  that  he  thought 
Scotland  and  Ireland  ought  to  have  an  in- 
crease of  Members.  It  had  been  said,  that 
when  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  had  been 
passed,  two  years  ago,  that  it  would  pacify 
Ireland ;  but,  as  he  had  predicted  at  the 
time,  it  had  wholly  failed,  and  that  would 
also  be  the  fate  of  this  Bill.  He  must  fur- 
ther say,  he  considered  the  plan  of  registra- 
tion a  very  objectionable  part  of  the  Bill. 
He  knew  what  sort  of  persons  Overseers  of 
parishes  generally  were:  they  would  do 
nothing  without  eating  and  drinking,  and 
the  poor  and  county  rates,  already  so  heavy, 
would  be  beautifully  whipped  up  in  con- 
sequence. Again,  he  would  declare,  that 
there  had  been  a  most  unfair  distribution 
of  Members  bv  the  Bill.  Lincoln,  with 
double  the  extent  and  population,  was  only 
to  have  one  Member  more  than  Durham  ; 
and  Great  Grimsby,  which  was  at  present 
larger  than  Tavistock,  and  was  daily  in- 
creasing, was  to  be  shorn  of  one  of  its 
Members,  while  Tavistock,  which  was  de- 
caying, was  to  retain  its  two  Members. 
He  objected  to  the  very  principle,  and 
every  part  of  the  BilL  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  most  unjust  and  partial.  lie  ahio 
objected  to  the  Bill,  as  giving  too  great  an 
influence  to  democrats ;  the  landed  interest 
was  not  protected  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  his  vote 
against  the  Bill  going  into  Committee. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  had  learnt  wisdom 
from  the  history  of  former  times,  and  no- 
thing like  clamour  should  put  him  down. 
He  truited  that  the  whole  House  wai  ani- 


mated by  the  same  spirit  and  a  eenae  of  doty 
to  the  country  would  induce  it  not  to  pan 
so  ruinous  a  measure. 

Mr.  Slaney  thought  that,  if  ever  there 
was  a  time  at  which  it  was  neceamaj  to 
approach  the  question  of  Reform  with 
calmness  and  moderation,  it  was  the  pre- 
sent. The  whole  country  was  looking  with 
intense  anxiety  to  the  proceedings  of  that 
House.  It  became  their  duty,  then,  in 
legislating  upon  the  most  important  suMeef 
that  could  be  brought  under  their  consider- 
ation,  not  to  suffer  themselves  to  be  betiaj* 
ed  into  the  manifestation  of  too  moA 
warmth — still  less  to  be  biassed  by  any 
party  animosity.  For  his  own  part  he  was 
leagued  with  no  party,  was  under  the  in- 
fluence of  no  party,  but  he  supported  the 
Bill,  then  under  the  consideration  of  tlie 
House,  from  an  honest  conviction,  after  the 
best  consideration  that  he  had  been  able  to 
bestow  upon  the  subject,  that  it  was  a 
measure  calculated  to  promote  the  welfare, 
and  increase  the  happiness  of  the  country. 
Having,  as  he  had  just  stated,  given  eveij 
consideration  in  his  power  to  the  subject  of 
Reform,  and,  in  the  main,  highly  appnmar 
of  the  measure  which  had  been  propose^ 
he  still  thought  that  some  further  approx- 
imation towards  conciliation  might  be  nada 
between  the  extreme  points  upon  which 
the  friends  and  oppcments  of  Reform  difier- 
ed.  Ministers  had  set  the  example  of  con- 
cession. He  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  if  they 
had  really  the  good  c^  their  country  at 
heart — as  he  had  no  doubt  they  had 
would  do  well  to  follow  that  exaniple.  Oo* 
vernment,  in  the  present  Bill,  had  concaddL 
something  of  what  was  objectionable  in  the 
laiit.  He  thought,  that  that  should  ba  a 
pledge  to  the  opponents  of  the 
that,  if  gofxl  cause  could  be  shown, 
would  be  conceded  in  Committee.  He 
garded  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made,  as  a  pledge  from  the  Ministen  that 
they  would  be  ready,  in  Committee,  to 
make  such  further  changes  as  might  be  re- 
commended by  reason,  and  be  calculated  to 
render  the  Bill  more  useful.  He  doubted 
not,  but  that  if  any  just  and  legitimate 
claim  to  alteration  could  be  made,  it  would 
be  taken  into  due  consideration  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Every  one,  even  the  opponents  of 
the  measure,  must  be  anxious  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question  of  Reform.  That,  he 
conceived,  after  the  ex])erience  of  the  last 
twelve  months,  could  only  be 
attained  by  mutual  concession.  He 
to  remind  the  House,  that  that  wu  not  tkt 
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mtiper  time  to  debate  the  measure  in  detail. 
They  were  not  then  assembled  to  consider 
particular  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  to  say 
whether  or  not,  in  this  kingdom,  there  was 
not  wanting  an  extensive  and  efficient  Re- 
form p  Every  one  who  voted  that  night 
against  the  poroposition  of  the  Government, 
would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  opposing  that 
which  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
through  their  Representatives  in  that 
House,  had  declared  to  be  necessary  for  the 
welfare  of  tlie  kingdom.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  opponents  of  the  measure,  that 
nothing  had  been  made  out  which  could 
justify  so  great  a  change.  If  the  House 
would  bear  with  him,  he  would  state  a  few 
simple  facts,  which  he  thought  could  not 
fail  to  rouse  the  attention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  which,  if  they  could  not  con* 
tradict  them,  ought,  he  conceived,  to  carry 
with  them  a  conviction,  that  an  extensive 
alteration  in  the  representative  system  was 
necessary.  About  seventy  years  ago,  the 
population  of  the  manufacturing  districts 
of  the  country,  bore  a  proportion  to  that 
of  the  agricultural  districts,  as  of  one  to 
two.  About  thirty  years  since,  it  had 
increased  so  as  to  become  equal.  In 
1821  the  manufacturing  population  very 
considerably  out-numbered  the  agricultural ; 
and,  at  the  present  moment,  the  population 
of  the  manufacturing  districts,  more  par- 
ticularly of  the  great  unrepresented  towns, 
had  increased  to  such  an  extent,  as  to  stand 
in  the  proportion  of  two  to  one  to  the  agri- 
cultural population  tluroughout  England 
and  Scotland,  having  completely  reversed 
the  relative  proportions.  Reform  was  called 
for,  therefore,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
cliange  which  had  taken  place  in  the  rela- 
tive numbers  of  the  people,  and  it  was 
neither  practicable  nor  expedient,  to  ex- 
clude from  their  full  share  of  Representa- 
tion, that  class  which  out-numbered  the 
other  in  the  proportion  of  two  to  one.  He 
thought  that  population,  although  not  the 
only  ODOj  was  still  the  most  important  cri- 
terion which  could  be  adopted,  for  deciding 
where  Representation  should  be  established. 
He  had  alluded  to  the  populousness  of  the 
manufacturing  districts — he  had  stated,  that 
they  stood  in  the  proportion  of  two  to  one, 
as  compared  with  the  represented  and  agri- 
cultural classes.  But,  if  the  manufacturing 
districts  had  thus  increased  in  population, 
could  any  man  deny  that  they  had  increased 
in  a  still  greater  proportion  in  wealth  and 
intelligence  ?  As  a  proof  of  their  wealth, 
he  need  only  allude  to  the  immense  amount 
^  taxes  which  thay  contrikut«d  to  the  refO" 


nue  of  the  country.  If  the  House  would 
allow  him,  he  would  iust  comparethe  amount 
of  taxation  annually  paid  by  some  of  the 
towns  which  at  present  enjoyed  the  elective 
franchise,  with  that  of  some  others  which 
had  not  yet  been  admitted  to  that  privilege. 
Taking  thirty-eight  of  the  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule A,  it  would  be  found  that  the  amount 
of  their  contribution  to  the  national  coffers, 
in  the  shape  of  taxes,  was  only  about  100/. 
a-year  each.  But,  in  looking  at  thirty- 
eight  of  the  boroughs  which  by  this  Bill 
would  be  enfranchised,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  amount  of  their  contribution  was 
not  100/.  or  200/.,  but  26,000/.  a-year 
each.  Thus  the  amount  of  taxes  paid  to 
the  State  was  260  times  larger  in  the  towns 
to  be  enfranchised,  than  in  the  same  num- 
ber of  boroughs  which  were  to  be  disfran- 
chised :  and  this  statement,  therefore,  de- 
prived hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  ailments 
they  had  urged  last  Session,  that  the  Re- 
presentation was  not,  as  it  ought  to  be,  ap- 
portioned to  those  towns  which  contributed 
most  to  the  State,  but  was  given  to  popu- 
lation, without  reference  to  wealth.  Those 
towns  had  not  only  increased  in  populatioa, 
but  also  in  property ;  and  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  every  benevolent  mind  to  know, 
that,  as  the  population  had  increased,  the 
average  duration  of  human  life  had  also 
increased  to  the  extent  of  live  years,  since 
the  period  when  the  agricultural  populatioa 
was  twice  as  numerous  as  the  population  of 
the  manufacturing  districts.  That  was  a 
fact  which  must  be  satisfactory  to  every 
benevolent  mind,  and  it  must  also  be  satis- 
factory to  know,  that,  though  the  amount 
of  property  among  the  manufacturing 
classes  was  not  great  for  each  individual*  it 
was  pretty  equally  divided,  and  the  great 
body  of  the  manufacturing  population  ac- 
cordingly lived  comfortably,  and  were  dis- 
tinguished for  good  conduct  and  intelli- 
gence. He  would  next  mention  another 
point.  Having  stated  that  the  thirty- 
eight  new  boroughs  paid  taxes  to  the 
amount  of  26,000/.  a-year  each,  and  thirty- 
eight  of  those  to  be  disfranchised  only  lOOL 
a-year  each,  he  would  ask,  how  stood  tho 
constituency  of  the  two  classes  ?  Why,  the 
nomination  boroughs,  at  an  average,  had 
only  twelve  constituents  each,  while  the 
other  had  between  2,000  and  3,000  each. 
He  would  ask,  therefore,  whether  it  was 
not  natural  that  men  remarkable  for  their 
intelligence,  activity,  and  energy,  should 
desire  to  have  the  greatest  privilege  of 
freemen — ^the  right  of  voting  for  tKose  who 
inada  their  kws?    Looking,  thttefove^  at 
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all  tlie  circumstances  which  entitled  any 
class  to  have  a  right  to  such  a  privilege-* 
looking  at  their  numbers^  their  property^ 
and  their  intelligence — it  could  not  be 
denied  that  such  places  had  a  fair  claim  to 
enfranchisement.  But  it  was  said  they 
were  virtually,  though  not  directly,  repre- 
sented by  the  members  for  Gatton,  Old 
Sarum,  and  Aldborough.  He  would  not 
stop  to  argue  the  question  whether  Man- 
chester, Birmingham,  and  Leeds,  were 
virtually  represented  by  the  members  for 
Gatton,  Old  Sarum,  and  Aldborough,  but 
merely  ask,  whether  the  inhabitants  of 
such  places  could  be  satisfied  with  such  Re- 
presentation? Would  nut  the  intelligent 
mechanics  of  Birmingham  or  Manchester 
reject  with  derision  such  an  answer  to  their 
just  demands  ?  But,  in  addition  to  these 
reasons,  there  were  still  others.  The  occu- 
pation in  which  these  men  were  engaged, 
was,  from  its  nature,  exposed  to  great  fluc- 
tuation at  different  periods — at  one  time 
employment  was  abundant,  at  another  time 
it  was  contracted,  and  consequently  many, 
by  such  a  change,  were  reduced  to  sreat 
suffering  and  want.  The  causes  of  the 
change  were  not  always  well  known,  and 
it  was,  therefore,  necessary  for  the  peace 
of  the  country,  that  the  people  in  those 
districts  should  have  direct  Representatives 
in  that  House,  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of 
the  change,  to  endeavour  to  provide  a 
remedy  when  it  could  be  had,  and,  when 
that  remedy  was  not  to  be  had,  to  convince 
the  people  that  the  disease  was  beyond  the 
control  of  Government.  He  would  mention 
an  instance.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
glove-trade  of  Worcester  was  at  present  in 
a  most  distressed  state.  He  would  not 
stop  to  inquire  into  the  cause,  but  merely 
ask,  whether  it  was  not  a  great  satisfac- 
tion to  the  operatives  of  that  place  to  know, 
that  they  had  a  Member  who  not  only 
could  represent  their  sufferings  to  the  Go- 
vernment, but  could  get  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  their 
distress,  and  thus  ascertain  if  their  disease 
admitt^  of  legislative  remedy  ?  Let  the 
House  apply  the  case  to  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, and  Leeds,  and  ask,  if  it  would 
not  be  a  matter  of  the  first  importance  to  the 
country,  for  these  places  to  have  Repre- 
sentatives who  could  make  their  wants 
known  to  the  Legislature,  although  it 
might  be  beyond  the  power  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  give  them  any  relief.  Though  the 
Representatives  could  not  remove  the  wants, 
they  could  explain  and  demonstrate  to  the 
peopkithfttth^didnotariie  from  any  fault 


of  the  Government,  or  from  taof  particidar 
Administration,  but  from  cauies  which  no 
Government  could  control.  What  waf  at 
present  the  consequence  in  theae  diatiieU 
when  distress  arose  ?  The  mechaaiea  had 
no  Representative  in  Parliament,  and  ad- 
vantage was  taken  of  their  diatreat  hy  m]»» 
chievous  persons  to  excite  them  againat  tha 
Government,  and  the  best  instituticma  of  the 
country.  TheyhadnoRepreaentadveofdieir 
own,  and  they,  consequently,  had  lecuuiia 
to  demagogues.  Were  this  defect  lemofad 
—were  Representation  given  to  every  town 
of  considerable  size — he  had  no  doaht  that 
one  great  cause  of  discontent  would  he  ie« 
moved.  The  members  for  Gatton  and  Old 
Sarum,  he  would  not  deny,  were  men  of 
integrity  and  talents,  but  if  they  woe 
to  speak  with  the  tongues  of  aogeli^ 
they  would  not  convince  the  people,  be- 
cause they  had  no  constituents,  and  thtf 
were  unknown.  What  was  the  xesolt? 
In  times  of  distress,  mischievous  pefsoBS 
were  found  who  attributed  that  to  Go> 
I  vemment,  and  the  people  were  excited  and 
led  astray  by  their  passions.  Authoriied 
Representatives  would  possess  the  eooft* 
dence  of  their  constituents,  and  their  ad* 
vice  would  be  attended  to.  The  distaih* 
ances  which  now  occasionally  happened 
in  these  districts,  would,  by  these  mean% 
be  mitigated.  To  him  it  appeared  most 
extraordinary,  that  any  hon.  Member  who 
watched  the  signs  of  the  times,  could 
object  to  enfranchise  the  large  manufiw- 
turing  towns.  Did  they  conceive  dissatis- 
faction could  continue  without  great  dan- 
ger ?  Had  the  advantage  of  the  cotton* 
trade  to  the  country  been  lost  sight  of  fay 
hon.  Members?  Were  hon.  Gentlemen 
aware  that  this  branch  of  manufacture 
alone,  employed  nearly  1 ,000,000  persons, 
and  that  it  produced  30,000,000^  per  year 
to  the  country  ?  As  the  necessity  of  Be* 
form  was  generally  admitted,  he  did  en- 
treat hon.  Members  to  allow  the  BUI  to 
go  to  a  Committee,  where  its  details  ooold 
be  altered  and  improved.  Some  persons 
objected  to,  and  had  contended  there 
was  an  undue  proportion  of  Membeis 
given  to  the  manufacturing  interests.  It 
was  obvious  that  part  of  the  Bill  could  not 
be  amended  or  altered  in  its  present  stage, 
but  with  reference  to  this,  he  would  aA 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  they  had  duly  oon« 
sidered  the  propositions  which  they  odled 
in  question  ?  About  thirty  Members  were 
to  be  given  to  these  interests,  which  might 
be  said  to  be  totally  unrepresented  now. 

Eight  weia  to  bo  giyea  lo  tba  cotMN 
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tnie,  three  to  the  trade  in  metalfl^  carried 
on  at  Birmingham,  WolTerhampton,  &c. ; 
three  to  the  woollen-trade,  whi(m  formerly 
was  the  chief,  though  now  onlj  the  second 
manufacture  in  the  country  ;  one  to  the 
Potteries,  the  trade  of  whidi  had  heen 
created  l^  the  ingenuity  of  a  single  family, 
and  which  now  exported  property  to  the 
amount  of  a  million  a-year;  one  to  the 
carpet  manufacture,  three  to  the  shipping 
interest,  and  a  certain  number  to  those 
places  which  might  be  considered  as  the 
repositories  of  accumulated  wealth.  What- 
erer  else  the  House  might  do,  he  was  sure 
there  never  would  be  peace  or  tranquillity 
until  those  great  marts  of  wealth  and 
intelligence  were  represented,  and  the  no- 
mination boroughs  disfranchised.  They 
might  abolish  taxes,  and  reduce  expendi- 
ture, but  until  the  people  received  a  full 
share  of  Representation,  and  a  direct  inter- 
est in  making  the  laws  by  which  they 
were  to  be  governed,  it  was  in  vain  to  ex- 
pect tranquillity.  He  knew  there  were 
men  of  the  most  honourable  character 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  he  was  the  last 
man  to  cast  any  imputation  upon  their 
supposed  motives,  or  Uie  causes  Uiat  influ- 
enced them.  He  was  ^lad  to  see  the  con- 
ciliatory tone  displayed  by  both  sides,  on 
the  first  nijzht  of  the  Session  ;  he  hoped  it 
would  be  followed  in  the  future  stages  of 
the  Bill,  the  fate  of  which  was  anxiously 
watched,  not  only  by  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  by  the  whole  civil- 
ized world ;  and  he  nncerely  prayed  that 
the  question  might  be  speedily  settled, 
otherwise  the  character  and  feelings  of  the 
people  would  be  chansed,  and  instead  of 
each  man  peacefully  fofiowing  his  occupa- 
tion, a  state  of  the  most  alarming  excite- 
ment would  prevail,  property  would  be  ren- 
dered insecure,  and  the  country  thereby  be 
reduced  to  such  a  state,  that  it  would  never 
recover  from  the  evils  which  might  be  in- 
flicted. He  therefore  earnest^  prayed 
that  the  Bill  might  pass. 

Mr.  Edward  Cusi  said,  as  one  of  the 
members  for  Lostwithiel,  he  felt  called 
upon  to  apply  to  the  noble  Lords  opposite, 
to  ascertain  how  it  wks,  that  place  now 
appeared  in  schedule  A,  when,  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces,  he  understood  it  was  to  be  inserted 
in  schedule  B;  he  requested  information 
on  this  point  hereafter,  and  would  forth- 
with proceed  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions on  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  thought  there  was  no 
material  alteration  in  t&  principles  of  it 


from  that  of  last  Session,  nor  did  he 
imagine  there  could  be,  when  he  remem^ 
bered  the  steady  support  Ministers  re« 
cei  ved  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  As  he 
entertained  ^his  opinion,  and  had  opposed  the 
former  Bill,  he  still  continued  determined 
to  oppose  the  present  one.  He  considered 
it  calculated  to  make  a  dangerous  inroad 
into  the  Constitution,  which  had  hitherto 
been  the  means  of  giving  wealth  and  hap- 
piness to  this  country.  At  the  same  time  he 
felt  gratified  that  the  rights  of  the  freemen 
were  to  be  spared,  and  that  several  other 
minor  improvements  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill,  but  he  yetsawnonrovisionforthe  Re- 
presentation of  the  colonies.  It  was  also 
ridiculous  to  suppose,  that  the  franchise 
which  had  been  proposed,  would  represent 
the  wealth  and  intelligence  of  the  countzy, 
and  more  particularly  in  the  large  manu- 
facturing towns,  and  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts. So  far  ftom  the  present  edition  of 
the  Bill  being  an  improvement,  on  the 
whole,  he  considered  it  more  democratic  in 
its  tendency  than  the  last.  The  present 
was,  indeed,  a  troublesome  season,  and 
there  was,  he  feared,  but  one  step  between 
the  changes  that  were  now  proposed,  if 
they  were  granted,  and  the  destruction  of 
the  country;  he  hoped,  therefore,  that 
House  would  not  accede  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  had  expected  some 
nearer  approach  to  a  more  satisfactory  ad- 
justment of  the  Reform  question ;  and,  if  a 
measure  founded  on  such  ^  principles  had 
been  brought  in  by  the  Government,  it 
should  have  had  his  support ;  but  Minis- 
ters, from  the  commencement,  had  pro- 
ceeded too  fast,  and  too  incautiously ;  they 
had  ^cted  like  unskilful  navigators,  who, 
having  found  a  vessel  stranded,  and  having, 
through  means  of  an  accidental  current, 
got  her  under  weigh,  they  flung  overboard 
justice,  discretion,  and  foresight,  and,  de- 
lighted with  the  popular  br^e,  they  set 
all  canvass,  heedless  or  unconscious  of  the 
shipwreck  which  must  inevitably  follow. 
The  changes  which  they  attempted  were 
too  great  and  too  violent,  and  such  as  he 
could  not  countenance  by  his  vote. 

Sir  John  Bourke  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  assent  to  the  opinions  of  those  who  had 
pronounced  the  present  Bill  much  better 
than  the  last;  and,  notwithstanding  all  the 
taunts  and  sneers  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  he  would  con- 
tend, that  its  provisions  were  as  favourable 
to  popular  interests,  as  the  most  ardent  ad« 
mirer  of  the  first  Bill  could  possibly  desire. 
Certain  it  was,  that  the  present  Bill  bad 
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lost  none  of  the  supporters  of  the  former 
Bill,  and  he  believed  it  would  be  found 
that  it  had  gained  the  votes  of  some  of  the 
opponents  of  the  former  measure.  While, 
however,  he  expressed  his  determination  to 
sapport  the  provisons  of  the  present  Bill, 
he  must  take  leave  to  express  his  dissent 
from  the  course  which  the  Government 
had  thought  proper  to  pursue  with  respect 
'  to  the  Representation  of  Ireland.  As 
one  of  the  members  for  an  Irish  count v, 
lie  felt  bound  to  say,  that  the  people  of 
that  country  required  a  much  larger  num- 
ber of  Representatives,  than  it  appeared 
was  to  be  allotted  to  them ;  and,  therefore, 
he  now  gave  notice  that  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  move,  that  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Bills  be  brought  in  and  rend  a  first  and 
second  time,  before  they  went  into  any 
Committee  on  the  English  Reform  Bill. 
By  that  means  they  would  be  able  to  ascer- 
tain what  number  of  Members  could  be 
obtained  for  increasing  and  improving  the 
Irish  Representation,  and  nt  the  same  time 
have  an  opjiortunity  of  takiiig  them  from 
the  metropolitan  districts,  or  the  great  ma- 
nufacturing districts  of  England,  if  the 
original  number  of  Mcnil)ers  was  still  to  be 
preserved.  He  should^  at  the  jTroper  time,  be 
prepared  to  shew,  that  whether  considered 
acconling  to  population,  wealth,  or  extent, 
Ireland  had  a  fair  claim  for  a  considenible 
increase  of  Members.  He  confessed,  he 
had  yet  to  learn  what  was  the  principle 
adopted  by  the  Government  with  resjwct  to 
Irish  Reform.  There  could  be  no  question 
that  its  population  was  very  inadequately 
represented,  for  the  province  of  Connaught, 
by  far  the  largest  and  most  populous  divi- 
sion of  the  kingdom,  had  (mly  twelve 
Representatives.  Me  thought  that  the 
members  for  Ireland  were  bound,  on  this 
occasion  to  state  boldlv  their  dissatisfac- 
tion,  and  to  offer  the  Government  this  fair 
bargain,  that  if  it  was  disjMJsed  to  deal 
justly  with  Ireland,  tliey  would  give  all 
their  assistance  in  securing  the  passing  of 
the  English  Reform  Bill,  but  not  otherwise. 
Mr.  Baring  Wall  had  been  an  opponent 
of  the  last  Hill  from  conviction,  and  he 
must,  from  the  sjime  circumstance,  con- 
tinue to  oppose  the  present  Bill,  l)ecau«e,  in 
all  essential  points  it  was  the  same.  There 
was  no  person  who  felt  more  strongly  than 
he  did,  the  awful  situation  in  which  the 
country  was  placed,  and  who  felt  more 
deeply  than  he  did,  the  absolute  necessity 
that  something  in  the  way  of  conciliation 
should  he  done.  He  thoiight  it  most  im- 
inn-tant  to  state,  that  this  Bill  was  the  Bill 


belonging  to  Government  alone,  which 
must  take  the  whole  credit  and  responsibil- 
ity of  it.  He  and  his  hon.  friends  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  responsibility  of  it, 
and  he  could  not  allow  the  members  of  the 
present  Government  to  say  they  had  made 
alterations,  and  that  those  alterations 
were  concessions  to  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill.    Thev  were  not  concessions  to  them 

m 

—  they  were   concessions  to   reason  and 
justice.     He  was,  however,  ready  to  admit, 
that  most  of  the  alterations  of  this  Bill 
might  be  considered  as  amendments.     The 
schedule  A  had  been  taken  upon  a  new 
basis.     Little  time  had  been  ^ven  for  hon. 
Members  to  reflect,  whether  that  basis  was 
one  on  which  it  would  be  expedient  to 
ground  a   schedule  of    disfranchisement, 
should  a  disfranchising  schedule  be  agreed 
to  at  ail,  but  he  thought  the  House  ooght 
to  have  time  to  consider  before  they  were 
called  upon  to  approve  or  disapprove  of 
that  schedule.     He  thought  many  circum- 
stances had  occurred  which  ought  to  have 
induced  the   Government   to   make  more 
(concessions,  and  more  alterations  than  they 
had  made  in  the  measure  which  they  had 
brought  forward.     He  could  not  but  call 
upon  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  recollect, 
that  since   Parliament  had  last  met,   the 
voice  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  ex- 
pressed against  them.     He  was  sure  the 
ineml)ers    of   his   Majesty's    Government 
would  l)e  the  last  persons  in  the  world  to 
assert,    that   there    was  no  property,  no 
talent,  no  ri>^hts  in  the  House  of  Lords 
to  be  regarded,  upon  a  great  and  important 
question  like  the  present.     He  called  upon 
the   Ministers  to  recollect,  that  not  only 
had  the  House  of  Lords  declared  againrt 
them,  but  that  the  Church  had  declared 
against  them.     And  he  would  say,  when 
he  liad  heard  arguments  raised  concerning 
the  interestedness  of  that  great  and  learned 
body,    that   the   House   ought    never   to 
forget  the  imi^rtant  truth,  that  the  Chureh 
owed  almost  the  whole  of  the  patronim 
it  enjoyed  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Government.     He  thought  likewise,  that 
the   very   circumstance   of   his   Majesty's 
Ministers  having  j)roposed  amendments  in 
this  Dill,  proved  to  the  House  that   the 
measure  which  they  had  before  proposed 
was  not  perfect.     This  was  a  reason  why 
they  should  not  now  come  forward,  and 
ag;iin  say,  they  would  standby  "the  Bill, 
the  whole  Bill',  and  nothing  but  the  Bill." 
1  Ic  rejoiced  in  the  altered  tone  of  the  sup- 
]K)rti'rs  of  the  Bill,  though  he  could  not 
admit,  there  was  any  alteration  in  the  Ian« 
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guage  used  by  tlie  Ministers.  The  hon. 
member  for  Shrewsbury  had  begged  the 
House  to  recollect  that  this  was  no  party 
measure.  He  entirely  concurred  with  the 
hon.  Member  in  that  sentiment,  and  in  his 
recommendation  to  the  House  not  to  dis- 
cuss this  great  question  with  personal  or 
party  feelings.  The  hon.  member  fur 
Liverpool  h^  said,  that  the  House  was  not 
a  talisman  of  truth,  but  that  Members 
sometimes  said  one  thing  in  it,  and  some- 
times another.  That  evi],  if  it  existed  at 
present,  must,  he  feared,  be  increased, 
when  Members  would,  under  the  new 
Constitution,  have  to  depend  more  upon 
the  middling  classes  of  society  for  their  re- 
turn, than  they  ever  had  done  before. 
For  his  own  part,  he  must  say,  a  speech 
less  calculated  to  support  the  provisions  of 
th«  BUI  now  under  consideration,  than  that 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Aiban's,  he  had 
never  heard  delivered ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  that  hon.  Member  would  be  found 
voting  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
He  inferred  from  that  hon.  Member's  speech 
(spoken  as  it  was  from  near  the  Treasury 
bench),  that  the  clause  for  creating  metropo- 
litan Members  was  not  to  be  sustained. 
With  regard  to  the  nomination  boroughs, 
he  would  say,  that  public  opinion  having 
been  so  strongly  declared  against  them,  he 
should  not  oppose  a  measure  for  abolishing 
them ;  but  if  they  were  to  be  given  up  at 
all,  they  ought  to  be  given  up  all  together, 
and  not  partially  or  by  halves.  He,  there- 
fore, was  prepared  to  support  the  disfran- 
chising schedule,  to  the  extent  to  which 
Government  proposed  to  carry  that  sche- 
dule, provided,  upon  examination,  it  was 
found  to  be  a  fair  and  real  one.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  what  an  hon.  and  gallant  friend 
had  observed^  respecting  the  borough  of 
Lostwithiel.  He  thought  it  a  piece  of 
gross  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  Minis- 
ters, that  they  should  come  down  and  state, 
that  the  borough  of  Lostwithiel  was  in 
schedule  B,  and  that  on  the  very  night 
after  that  statement  was  made,  the  Bill 
itself  should  inform  the  House,  that  I^)St- 
withiel  was  in  schedule  A.  Were  people's 
feelings,  or  were  their  just  rights  and  pri- 
vileges to  be  trifled  with  in  this  way? 
Down  went  the  post  to  Lostwithiel  on  the 
night  on  which  the  measure  was  brought  in, 
and  informed  the  inhabitants,  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Lostwithiel  was  safe ;  the  Reform 
Bill  was  immediately  popular  there,  and  in 
all  probability,  the  healths  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  freely  drank  on  that  night. 
Next  day's  post  took  them  the   tidings 


that  Lostwithiel  was  placed  in  schedule  A. 
Then  what  would  be  the  case  ?  Probably 
the  Members  of  his  Majesty's  Ministry 
were  burnt  in  effigy,  and>  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  Yeomanry  might  not  very 
soon  have  to  be  called  out  to  quell  disturb- 
ances in  that  part  of  Cornwall.  With 
respect  to  schedule  B,  that  schedule  was 
not  only  inexpedient  but  unpopular.  He 
believed  that  the  only  part  of  the  Bill 
which  was  popular  throughout  the  coun- 
try was,  the  extinction  of  the  nomination 
boroughs,  and  the  extension  of  the  elective 
franchise.  To  schedule  A,  he  had,  cer^ 
tainly,  become  a  convert.  A  convert  he 
could  hardly  call  himself,  for  his  opinions 
remained  the  same,  but  a  convert  to  that 
schedule,  on  account  of  the  alarming  state 
of  the  country.  It  was  the  fashion,  on  the  ^ 
Government  side  of  the  House,  to  claim 
attachment  to  the  people ;  but  he  begged 
to  observe,  that  he  was  as  much  attached 
to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  people, 
as  well  as  to  the  privileges  of  the  Crown, 
as  any  man  in  that  House.  What  he  dis- 
liked were,  the  noisy  factious  demagogues, 
who  excited  and  aggravated  the  country. 
He  roust  observe,  that  he  saw  a  borough 
with  which  he  had  been  long  connected, 
removed  from  schedule  A  to  schedule  B ; 
but  for  this  ho  would  not  give  any  credit 
to  Government,  nor  consider  it  a  conces- 
sion. If  they  were  to  have  concessions 
from  Ministers,  such  concessions  should  be 
dated  from  that  evening,  because  the  Bill 
on  the  Tabic  was  the  Bill  to  which  Go- 
vernment now  stood  pledged,  and  the 
House  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  former 
measure.  With  regard  to  the  relative  state 
of  Representation,  he  was  unwilling  to 
haxard  an  opinion  ;  but  if  the  adjustment 
of  the  balance  was  right  in  the  former  Bill, 
that  of  the  present  Bill  must  be  wrong.  On 
this  point  he  should  like  to  hear  some  ex- 
planation from  Ministers  or  their  support- 
ers, in  order  that  they  might  be  pinned 
down  to  their  own  opinions.  It  was  most 
important  to  know  what  was  to  be  the  re- 
lative number  of  town  and  county  Mem- 
bers, and  what  the  proportions  of  those  of 
the  several  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  result  of  the  deliberations  of  the 
House  upon  this  point  was  looked  to  with 
deep  interest  from  all  parts  of  the  countr)'. 
He  knew  not  whether  he  s\y6ke  the  opinion 
of  his  constituents  when  he  said,  that  he 
thought  Government  were  perfectly  right 
in  not  giving  any  more  Representatives  to 
Ireland,  but  he  believed  he  did,  and  that 
he  alio  spoke  the  sentiments  of  the  majority 
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of  the  people  of  England.  Ind(?cd,  hi 
thought  it  a  positive  evil,  that  any  altera- 
tion at  all  should  be  made  in  the  Repre' 
lentation  of  Uiat  country.  There  might 
be  reasons  why  Memberii  should  be  given 
to  large  towns,  and  other  great  interests 
which  had  arisen  in  England,  but  he  saw 
no  Euch  reasons  for  giving  more  Represent- 
atives to  Ireland.  No  large  towns  had 
sprung  up  there,  no  new  interest  had  been 
created,  nor  did  any  of  the  arguments  upon 
which  new  Members  were  created  in  Eng- 
land, justify  or  apply  to  the  creation  of 
additional  Irish  Members.  He  would  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Gulway,  whe- 
ther any  of  these  reasons  would  apply  to 
Ireland :  that  hon.  Member  said,  in  sub- 
stance, "look  to  the  number  of  inhabitants 
that  are  unrepresented."  After  the  Repeal 
of  the  Union,  if  ever  that  event  took 
place,  it  might  be  very  well  to  bring  that 
question  forward,  but  up  to  that  time  the 
interests  of  the  two  countries  were  identi- 
fied, and  he  should  as  soon  think  of  in- 
quiring whether  the  population  of  Dorset- 
shire or  Cornwall  were  equal,  as  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  relative  population  of  England 
and  Ireland.  As  to  that  part  of  the  last 
Bill  which  approved  of  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners,  he  must  say,  that  useful 
results  were  likely  to  follow  from  it;  and 
this  was  owing  to  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
missioners themselves,  to  whom  he  offered 
the  tribute  of  his  admiration.  He  knew 
not  which  most  to  admire,  their  zeal,  or  the 
amazing  expedition  with  which  they  des- 
patched their  business.  He  certainly 
thougltt  the  House  would  derive  quite  an 
much  information  from  their  topographical 
researches,  as  they  had  received  from  the 
anonymous  tourist  of  last  year.  He  did 
not  know  who  that  person  might  be,  but 
there  was  one  part  of  his  information  at 
least  new,  and  that  was,  that  the  town  of 
Poole  was  a  very  opulent  and  delightful 
place.  Allusions  had  been  made  to  the 
period  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  the  re- 
bellion which  had  preceded  it ;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  adverting 
to  Clarendon's  History,  drew  an  analogy 
between  those  periods  and  the  present;  and 
he  (Mr.  Wall)  would  also  refer  to  that 
HLitory,  as  presenting  scenes  not  unlike 
what  were  passing  at  present.  In  one 
part,  the  writer  said,  that  at  the  time  of 
the  rebellion,  there  were  men  of  great  parts 
and  great  acquirements,  and  he  said,  in  an- 
other part,  that  the  Government  was  in  the 
hands  of  persons  interested  only  in  doing 
good  for  themselves,  and  who  cared  nothing 


forthegoodofthcpeople.  The  historian  fur- 
thcrsaidjthatwithrcspectto  the  people,  there 
existed  the  same  restless  disposition  as  at  the 
pre.seut  day,  the  same  tone  of  innovation> 
the  same  calling  for  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  same  feeling  against  the  Church, 
and  the  same  cry  of  "  down  with  the 
Biahops,"  resembling,  in  every  particular, 
what  was  going  on  at  present.  The  ana- 
logy was  sustained  to  the  most  trivial 
points ;  the  Lords  could  not  go  down  to 
their  House,  without  meeting  with  the 
grossest  insults — without  being  followed 
by  the  mob,  crying  out  "rotten-hearted 
Lords;"  and,  what  wos  still  more  extn^ 
ordinary,  they  liad  at  that  period  thdr 
"  Lords'  Lists,"  but  whether  black  or  red, 
he  (Mr.  Wall)  could  not  tell.  These  lists, 
however,  were  hawked  about  in  everjr 
street  and  alley,  and  posted  on  every  nyll 
of  the  metrojxilis.  The  state  of  Ireland 
at  that  time  bore  a  wonderful  similarity  to 
her  present  condition;  it  was  then  said  of 
her,  tbat  she  was  a  gulf  to  swallow,  and  a 
sponge  to  suck.  The  remarks  of  the  his- 
torian upon  what  followed,  also  afforded  us 
a  striking  and  useful  lesson.  Clarendon 
Bald,  that  after  the  attainder  and  settle- 
inent  of  Parliament,  the  public  mind  be- 
came marvellously  calm  and  composed,  but 
to  that  succeeded  the  dreadful  re-aclion 
which  was  inevitable  upon  this  disappoint- 
ment. The  Peerage  was  abolished,  the 
Church  was  destroyed,  and  the  King  wac 
assassinated.  He  (Mr.  Wall)  had  no  doubt 
hut  that  for  some  time  after  the  passing  of 
the  fieform  Bill,  the  public  mind  would 
become  "  marvellously  calm  and  composed.'' 
But,  then,  was  he  not  at  present  justified 
in  anticipating  disappointment  and  re- 
action ?  This  was  a  view  of  the  question, 
at  which  he  looked  with  much  alarm,  and 
he  envied  not  (he  feelings  of  that  indi- 
vidual, who,  having  read  the  history  of  the 
former  period,  could  come  to  tbe  discusdon 
of  the  present  question,  without  fear  and 
trembling.  Who  were  the  parties,  he  would 
ask,  that  were  to  be  benefitted  by  this  Re- 
form measure  ?  Certainly  not,  those  who 
were  so  loud  in  clamouring  for  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  would  venture  to  assui* 
those  now  in  power,  that  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  would  Ije  their  own  over- 
throw. He  wished  the  Whigs  would 
a  to  the  voice  of  reason,  and  adopt 
those  modifications  su^ested  by  the  Oppo- 
'  '  a;  then  would  their  powei  be  in- 
creased, they  would  gather  strength,  and 
be  enabled  to  preserve  the  institutions  and 
the  tiaiiquillity  of  tbe  countrj'. 
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Mr.  Cresset  PeUiam  concurred  entirely 
with  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  as  he  conscien- 
tiously helieved,  that  the  Bill  would  not 
be  attended  with  those  beneficial  results 
which  were  anticipated,  he  should  vote 
against  its  second  reading,  and  he  should 
do  so,  because  he  thought  it  destructive  of 
those  institutions  which  were  framed  by 
the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  and  which 
saved  this  country. 

Lord  William  Lennox:  There  is  one 
peculiarity  in  the  reasonings  upon  this 
question,  for  it  is  the  invariable  practice  of 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  and  one  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Weymouth  fell  into, 
of  arriving  at  their  own  conclusions,  and 
deducing  from  causes  effects  that  can  only 
be  found  in  their  own  apprehensions. 
Beginning,  then,  by  stating  what  will  be 
the  result  of  this  measure,  and  their  state- 
ments  resting  upon  no  other  foundation 
than  their  own  data,  they  denounce  the 
promoters  of  it  with  all  the  fervour  of  their 
own  very  peculiar  creed;  ^hen,  as  their 
fancy  rises,  they  see  the  surges  of  revolu- 
tion breaking  high  against  their  own  castle 
walls.  In  the  confusion  that  follows, 
anarchy  prevails — democracy  triumphs — 
the  Church  crumbles — good  government  is 
trampled  under  foot — the  crown  falls  from 
the  monarch's  head — a  political  chaos  ensues, 
for  nothing  is  too  monstrous,  too  miraculous 
for  their  distempered  imaginations.  But 
have  they  paused  to  ask  themselves  a  few 
practical  questions?  for,  in  the  common 
mode  of  argument,  by  establishing  premises 
we  may  arrive  at  conclusions  not  so  very  dis- 
similar. 1  will  suppose  then,  that  no  man 
can  be  found  to  think  otherwise,  than  that 
he  is  placed  in  society  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  the  welfare  of  the  many — that 
laws  are  framed  and  administered  for  the 
benefit  of  the  State  in  general — that  poli- 
tical liberty  should  be  filled  to  the  exact 
measure  that  may  give  an  interest  to  every 
individual  in  the  State,  without  endanger- 
ing the  welfare  of  the  whole-— and  that,  if 
the  laws  are  adapted  to  the  characters  and 
customs  of  the  people,  they  must  possess  a 
power  of  elasticity  to  suit  them  to  any 
changes  that  may  take  place  in  those 
customs  or  that  character.  Now  there  is 
nothing  herein  that  can  be  controverted, 
except  by  those  who  place  their  reliance 
only  upon  vested  rights,  which  vested 
rights  over  the  conscience  of  a  man,  is  very 
like  the  vested  right  of  a  West-Indian 
planter  over  the  body  of  his  slave ;  for  I 
no  distinction  between  a  meatd  and 
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corporeal  enthralment.  But  in  a  rational 
debate  I  acknowledge  no  such  adversary. 
Supposing,  then,  our  purposes,  either  as  men 
or  legislators,  to  be  admitted,  and  these 
are,  the  welfare  of  our  fellow-man  either  in 
his  indiridual  capacity  or  his  general  interest 
in  the  community  at  large — why,  I  would 
ask,  is  the  whole  order  of  things  to  be  re* 
versed  because  existing  laws  are  found  to 
be  incompatible  with  those  interests  ?  In 
what  political  vocabulary  does  the  endow- 
ment of  an  acknowledged  right  mean  revo- 
lution ?  Or  who  is  he  who  would  stigmatize 
the  conscientious  legislator  who  accords  it, 
as  a  restless  anarch  ?  In  what  moral  code 
does  he  who  withholds  deserve  better  than 
he  who  bestows?  Let  the  community 
arbitrate  between  us  as  to  which  party  are 
sowing  the  dragon's  teeth,  to  spring  up  in 
discord  and  confusion.  The  proposition 
before  us  is  simply  thi»— the  people  of 
England  think  themselves  inadequately  re- 
presented, and  petition  us  to  amend  what 
they  deem  a  grievance ;  and  here  I  must 
acknowledge,  that  their  opinions  as  to  their 
own  Representation  are  worthy  of  attention. 
They  claim  this  as  a  right,  and  look  upon 
the  withholding  of  it  as  an  act  of  the 
grossest  injustice— an  injustice  in  which 
they  see,  or  fancy  they  see,  corruption,  self- 
interest,  and  many  of  the  worst  passions  of 
man,  militating  against  them,  and  which, 
if  persevered  in,  must  drive  them  to  desper- 
ation. Who,  then,  will  have  caused  the 
confusion  ?  who  will  have  sown  the  seeds 
of  anarchy?  The  people  have  found  out 
that  the  many  were  not  placed  here  solely 
for  the  advantage  of  the  few,  and  when  the 
former  know  their  power,  the  latter  may 
find  themselves  in  jeopardy.  Our  opponents 
threaten  us  with  all  sorts  of  ills.  I  fear 
none.  The  people  of  England  love  a 
monarchical  government  when  divested  of 
its  abuses.  A  Reform  in  Parliament  will 
reduce  to  practice  what  the  Constitution  is 
in  theory.  The  House  of  Commons  is  the 
safety-valve  through  which  the  grievances 
of  the  people  should  find  vent:  by  enlarg- 
ing it,  explosion  is  prevented.  I  support 
the  Bill,  improved  as  I  think  it  is  in  many 
respects,  because  I  believe  the  tranquillity 
of  the  country  depends  upon  it,  and  1  look 
upon  its  rejection  by  the  House  of  Lords  as 
the  cause  of  all  the  ills  that  have  lately 
accrued  to  the  commercial,  financial,  and 
political  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  he  had  waited  with 
much  anxiety  all  through  the  debate  to 
hear  something  in  the  sheipe  of  argument, 
to  which  it  would  be  worth  a  reasonable 
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man's  while  to  attend;  but  he  hod  heard 
nothing  of  argument.  Even  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Macaulay)  did  not 
contain  ttny  argument,  nor  were  any  expla- 
nations given  of  the  many  chnngea  made 
by  Ministers  in  the  Bill.  And  here  he  must 
acquit  hia  hon.  and  learned  friend,  of  the 
charge  of  inconsistency  with  respect  to  the 
ballot,  which  had  been  mndc  against  him, 
he  knew,  from  a  long  and  intimate  acquaint- 
ance, that  hii  hon.  and  learned  friend  had 
never  been  favourable  to  that  principle.  He 
could  not  but  coraplaia  of  the  charges  made 
against  hon,  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  They  had  been  charged  with 
causing  the  long-protracted  discussion  on 
this  BUI.  It  w:k9  not  unnatural,  that  those 
who  had  originated  important  amendments, 
introduced  into  the  noble  Lord's  measure, 
should  claim  some  merit  and  acknowiedge' 
went  of  those  services.  His  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  certainly  admitted  the  value 
of  their  suggestions;  hut  the  hon.  member 
for  Culne  said,  they  ought  not  to  claim  any 
merit  for  those  changes  which  had  followed 
their  suggestions,  because  it  would  have 
been  better  had  the  Bill  passed  in  its  first 
state.  He  would,  however,  ask  his  hon. 
friend,  whether  the  Bill  in  the  form  it  then 
wore,  would  not  have  been  more  likely  to 
meet  with  a  better  reception  in  the  Lords.' 
What  were  the  important  change)i  made  in 
compliance  with  the  objections  of  those  who 
had  opposed  the  Bill  ?  The  test  of  popula* 
tion  was  abandoned.  Was  not  that  occa- 
sioned by  the  arguments  on  his  side  of  the 
House  f  And,  again,  the  census  of  1831 
had  been  taken  in  consequence  of  the 
connt  arguments  of  the  opposers  of  the 
BUI.  They  had  contended,  upon  indis 
putnble  grounds,  that  it  was  better  to  legis 
late  upon  data  of  the  present  day  than  date 
of  ten  years  back.  Now  all  these  changui 
had  been  introduced  by  hia  Majesty's  Uo. 
vemment,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  ducU' 
ments  they  themselves  had  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  which  had  been 
found  more  amusing  than  instructive.  The 
noble  Lord  informed  the  House,  that  the 
Bill  had  been  formed  upon  a  new  basis. 
Population  was  no  longer  the  test  of  Re- 
presentation, and  it  was  presumed  the  Bill 
had  been  much  improved.  But  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  gained  little  by  dis- 
cussion on  the  last  BiS,  and  really  he  did 
not  see  how  the  House  could  come  to  a 
more  favourable  conclusion  on  the  new 
Bill.  The  basis  of  the  intended  Constitu- 
tion was  altogether  erroneous.  It  was 
impossible  to  make  an  estimate  by  ligurea  of 


■hat  ought  to  be  borough  Representation, 
lis  Majesty's  Ministers  might  as  well 
country  with  any  other  ex- 

agant  calculation — 


The  circumstances  of  two  boroughs,  each 
containing  the  same  number  of  inhabitants, 
might  nevertheless  be  essentially  dtfiereni, 
and  might  demand  a  different  amount  of 
Representation.  Where  two  boroughs  were 
situated  near  each  other,  and  a  small 
borough  was  placed  at  some  distance  from 
them,  he  would,  in  many  cases,  prefer  dis- 
franchising one  of  the  larger  boroughs  to 
disfranchising  the  small  borough.  But 
there  were  more  important  changes  made 
in  the  Bill — not  in  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  he  wished  that  had  been  changed 
— but  in  the  details.  The  noble  Lord  now 
told  them,  that  there  was  no  mistake,  no 
injustice,  nothing  wrong,  no  unequal  opera- 
tion, because  they  had  adopted  a  different 
rule;  but  did  not  the  noble  Lord  recollect, 
that  when  they  had  protested  against  the 
operation  of  the  former  rule,  they  had  also 
protected  i^tnst  the  rule  itself;  they  had 
complained  and  proved  that  rule  was  wholly 
unfair  and  its  operation  partial.  Hia  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  member  for  CaInK 
had  contrasted  the  conduct  of  himself  and 
his  hon.  friends,  with  that  pursued  by  the 
friends  of  the  Bill,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill,  and  had  said,  that 
when  the  then  Ministry  turned  round,  and 
advocated  these  doctrines  to  which  they  had 
been  opposed  previously,  their  opponents 
had  assisted  their  efforts,  instead  of  taunting 
them  with  the  change  in  their  opinions: 
but  his  hon.  and  lesmcil  friend  omitted  to 
mention  the  most  material  feature  of  the 
change.  Tlie  then  Ministers  had  all  the 
unpopularity  of  the  measure,  while  the 
Whigs  engrossed  a  pretty  large  share  of  the 
fame  and  pruht.  Tliere  were  other  changes 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  should  have  paid  a 
grievous  compliment  to  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters if  he  had  allowed  the  clianges  in  the 
Bill  to  be  the  work  of  those  Ministen. 
The  best  changes  had  been  produced  b^  iti 
opponents.  In  the  regular  course  of  reason- 
ing it  might  be  said,  that  all  the  parti  of 
this  subject  had  been  sifted,  yet,  not  long 
after  the  struggle  of  last  Session  was  over, 
there  cameinto  thefielda  masked  combatant. 
He  spoke  of  an  ononymous  pamphleteer. 
The  writer  was  no  friend  to  those  who 
opposed  the  Bill — no  soldier  belonging  lo 
the  camp  of  the  authors.  It  was  edited  and 
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pnWahed  by  G.  Bei^r,  of  Holywell-gtreet, 
Strand.  It  was  entitled  "Whig  Fraud 
and  English  Folly  t"  being  &  letter  to  the 
people,  showing  them  that  they  are  be- 
trayed by  these  Whig  Mioisteni,  vho, 
under  pretence  of  increasing  the  power  of 
the  people,  are  robbing  tbem  of  the  power 
they  now  possess."  A  part  of  the  letter  he 
had  alluded  to,  was  appropriated  to  discuss 
what  had  been  done  and  attempted  by  Mi~ 
nisters,  with  a  view  to  alter  or  modify  the 
101.  clause.  That  clause,  in  the  first  Bill, 
required  that  all  prsons  must  hsve  occupied 
a  bouse  ux  months  tu  have  a  right  to  vote. 
When  it  was  under  discussion  last  Session, 
the  apposition  was  principally  against  the 
system  of  registration.  In  the  second  Bill, 
instead  of  six  months,  the  term  of  occupa- 
tion was  to  be  twelve  months,  llie  change 
bad  been  resorted  to  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters for  the  purpose  of  improving  the 
respectability  of  voters,  but  this  was  a  rat 
which  had  been  ferreted  out,  as  he  would 
prove  to  the  House.  It  had  been  asserted, 
that  it  was  a  perfidious  Ju^ie  for  the 
purpose  of  disfranchising  Uiree-fourths  of 
the  citizens  of  England.  Instead  of  making 
any  of  his  own  remarks  on  the  efiects  tn 
that  clause,  he  begged  leave  to  cite  the 
following  passage  from  Mr.  Beiger's 
letter— 

"  A  view  of  ihe  case  soon  satisfied  me  tlial 
it  was  ont  to  save  eipenae  that  tha  system  of 
re([istraUon  was  introduced ;  and  I  accordingly, 
to  use  a  vulgar  proverb,  began  lo  smEll  a  rat — 
and  a  rat  sure  enough  I  found,  ikulking  from 
the  tight  of  day  as  artrnlly  and  craftily  as  ever 
rat  nai  discovered.  To  drop  metaphors  and 
to  use  plain  language,  I  found  thai  the  object 
of  thii  lystem  of  registration  was  not  to  save 
expense — not  to  simplify  matters — no  such 
thing — I  found  it  was  a  mountebank's  trick  lo 
engage  ihe  eye,  while  the  sleight  of  hand  was 
performed  —  that  it  was  a  perfidions  Whig 
juggle,  to  ac<)uire,  indirectly,  such  a  length 
of  occupation  as  ibey  did  not  for  a  moment 
dare  directly  to  propose.  I  will  proceed  to  . 
slate  d ill ioclly  my  ground  for  this  charge.  The 
following  are  the  regulations  of  the  Bill. 

"(>D  the  last  day  of  August  in  every  year,  | 
Ihe  Overseers  are  lo  make  out  a  list  of  persona 
entitled  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill ;  and  in  order  to  get  first  upon  it, 
...      .,  ■  .,    .  .,         .j^^ii 

^sfor 

twelve  inonthsat  least.  This  list  undergoes  cor- 
rection and  revision  ;  and  when  so  coirected 
and  revised,  it  is  entered  into  a  book,  and  that 
book  it  the  register  of  electors  to  vote  at  any 
•leclion  which  naytake  place  between  the  first 
day  of  December  following,  and  the  first  day  of 
DMember  io  the  ensuing  year.    Hie  feai  usual 
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'  periods  of  entering  upon  new  premises  are,  as 
you  of  course  know,  Michaelmas,  Christmas, 
Lady-day,  and  Midsummer.  I  will  consider 
the  operation  of  this  system  upon  the  vote  of  a 
persoD  entering  at  each  of  these  periods,  and 
.  then  I  think  you  will  be  able  to  apply  my  ' 
I  reasoning  to  every  other  case, 
I  "  Suppose,  then,  mine  is  a  Michaelmas  take 
,  — and  as  the  day  of  rceistratiou  for  the  present 
year  is  uncertain,  for  the  sake  of  simplicity  let 
rae  be  supposed  to  enter  at  Michaelmas,1832. 
On  the  last  day  of  August,  1833,  a  list  will  be 
made  out ;  on  that  list  my  name  cannot  appear, 
because  1  shall  have  been  only  eleven  months 
in  occupation ;  I  must  wait  then  till  the  list  of 
the  last  day  of  August,  1634 ;  that  is  to  say,  I 
must  be  in  occupation  twenty-three  months 
before  my  name  can  be  put  on  the  list.  After 
I  get  on  the  list  T  must  wait  till  the  Ist  of 
December,  1834,  before  I  can  by  possibility 
vote ;  therefore  the  shortest  possible  occupa- 
tion required  of  me  before  I  can  vote  will  be 
twenty-six  months ;  and  if,  instead  of  su|>- 
poiing  the  eleetioD  to  happen  on  the  earliest 
possible  day,  we  take  ihe  middle  of  tha  year  as 
the  average  period  of  its  occurrence,  six  months 
more  must  be  added.  Thus  is  an  occupation 
of  thirty-two  months  substituted  by  the  system 
of  registration  for  the  six  months  now  required 
by  the  common  law  of  the  land.  Tliis  is  the 
rat  I  ferreted  out  from  his  concealment.  Here 
is  something  more  congenial  lo  the  principles 
of  a  Whig  than  a  diminution  of  expense  :  this 
is  the  perfidious  juggle  I  spoke  of,  by  which 
tha  disfranchisement  of  three-fourths  of  the 
artisans  of  England  is  effected,  without  one  of 
them  suspecting  a  word  about  the  matter. 
This  is  the  Whig  sleight  of  hand,  by  which 
that  has  been  accomplished  secretly,  clandes- 
tinely, and  sutrentitiously,  which,  if  openlj 
propped,  would  have  long  ago  decided  tha 
fate  of  Ihe  Bill,  and  of  those  by  whom  it  wa* 
proposed. 

"  We  will  now  couiiderthe  case  of  a  person 
who  enters  at  Cbrislmaa  1832.  As  before,  it 
will  be  August,  1834,  before  be  gets  on  the 
list,  and  consequently,  by  just  the  same  reason- 
ing as  I  employed  in  the  fast  case,  the  average 
occupation  required  of  hira  before  he  votes  vnll 
be  twenty-nine  months.    So  the  average  occu- 

Sation  required  of  a  person  entering  at  Lady- 
ay  will  be  twenty-six  months,  and  of  ooe  who 
enters  at  Midsummer  tweoly-tbrcs  monlhi> 
"  By  the  same  reasoning  it  appears,  that  no 
man  by  anypossibihty  can  vole  without  fifteen 
months'  occupation  of  the  same  premises,  vil, 
twelve  montbs  previous  to  the  last  day  of 
August,  and  three  months  previous  to  the  first 
day  of  December  following;  and,  then,  sup- 
posing, as  before,  the  election  on  an  averaga 
to  come  on  in  the  middle  of  the  year,  sIs 
months  more  must  be  added,  making  twenty' 
one  months  essential  in  the  most  favourable 
case.  Thus,  my  friends,  have  these  wil^ 
Whigs,  by  their  system  of  registration,  subst^ 
tuted  for  the  six  moaths'  occupation  rcqairM 
R2 
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0  judge  of  the  effects  of  that 
low  stood  that  clause  in 
edition  of  the  Bill  then  before  them, 
distinctly  enacted,  that  the  voter  should  not 
be  required  to  occupy  the  "same"  jireraiseB 
for  twelve  months;  this,  of  course,  w 
coDceroion  made  to  the  anonymous  wt 
and  took  away  at  once  all  the  security  they 
had  in  the  former  Bill,  to  limit  the  number 
of  voters,  and  to  judge  of  their  respecta- 
bility. In  the  next  place,  he  came  to  the 
alterations  made  in  the  allowing  the  fran- 
chise to  be  retained  by  freemen  in  perpe- 
tuity. He  was  as  great  an  advocate  as  any 
man  to  preserve  esdsting  rights  and  privi- 
leges,  but  this  provision,  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  extension  of  the  franchise, 
only  proved  the  certainty  that  there  would 
be  an  enormous  addition  to  the  numbers  of 
the  lower  class  of  voters.  He  had  moved 
for  returns  to  show  the  number  of  this  class 
of  freemen  at  present,  but  in  the  absence  of 
authentic  information,  from  the  best 
quiries  he  could  make,  he  supposed  there 
were  about  300,000  such  persons,  who 
would  possess  the  right  of  voting,  in  addi- 
tion to  those  espressly  created  by  the  Bill, 
In  the  first  Bill,  the  existing  rights  ol 
freemen  were  preserved;  in  the  second, 
these  words  were  introduced,  "  So  long  as 
they  shall  continue  to  be  entitled  to  vote:" 
these  words,  implying  the  continuation  of 
the  right,  almost  defeated  the  effect  of  the 
first  Bill.  But.  further  than  this,  according 
to  the  first  Bill,  the  voter,  on  coming  up 
to  the  poll,  was  to  swear  that  he  was  the 
person  whose  name  appeared  on  the  register. 
But  the  provisions  of  the  second  Bill  ren- 
dered it  necessary  that  the  right  of  voting 
should  have  been  continued  without  inter* 
mission.  The  present  Bill  altered  the  case 
altogether,  and  he  would  refer  to  the  same 
writer  he  had  before  alluded  to,  in  order  to 
explain  the  motives  of  the  Ministers  for 
making  the  alteration. 

''  As  the  clause  reserving  existing  rights 
drew  near  at  hand,  the  tempter  seems  to  have 
suggested  to  the  mind  of  one  of  these  Whig 
lawgiver!,  a  mode  of  extirpating  scot-and-lot 
voters,  pol-walloppers,  &c.  so  subtle  and  re- 
fined that  no  human  being  could  be  reasonably 
expected  to  detect  it.  What  was  lo  be  done  ? 
The  Bill  bad  been  printed  and  committed 
before  this  happy  idea  presented  itself:  lo 
attempt  to  introduce  it  as  an  amendment  would 
be  10  draw  attention  lo  the  tender  part.  Never- 
theless, the  idea  was  too  good  to  be  lost;  so  llie 
whole  clause  was  remodelled,  and  printed  on 


a  fiy-leaf,  and  was  huddled  through  a  deserted 
Houseof  Commons,  as^^embled  on  a  Saturday, 
on  which  day  out  of  tender  regard  lo  the  iropa- 
tietice  of  the  people,  the  House  had  been  com- 
pelled by  Ministers  to  meet.  This  clause,  then, 
so  smuggled  Into  the  Bill,  and  huddled  Ihrougb 
the  House,  runs  as  follows — Having  saved  the 
right  of  freemen,  it  proceeds : — '  Provided  also 
lliat  every  person  now  having  a  right  to  vote 
in  the  election  for  any  city  or  borough  (except 
those  enumerated  in  the  said  schedule  A)  in 
virtue  of  anj  qualification,  other  than  those 
hereinbefore  mentioned  aod  reserved,  shall 
retain  such  right  of  voting,  so  long  only  as  he 
shall  continue  lo  be  qualified  as  an  elector, 
according  to  the  usages  and  customs  of  such 
city  or  borough,  or  any  law  now  in  force,  and 
such  person  shall  be  entitled  lo  vote  in  the 
election  for  such  city  or  borough,  if  duly  regit- 
lered  according  lo  the  provisions  hereinaHer 
contained ;  but  that  no  such  person  shall  be  so 
registered  in  the  next  or  any  succeeding  year, 
unless  such  person  shall,  on  the  lit  day  of 
February  in  the  next  year,  and  on  the  last  day 
of  August,  in  each  succeeding  year,  continue 
to  be  quatiiied  as  such  elector  in  such  manner 
as  would  entitle  him  then  lo  vole  if  such  days 
were  respectively  the  days  of  election,  and  this 
Act  had  not  been  passed,'  be." 

Now  the  change  is  this :  one  word  b  wholly 
omitted,  and  the  word  "and"  is  substitute 
for  "  a.'*  It  was  hardly  possible  that 
Ministers  could  have  intended  to  effect  so 
great  a  change  by  such  simple  means;  but 
certainitwas)that  they  had  done  so,  and  this 
change,  with  others  of  the  same  description, 
was  through  the  whole  of  the  Bill.  But 
be  would  dwell  no  longer  on  these  altera- 
tions. Another  great  fault  of  the  present 
Bill  was,  that  sufficient  attention  was  not 
paid  to  the  landed  interest ;  It  might  be  all 
very  well  to  give  Members  to  the  lai^ 
manufactuiing  towns,  but  would  they  pro- 
tect the  landed  interest  ?  Would  Blackburn 
and  Manchester  protect  the  interests  of 
Bridport  and  Dorchester?  No!  and  why? 
Because  they  were  diametrically  opposed  to 
them.  He  had  nut  been  surprised  to  hear 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  member  for 
Calae,  say  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  so 
into  the  contents  of  this  Bill ;  he  coiuil 
account  for  this  by  simply  observing,  that 
its  principles  were  so  involved  luid  contra- 
dictory, that  it  was  better  for  the  advocates 
of  the  measure  not  to  enter  into  a  discus- 

of  them.  He  regretted  this  the  more, 
because  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  in  the 

se  of  all  the  sfiecches  with  which  he 
had  favoured  tlie  House,  bad  never  gone  at 
any  length  into  the  details  or  principles  of 
the  Bill,  although  he  had  pointed  out  many 
evils  which  he  supposed  to  exist,  and  which 
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he  attributed  to  the  state  of  the  present 
system  of  Representation.  With  what  suc- 
cess he  had  done  this,  and  how  his  argu- 
ments had  been  met,  were  fresh  in  the 
memory  of  the  House ;  but  neither  when 
the  borough  which  he  represented  found 
favour  in  the  eyes  of  Ministers,  nor  at  this 
present  time,  when  it  was  an  object  of  their 
severity,  had  he  endeavoured  to  point  out 
how  this  measure  was  calculated  to  remedy 
the  evils  of  which  he  complained.  He  had 
never  heard  a  more  magnificent  relation  of 
the  gradual  progress  of  society,  than  that 
which  was  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ;  he  never  had  the  pleasure  of 
hearing  a  more  beautiful  analogy  drawn 
between  the  progress  of  nature  and  that  of 
people  and  nations  in  general ;  but  had 
there  been  one  single  word  in  that  speech 
which  might  not  have  been  spoken  during 
the  three  days  at  Paris,  at  the  Congress  of 
Vienna,  or  which  mieht  not  have  been 
uttered  by  Massaniello  m  the  market-place 
of  Naples  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, indeed,  told  the  House,  that,  in 
future,  Manchester  might  be  contested  for 
less  than  the  market-price  of  Old  Sarum  : 
but  this  was  not  all  that  was  required.  He 
ought,  at  the  same  time,  to  have  proved, 
that  a  contested  election  at  Manchester 
would  be  as  cheap  to  the  young,  well- 
informed  man,  coming  up  from  the  Uni- 
versity with  no  patrimony  but  his  talents 
and  acquirements,  as  was  the  opportunity 
of  coming  in  for  a  nomination  borough. 
His  hon.  and  learned  friend  had  told  them, 
that  the  same  men  would  have  opportu- 
nities of  entering  that  House,  but  they 
would  not  be  returned  for  the  same  places ; 
and  he  said  that  a  man's  spirit  was  broken 
by  doing  the  work  of  his  patron — that  he 
presented  a  more  piteous  spectacle  than  the 
light  and  beautiful  Ariel  doing  the  work  of 
Sycorax.  No  one  would  charge  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  with  being  more  debased 
or  broken  in  spirit  at  the  present  moment, 
while  sitting  for  the  borough  of  Calne, 
than  when,  some  time  hence,  he  would  sit 
as  the  Representative  of  the  great  town  of 
Leeds.  Suppose,  by  the  way  of  illustration 
and  argument,  it  was  imagined  that  this 
country  had  recently  shaken  off  the  yoke  of 
a  foreign  despot,  and  that  we  had  offered 
to  us  a  new  Constitution,  on  which  we 
were  about  to  decide,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  would  say,  that  after  serious  and 
deliberate  consideration,  not  being  blind  to 
the  difficulties  or  danger  of  the  vote  he  was 
ivinir,  he  was  disposed  to  reject  the  offered 

Ttutioni  becauie  he  aaw  no  xtum  to 
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hope  that  that  Constitution  would  secure  a 
good  or  stable  government.  He  should 
say  they  were  establishing  three  estates  in 
the  kingdom,  all  perfectly  independent  of^ 
and  removed  from  each  other.  If  the  10/. 
householders  were  to  have  the  same  right  of 
voting  as  those  who  were  far  above  them  in 
society  or  station,  property  was  not  made  the 
basis  of  the  system  of  Representation.  If 
it  were  asserted  the  principle  was  founded 
on  taxation,  that  was  overturned  when  all 
below  the  10/.  householder  paid  nearly,  or 
quite  the  same  amount  of  taxes.  There  was 
no  other  support  for  such  a  Constitution 
but  Universal  Suffrage.  The  present 
House  of  ComoQons  represented  the  univer- 
sality of  the  country,  but  the  one  to  be 
elected  by  the  new  measure  would  possess 
prerogatives  without  power,  and  privileges 
without  daring  to  exercise  them.  Sove- 
reignty would  be  an  empty  name— -good 
order  and  Government,  and  an  organized 
state  of  society,  unmeaning  sounds.  It 
might  appear  absurd  and  ridiculous  to  make 
such  prophecies  as  these,  but  it  was  unfor- 
tunate that  predictions  were  seldom  believed 
until  they  were  realized  by  the  event.  If  any 
man  had  made  use  of  such  predictions  in 
the  French  Chamber,  he  would  have  been 
treated  with  ridicule,  but  they  all  knew  the 
result.  He  prayed  to  God  that  his  predic- 
tions might  not  turn  out  well-founded. 

Colonel  Lindsay  said,  that  there  were 
parts  of  the  Bill  of  which  he  approved,  and 
other  parts  of  which  he  greieitly  disapproved* 
One  of  his  ereat  objections  to  the  measure 
was,  that  it  tended  to  destroy  the  fair 
balance  between  the  aericultural  and  the 
manufacturing  interest  in  that  House.  The 
former^  he  had  no  doubt,  would  be  crushed 
in  the  conflict  which  must  ensue.  With 
respect  to  the  10/.  clause,  he  considered 
that  the  alterations  which  had  been  intro- 
duced, made  that  measure  more  practicable 
than  before ;  and  he  also  approved  of  the 
amendment,  whereby  freemen  were  to 
retain  and  transmit  their  franchise  to  their 
descendants ;  but  he  feared  it  would  not 
ultimately  become  a  part  of  the  Bill,  for 
the  sovereignty  of  the  Press  had  already 
denounced  it  as  a  clause  that  ought  not  to 
be  passed.  The  Bill,  notwithstanding  some 
little  alterations  in  the  details,  was  essen- 
tially the  same  in  principle,  as  that  which 
was  thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Peers ;  it 
had  not  been  modified,  as  there  was  reason 
to  hope  it  would  have  been,  to  meet,  in 
some  degree,  the  opinions  of  those  who 
were  the  friends  of  the  Constitution* 
Persons  wore  somewhat  startMi  when  ih^ 
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words  ''  new  Constitution"  first  met  their 
ears,  but  now  the  expression  was  received 
and  used  without  hesitation,  and  it  was 
quite  a  common  question,  whether  we  pre- 
ferred the  old  Constitution  or  the  new  one. 
Before  such  a  change  was  effected.  Mi- 
nisters were  bound  to  show  that  the  old 
Constitution  was  not  adequate  to  all  the 
purposes  of  the  State.  They  were  bound 
to  shew  the  practical  evils  which  required 
remedy.  They  were  bound  to  shew  that 
the  influence  of  the  Peers  in  the  House  of 
Commons  was  injuriously  preponderant,  or 
that  there  was  a  waste  of  the  public  money, 
or  that  the  House  itself  was  unfit  for  the 
duties  that  devolved  upon  it.  No  such 
proof  existed  in  the  present  House  of  (-om- 
mons.  Until  some  practical  evils  of  the 
Constitution  were  pointed  out,  he  should 
certainly  adhere  to  it.  If  chanj»e  were 
necessary,  he  would  join  the  Government 
in  changing  the  Constitution,  but,  looking 
at  the  blossoms  of  the  Reform  Bill,  there 
was  no  appearance  of  good  fruit.  It  was 
somewhat  difficult  to  judge  of  the  nature 
of  anything  which  had  not  been  tried — it 
was,  therefore,  not  easy  to  compare  the 
workings  of  the  present  Constitution  with 
that  which  was  proposed  to  be  substituted 
for  it.  But  they  hud  some  means  of  judg- 
ing by  tracing  what  had  happened,  under 
nearly  similar  circumstances,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  French  Revolution. 
Philosophers  brought  theories  from  their 
closets — they  were  promulgated,  and  the 
minds  of  most  persons  became  enamoured 
of  them — the  powers  of  Government  were 
curtailed — and  Clubs,  Secret  Societies,  and 
Political  Unions,  were  formed.  The  Press 
attacked  on  the  one  hand  the  higher  orders 
of  society  and  the  Church,  and  on  the 
other  lauded  the  Monarch,  and  applauded 
his  popularity.  It  delighted  to  deck  with 
garlands  the  victim  to  be  sacrificed.  Was 
there  not  a  most  striking  parallel  between 
such  symptoms,  and  those  which  now  appear- 
ed so  rife  among  us.  Physicians  were  led 
to  judge  of  a  disease  by  the  symptoms,  and 
those  which  now  prevailed  were  too  plain 
to  be  mistaken.  The  best  way  to  overcome 
them  was  to  stand  by  the  existing  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  As  that  was  his]  de- 
cided opinion,  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment — at  the  same  time  he  was 
prepared  to  say,  he  was  most  anxious  to  see 
all  abuses  which  had  crept  into  the  C'onsti- 
tution,  from  time  or  other  circumstances, 
removed ;  but  he  would  never  consent  to 
the  adoption  of  a  new,  or  theoretical  form 
of  government,  in  this  great  empire. 


Lord  John  RusstU:  *  As  the  time  for  our 
discussion  this  night  is  limited^  and  it  ii 
desirable,  on  many  accounts^  not  to  adjourn 
the  debate,  I  rise.  Sir,  at  this  early  nour, 
to  place  the  House  in  possession  of  sudi 
explanation  as  I  can  afford,  of  the  geneial 
principles,  and  leading  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  is  now  under  our  oonsideratioiL 
Before  I  enter  upon  that  discussion^  how- 
ever, I  must  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  txaie 
in  which  the  measure  is  brought  forward. 
We  are  accused  of  raising  this  queation  at  a 
period  of  extraordinary  excitement  in  the 
public  mind.     Sir,  if  it  be  a  misfortune  to 
have  delayed  this  discussion  till  the  calm- 
ness  requisite  for  deliberation  is  interrupted 
by  clamour,  and  disturbed  by  the  fenrourof 
impatience — of  that  misfortune  I  am  not 
the  author.     On  the  15th  of  December, 
I8I9,  just  twelve  years  ago,  I  proposed  to 
the  House  of  Commons  to  give  two  Mem- 
bers to  Leeds.     That  proposition  was  as- 
sented to  in  the  Commons,  but  entirely  dis- 
figured in  the  House  of  Lords.    From  that 
time  to  this,  I  have  scarcely  ever  ceased  to 
urge  this  question,  in  one  shape  or  other, 
diluting  and  diminisliing  my  proposition^ 
even  to  the  mimmum  of  Reform,  with  the 
hope  of  inducing   the   moderate  to   fed 
their  way  to  an  improvement  in  our  repre- 
sentative system,  and  to  obtain,  by  eipe- 
riencc,  a  guide  for  any  future  changes.  But 
I  was  always  met  by  the  reply — "  Eveiy* 
thing  is  quiet ;  no  one  demands  this  change; 
leave  well  alone — quicta  non  movetej"  and 
all  the  common  places  of  the  adherents  of 
things  as  they  are.     What  is  the  conse- 
quence ?     You  are  now  asked  to  make  s 
change  so  great,  that  there  is,  undoubtedly, 
some  risk  in  the  operation,  but  an  infinitely 
greater  risk  in  refusing  to  proceed.     If  this 
be  a  calamity,  I  repeat,  let  those  answer  for 
it,  who  would  not  entertain  the  question 
when  it  might  be  entertained  in  perfect 
temper,  and  who,  having  dammed  up  the 
river,  come  now  to  complain  of  an  inunda- 
tion.     Let    us,    however,    co   somewhat 
further  into  this  history;  tor,  since  we 
arc    accused,   we    have    a   right    to  our 
defence.    In  1827,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    opposite,  as  the  organ  of  a    great 
party  'in  this  House,  and  m  the  oountty, 
declared  there  were  three  measures  to  which 
he   should   give   his  decided    opposition; 
namely,    to    the     Repeal    of    the     Test 
Act — Catholic    Emancipation— cmd    Par- 
liamentary   lieform.      In    the   following 
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year,  1 828,  being  defeated  on  a  division  in 
this  House,  he  cave  way  on  the  repeal  of 
the  Test  Act.   Did  we  taunt  him  with  this  ? 
On  the  contrary,  we  allowed  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  to  carry  off  the  fame  of  this 
great  concession  to  the  spirit  of  religious 
fiberty.     In  the  year  following,  1829^  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    opposite,  proposed    the  total 
repeal  of  the  Roman  Catholic  disabilities. 
What  was  our  conduct?     We  suug  no 
song  of  triumph ;  we  prided  not  ourselves 
on  our  past  efforts ;  and  when  a  Gentleman, 
now  no  more,  spoke  with  some  scorn  of 
new  conversions,  I,  as  a  humble  member  of 
a  great  party,  said,  that  we  would  not  look 
back  to  former  contentions;    that  it  was 
enough  for  us,  the  Ministry  were  then,  as 
we  thought,  in  the  path  of  true  policy,  and 
that  we  should  give  them  our  earnest  sup- 
port    It  is  notorious,  indeed,  that  we  car- 
ried this  so  far,  that  rather  than  injure  a 
Government  engaged  in  so  great  a  measure, 
we  concurred  in  votes  opposed,  if  not  to  our 
principles,  to  our  feelings,  and  our  wishes, 
and  our  opinions:    by   this  conduct  the 
Government  were  retained  in  power,  and 
carried  their  question.     Parliamentary  Re- 
form remained  behind.     The  elections  of 
1 830  clearly  showed  that  a  settlement  of 
this  question,  like  the  others,  could  no  longer 
be  resisted.     I  impute  no   blame   to  the 
late  Ministers  for  the  course  they  chose  to 
pursue.     Had  they  been  willing  to  concede 
upon  this  measure  likewise,  so  far  from  re- 
proaching, I  should  have  given  them  the 
best  support   I  was  able,  although   their 
propositions  had  fallen  short  of  my  own 
conceptions  of  what  was  required.     They 
did  not  think  it  consistent  with  their  public 
duty  to  make  any  concesdon ;   they  were 
at  liberty  to  judge  on  this  point  what  best 
became  their  own  character,  and  their  own 
principles.     But  what  I  do  complain  of  is, 
that  having  abandoned,  or  rather,  I  should 
say,  dedin^  this  great  task,  they  now  bit- 
terly reproach  us,  because,  in  conformity 
with  our  principles — ^in  accordance  with  our 
character  as  public  men — we  endeavour  to 
make  a  settlement  which  may  satisfy  the 
just  expectations  of  the  people,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  preserve  the  ancient  institutions 
of  the  State.     In  questions  of  this  kind, 
every  thing  depends  on  the  fitness  of  the 
time  for  the  measure  proposed.     An  hon. 
friend  of  mine,  member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford,  has  quoted  to-night,  for  the 
hundredth  time,  and  for  the  hundredth  time 
to  misinterpret  it,  the  saying  of  a  great 
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ter than  an  old  almanack."  Nothins  could 
be  further  from  the  intention  of  Lord 
Plunkett  than  to  lay  down  such  a  proposi* 
tion  in  the  abstract.  But  what  he  said 
was,  speaking  of  those  who  attended  to  the 
letter,  and  neglected  the  spirit,  of  history, 
"  that  history,  in  such  hanas,  was  no  better 
than  an  old  almanack."  A  person  of  great 
wit,  who  lived  in  our  own  time,  used  to 
say,  that  ''  it  was  not  every  man  who  was 
to  be  trusted  with  a  memory."  So,  like- 
wise, it  is  not  every  man  who  is  to  be 
trusted  with  history.  For  instance,  if  my 
hon.  friends  reads,  that  in  1688  the  Roman 
Catholics  were  excluded,  and  the  close 
boroughs  preserved,  is  he,  therefore,  to 
conclude  that  the  same  thing  is  to  be  done 
now?  Rightly  did  our  ancestors  judge 
for  their  day ;  and  we,  judging  in  the  same 
spirit,  and  adapting  our  institutions  to 
our  times,  as  they  did  their  institutions  to 
their's,  may  wi^y,  and  justly,  and  sea- 
sonably, admit  where  they  excluded,  and 
abolish  what  they  preserved.  A  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  alluded  to  history  only 
to  misuse  it,  has  spoken  of  the  late  revolu- 
tion of  France,  and  adverted,  in  terms  of 
some  scorn,  to  the  loss  of  popularity  which 
has  attended  the  authors  of  that  revolution. 
Why,  who  looks  upon  a  revolution  other- 
wise than  as  a  calamity,  which  necessity 
only  can  justify  ?  But  let  those  who  blame 
the  authors  of  the  Revolution  of  1830,  ask 
themselves,  if  a  proclamation  were  to  appear 
to-morrow,  abcuishing  the  liberty  of  the 
Press,  and  suppressing  legal  rights,  is  there 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  would  think 
himself  bound  to  obey  such  a  proclamation  ? 
Why,  then,  resistance  was  necessary.  But 
what,  after  all,  has  been  the  result  ?  M. 
Perier,  one  of  the  wisest,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  one  of  the  most  moderate  of  the 
authors  of  that  Revolution,  has  been  aUe 
to  stop  a  popular  movement  in  its  course, 
and  rallied  the  friends  of  order  and  good 
government  round  the  new  dynasty ;  while 
M.  Guixot,  of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  so  slightingly,  concurs  with  that 
majority  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  by 
whom  the  present  Administration  is  up- 
held, himself  respected  for  his  talents  and 
integrity.  But  our  concern  is  with  the 
present  Bill.  The  first  of  its  leading  pro- 
visions is  that  which  abolishes  for  ever 
fifty-six  of  the  smaller  boroughs.  Our 
right  to  do  this,  however  disputed  in  the 
commencement  of  these  discussions,  is  now 
no  longer  questioned.  But  ought  we  to 
use  this  undoubted  power?  Upon  what 
prindplo  does  thii fiuun  dausereit?  Vfhj 
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do  we  propose  so  extensive  an  amputation  ? 
Simply  because  we  contend  that  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  represent  the  people. 
This  proposition,  which  would  have  been 
considered  a  truism  a  hundred  years  ago,  is 
now  spoken  of  as  a  new  and  startling 
heresy.  But  what  says  the  Constitution  ? 
Search  where  you  will,  the  Constitution 
declares  that  this  House  ought  to  be  the 
Representative  of  the  people.  To  quote 
but  one  passage  from  the  celebrated  Re- 
ports of  Sergeant  Glanville's  Committee : 
— "  It  is  a  service,"  say  they,  "  for  the 
King  and  Commonwealth,  and  not  for  the 
lord  of  the  borough,  who,  by  reason  of  his 
interest  in  the  borough,  hath  nothing  to  do 
in  the  matter  of  such  election."  When, 
then,  we  find  that  the  lord  of  the  borough 
hath,  on  the  contrary,  every  thing  to  do  in 
the  matter  of  election,  we  deprive  the 
borough  of  this  abused  trust,  and  transfer 
it  to  hands  who  will  use  it  *'  for  the  King 
and  Commonwealth."  "Aye,  but,"  says 
the  hon.  member  for  Thetford,  "  such  is 
the  Constitution  in  theory,  but  it  has  not 
been  so  in  practice.  The  practical  consti- 
tion  of  this  House  is  not  a  Representation 
of  the  people."  If  this  be  so,  then  the 
constitution  of  this  House,  not  being 
founded  on  law,  or  acknowledged  principle, 
depends  only  on  the  consent  and  concur- 
rence of  the  people ;  and  that  consent  and 
concurrence  failing,  as  it  now  avowedly 
does,  there  remains  only  the  naked,  unsup- 
ported abuse,  having  no  foundation  in  law, 
and  no  sanction  from  opinion.  The  hour 
of  reformation  is  arrived.  I  have  touched 
this  point  lightly,  because  it  is  one  upon 
which  men's  opinions  may  be  said  to  be 
made  up.  Let  us  now  go  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  most  important  for  us 
duly  to  weigh,  and  well  decide  upon, 
namely,  what  is  to  be  the  future  construc- 
tion of  this  House  ?  I  will  not  adopt  all 
the  distinctions  which  a  noble  Lord  on  the 
other  side  has  made,  but  I  will  discuss  it  in 
the  spirit  in  which  he  has  discussed  it,  and 
inquire,  as  he  has  done,  whether  the  new 
House  of  Commons,  while  it  represents  the 
wishes  and  interests  of  the  people,  is  likely 
to  maintain  our  ancient  institutions.  The 
first  part  of  the  reformed  House  of  Com- 
mons to  which  our  attention  should  be 
turned,  is  the  representation  of  the  counties. 
No  one  will  say,  surely,  that  the  addition 
of  sixty-six  to  our  county  Members,  or  the 
admission  of  copyholders  of  10/.  a  year,  or 
the  division  of  large  counties,  or  the  partial 
exclusion  of  town  voters,  or,  lastly,  the 
tenant  right  of  TOting,  introduced  by  the 


noble  Lord  opposite,  take  away  any  thing 
from  the  solid  and  permanent  character  m 
our  county  Members.  We  have  here  158 
Members  of  this  House,  of  a  class  to  which 
no  Anti-reformer  can  object.  We  have, 
next,  about  140  Members  from  places  under 
10,000  inhabitants,  and  having  from  300 
to  500  constituents  under  the  10/.  franchise. 
Surely  no  one  will  contcmd  that  these 
places,  being,  in  fact,  country  towns  con- 
nected with  landed  proprietors,  are  likely 
to  send  to  Parliament  wild  and  revo- 
lutionary Members.  We  may  add  to  these, 
eight  Members  from  the  reformed  bo- 
roughs of  Cricklade,  Shoreham,  Aylesbury, 
and  Retford.  We  have,  therefore,  full 
300  Members  out  of  500,  to  whom  none 
of  these  general  declamations,  concerning 
the  danger  of  great  popular  constituendei 
driving  on  their  Representative  to  measures 
of  plunder  and  revolution,  can  in  any  way 
be  attributed.  There  remain  about  200 
Members  to  be  chosen  by  large  town  con- 
stituencies. But  can  any  man  say,  that 
even  these  will  be  generally  animated  by  a 
spirit  destructive  of  our  institutions  ?  It 
is  always  assumed,  that  the  Members  for 
places  in  the  schedules,  are  of  what  is 
called,  in  the  new  language,  a  conservatiTe 
character.  But  I  know  several  of  theie 
guardian  boroughs,  where  the  electors 
would  sooner  take  twenty  guineas  from  the 
wildest  democrat,  than  ten  guineas  from 
the  most  conservative  candidate  that  ever 
appeared  upon  a  hustings.  Why  are  Can- 
terbury, Norwich,  Maidstone,  and  the  rest, 
to  be  reckoned  inferior  to  Wallingfozd  or 
Sudbury,  in  care  and  reverence  for  the 
Constitution  ?  After  all,  there  are  but  few 
— it  is  astonishing  how  few— of  theie 
boroughs  that  wfll  have  very  large  constitu- 
ent bodies.  The  London  districts,  indeed, 
may  have  18,000  or  20,000,  but, altogether, 
I  do  not  believe  there  are  twenty  places 
that  will  have  more  than  5,000  voten.  By 
far  the  most  important  clause  of  the  Bill, 
however,  is  that  which  we  are  now  to  con- 
sider ;  I  mean  the  clause  which  gives  the 
right  of  voting  to  persons  occupying  houses, 
countinc-houses,  or  warehouses,  of  the 
value  of  1 0/.  a-year.  That  an  extension  of 
suffrage  must  be  an  element  of  any  plan  of 
Reform,  you  will  not  deny ;  the  only  mat- 
ter here  to  consider  is,  to  whom  you  will 
extend  it.  The  main  object  is,  to  have 
Representatives  chosen  by  the  people,  who 
will  act  for  the  interest  of  the  people.  For 
this  purpose,  the  electors  should,  as  far 
as  legislation  can  attain  such  an  obiecty 
be  intelligentj  incorrupt  and  indqpoDOniU 
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In  other  words^  they  should  have  the 
capacity  to  make  a  choice,  the  wish  to  make 
a  good  choice,  and  the  power  to  carry 
that  wish  into  effect.  For  instance,  if  you 
place  the  suffrage  with  a  few  rich,  educated 
persons,  they  will  have  the  capacity  to 
choose,  hut  the  hlight  of  monopoly  will 
lead  them  to  exercise  their  choice  for  pri- 
vate and  not  for  public  good.  Again,  if 
you  place  your  suffrage  too  low,  your 
electors,  having  no  capacity  to  choose,  will 
have  no  wish  one  way  or  another,  and  will 
thus  be  open  to  bribery ;  or  they  will  be 
dependent,  and  subject  to  control.  An 
election,  by  a  single  rich  man,  may  be  an 
excellent  choids ;  and  so  may  an  election 
by  a  multitude  of  needy  men ;  but  the 
chances  are  against  them,  and  a  legislator 
will  not  trust  to  either.  Mr.  Fox,  when 
speaking  on  Lord  Grey's  Reform  motion  of 
1797^  said,  'My  opinion  is,  that  the  best 
plan  of  Representation  is  that  which  shall 
bring  into  activity  the  greatest  number  of 
independent  votes ;  and  that  that  plan  is 
defective  which  would  brine  forward  those 
whose  situation  and  condition  take  from 
them  the  power  of  deliberation ;  I  can  have 
no  conception  of  that  being  a  good  plan  of 
election,  which  should  enable  individuals  to 

bring  regiments  to  the  poU. 
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That  I  take  to  be  the  most  perfect  system 
which  shall  include  the  greatest  number  of 
independent  electors,  and  exclude  the  great- 
est number  of  those  who  are  necessarily, 
by  their  condition,  dependent."*  I  was 
much  found  fault  with  the  other  night  be- 
cause I  spoke  of  the  intelligence  of  the  new 
electors.  But  I  am  confident  the  want  of 
intelligence,  and  consequen|ly  of  all  interest 
in  public  questions,  leads  to  half  the  abuses 
in  our  popular  elections.  The  extreme 
Anti-reformers,  and  the  extreme  Reformers, 
meeting,  as  extremes  often  do,  contend  for 
a  very  low  franchise.  The  one  party 
hopes  to  swindle  the  poor  and  ignorant  out 
of  their  votes  by  beer  and  bribery ;  the 
other  party  counts  upon  leading  them,  by 
false  representations  of  public  abuses,  and 
by  promising  remedies  which  neither  this 
nor  any  other  Reform  can  ever  give.  It  is 
therefore  desirable  to  fix  upon  a  class  of 
persons,  who  shall  partake  largely  of  the 
popular  spirit,  and  yet  not  constitute  a 
body  hostile  to  property,  or  debased  hy 
ignorance.  In  order  to  effect  this,  it  will 
be  advisable  to  bring  into  action  the  more 
intelligent  of  the  working  class  in  the  large 

*  Haniard*!  PtoL  Hif  tt  f  ol«  sodU.  pi  TM*7. 


towns,  and  the  more  respectable  of  the 
middle  .dass  in  the  small  boroughs.  With 
this  light  to  ^ide  us,  let  us  examine  the 
elector  for  cities  and  boroughs — that  crea- 
ture of  this  Bill,  who  has  been  described 
alternately  as  the  monster  of  Frankenstein, 
and  the  shade  of  Robespierre.  In  order  to 
vote  for  cities  and  boroughs,  it  is  necessary 
to  be  a  householder,  or  the  occupier  of  a 
warehouse,  counting-house,  or  shop.  The 
yearly  rent,  or  the  value  of  the  premises 
occupied,  must  be  not  less  than  10^  The 
time  of  occupation  must  have  been,  in  the 
whole,  not  less  than  fifteen  months.  The 
assessed  taxes  and  poor-rates  due  for  the 
first  half  of  this  time  must  have  been  paid. 
This  condition  is  rendered  further  restrict- 
ive by  requiring  that  such  payment  must 
be  made,  not  as  at  present,  previously  to 
polling,  but  previously  to  insertion  in  the 
register  of  voters  for  the  ensuing  year.  So 
that,  instead  of  several  hundred  voters 
marching  to  the  hustings,  whose  rates  had 
been  paid  the  day  before  by  the  candidate, 
some  security  is  taken,  as  far  as  security  can 
be  had,  that  the  voters  will  pay  their  own 
rates  and  taxes.  Thus  we  obtain,  as  an  elector 
— first,  a  householder ;  secondly,  a  man  who 
is  answerable  for  property  of  a  certain  va- 
lue ;  thirdly,  a  resident  of  the  town,  perma- 
nently dwelling  therein ;  fourthly,  a  man 
who  is  able  to  contribute,  and  does  contri- 
bute, to  the  rates  and  taxes  of  his  borough. 
The  result  of  the  inquiries  made  by  order 
of  Government,  show  that  the  proportion 
of  10/.  householders,  in  different  towns, 
varies  from  one-sixth  to  one-half,  but  it 
may  be  stated  to  be  generally  one-third,  or 
from  one-third  to  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
number  of  householders.  At  Norwich, 
with  60,000  inhabitants,  the  electors  would 
be  about  4,000;  at  Birmingham,  about 
5,000 ;  at  Leeds,  rather  more  than  5,000 ; 
at  Sheffield,  under  5,000.  And  this  is 
the  right  of  voting  which  has  been 
compared  to   universal  sufirage  !*     The 

*  The  following  instances  are  taken  at  ran- 
dom, from  the  inquiries  of  the  Commissioneni, 
and  the  new  returns  for  the  census : — 

Houses*  10/.  Hotises. 

Cambridge      ..       ..       4,099  ..  1,600 

Chichester    ..        ..          1,650  ..  696 

Colchester        ..       ..      3,362  ..  1,200 

Coventry     ••        ••         5,887  ..  1,500 

Derby                ..         ..   5,218  ..  1,684 

Durham     ..           ..          1,323  ..  668 

Lichfield          ..          ..  1,319  ..  450 

Lynn     ..                ..         2,914  ..  652 

Newark        ..             ..    2,094  ..  510 

Northampton      •«           3,239  ••  1,067 

Norwkh      m        ••  iVM   ««   410Q 
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town  of  Leeds  has  been   regularly  can- 
▼aased  for   the  purposes  of  election^  by 
twenty  or  thirty  gentlemen,  of  respectable 
station  and  known  character,  in  that  chief 
seat   of  our   woollen   manufacture.     The 
result  of  their  canvass  has  been,  that,  in  the 
quarters  of  the  town  chiefly  inhabited  by 
the  working  classes,  not  more  than  one  in 
every  fif^y  householders  will  have  a  vote 
under  the  10/.  clause.     In  the  principal 
streets  for  shops,  almost  every  male  house- 
holder will  have  a  vote.     In  the  parts  of 
the  town  occupied  by  dwelling  houses,  the 
number  occupied  by  females  makes  a  very 
material   deduction   from   the  number  of 
votes.      The  working    classes  in    Leeds, 
almost  all  live  in  houses  of  from  5L  to  8/. 
Tent;  out  of  140  householders,  heads  of 
families  (including  several  overlookers)  em- 
ployed in  the  mill  of  Messrs.  Marshall  and 
Co.,  not  more  than  two  will  have  votes ; 
out  of  l60  householders  in   the  mill  of 
Messrs.  C.  Willans  and  Sons,  Holbeck  (in- 
cluding fifteen  overlookers)  many  earning 
25s.  to  30s,  a-week,  not  one  will  have  a 
vote ;  out  of  100  householders  in  the  works 
of  Messrs.  Taylor  and  Wordsworth,  machine 
makers,  only  one,  even  of  this  high  class  of 
mechanics,  will  have  a  vote  ;  out  of  11,000 
inhabitants  of  the  township  of  Holbeck, 
chiefly  occupied  by  the  workmg  classes,  but 
also  containing  mills,  dye-houses,  public- 
houses,  and  some  respectable  dwellings, 
there  would  be  only  150  voters.      The 
township  of  Wortley  has  nearly  6,000  indi- 
viduals, and   130   voters.     Armley,  with 
5,000    inhabitants,    will   have    only    150 
votes.     Upon  the  whole,  the   unanimous 
opinion  of  the  canvassers  was,  that  the  10/. 
qualification  does  not  admit  any  person  who 
may  not  safely  be  intrusted  with  the  elect- 
ive franchise ;  and  that,  were  the  qualifica- 
tion raised  to  1 5/.,  the  extent  of  exclusion 
would  be  intolerable.     In  Manchester  the 
case  is  somewhat  different.    From  personal 
examination,  it  appeared  that,  in  a  manu- 
factory, where  702  persons  were  employed, 
108  were  householders,  thirty-one  of  whom 
pay  a  rent  of  10/.  and  upwaids.  In  another, 
where  530  persons  were  employed,  seven- 
teen stated  that  they  pay  a  rent  of  10/.  and 


Oxford     ..  ..           3,541  ..  2,180 

Plymouth     ..  ..       8.729  ..  2,100 

St.  Alban's  ..         ..    836  ..  540 

Wigan      ..  ..        4,162  ..  568 

Making  19,435  10/.  houses  in  62,401,  or  not 
one-thirdof  the  whole  number.  And  \i'hen  wc 
make  the  proper  dcduclions,  it  is  not  likely 
that  the  voters  will  exceed  a  iburtb  of  the 
bouieholden. 


upwards.     This  examinaticm  shows    the 
impolicy  of  proportioning  the  franchise  to 
the  amount  of  population.  Leeds  and  Mso- 
Chester  would,  in  this  respect,  come  under 
the  same  class ;  and  yet  the  rnult  of  die 
operation  would  be  entirely  diffierent.     In 
Leeds,  you  would  exclude  the  whole  of  the 
working  classes;  in  Manchester,  onlj  s 
portion  of  them.     I  could  name  two  towns 
(Reading  and  Wigan)   with  nearly  die 
same  number  of  houses,  where  the  number 
of  10/.  houses  in  one  will  be  nearly  double 
that  of  the  other.     Situation,  elections,  in* 
dustry,    speculation,    and    other    circum* 
stances,  besides  population,  contribute  to 
determine  the  amount  of  house-rent  in  s 
town.     I  do  not  say,  certainly,  that  the 
working  classes  will  be  excluded,  genendhr, 
in  large  towns,  to  the  same  extent  as  m 
Leeds.     I  should  be  sorry  to  think,  that 
such  would  be  the  case.    The  operation  of 
time,  and  the  growth  of  our  manufacturei^ 
has  produced  that  anomaly  in  our  Constitu- 
tion— a  mass  of  industrious,    inteUigeat, 
prosperous  men,  without  any  direct  tie 
binding  them  to  our  Government.     I  say, 
an  anomaly  in  our  Constitution,  because 
Blackstone  has  said,  what  he  thought,  no 
doubt,  the  truth  in  his  time,  that  there  wai 
hardly  a  free  agent  in  the  kingdom  who 
had  not  a  vote  in  some  place  or  other.  The 
fact  being  now  so  widely  different,  it  is  sn 
object    \vith  every    sound   Reformer,    to 
reclaim  this  powerful  tribe  from  the  poli- 
tical desert  to  which  they  have  been  con- 
fined ;  to  recal  them  from  wild  prospects 
and  hostile  schemes,  in  order  to  bmd  them 
to  our  institutions ;  to  make  them  a  part  of 
the  great  family  of  the  Constitution,  par- 
taking in  all  its  privileges,  and  defending  it 
in  all  its  dangers.      Such,  then,  are  the 
leading  provisions  of  the  plan  of  RepretenU 
ation   which   we    submit  to    Parliament 
Granting  that  a  Reform  was  necessary,  we 
maintain  that  this  is  a  Reform  boUi  eSocU 
ual  and  safe.     It  destroys  the  system  of 
nomination  to  seats  in  this  House ;  gires 
their  due  weight  to  large  unrepresented 
towns ;  extends  the  right  of  voting  to  those 
who  are  capable  of  exercising  it  with  ad- 
vantage to  the  State.     Those  who  contend 
that  any  change  is  unnecessary,  chaige  us 
with  having  produced  the  opinion,  which 
is  the  parent  of  this  measure.     If,  in  this 
resi^ect,  wc  arc  in  any  way  guilty,  we  are 
guUty  with  Locke  and  Blackstone,  Chat- 
ham  and  Fox,  and  many  others  of  the  most 
illustrious,  both  of  our  practical  Statesmen 
and  our  constitutional  writers*  To  aU  these 

authoritiei^  I  am  now  about  to  add  thai  cC 
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one  who  tat  for  more  than  thirty  years  in 
that  Chair ;  one  who^  living  in  the  time  of 
Walpole^  those  days  of  job  and  joviality^ 
could  not  shut  his  eyes  to  the  corruption 
that  was  going  on  around  him,  and  had 
the  virtue  to  condemn  what  he  had  not  the 
power  to  resist.  In  a  note  in  Burnet's 
history,  he  thus  speaks  of  the  plan  of  Re- 
presentation adopted  in  the  time  of  the 
Commonwealth — "  What  I  mean  was,  the 
taking  away  elections  from  the  small  decay- 
ed boroughs,  and  enlarging  the  number  of 
Representatives  for  counties,  and  city  of 
London."  (He  was  not  afraid  even  of  the 
metropolitan  Members:)  "  but  even  this  was 
unequally  done.  It  was,  however,  a  Con- 
stitution I  heartily  wiah  had  been  con- 
tinued. This  would  be  the  most  effectual 
cure  of  corruption  in  elections,  &c  It  is  a 
Bad  mark  of  Courts  or  times  when  corrup- 
tion is  deemed  necessary  for  Government 
How  glorious  and  popular  would  a  Prince 
be  who  should  suppress  it !  everything 
would  be  just  and  great  1"  There  is  now  a 
Prince  on  the  Thjrone  who  is  worthy  to 
attain  this  glory ;  and  happy  are  those  who 
serve  him,  in  being  the  humble  instruments 
of  so  great  a  design.  Speaker  Onslow 
speaks  likewise  of  the  difficulty  of  such  a 
task,  and  says,  that  only  "  upon  great 
emergencies  and  revolutions,  it  may,  per- 
haps, by  a  great  spirit  of  government,  be 
done  with  safety.'  We  are  now  not, 
happily,  in  revolution,  but  we  are  in  a  great 
emergency.  If  Parliament  shall  accede  to 
this  measure,  I  see  every  prospect  of  our 
riding  safely  through  the  gale ;  ifj  on  the 
contrary,  the  same  succesnul  resistance  is 
made,  which  has  been  once  made  before,  I 
can  only  put  up  my  prayers  and  hopes — 

— —  Sit  c«ca  futuri. 
Mens  hominum  fati,  liceat  sperare  timenti. 

We  may,  perchance,  escape  the  dreadful 
evils  which  attend  and  follow  civil  dissen- 
sion :  but,  for  my  own  part,  looking  at  all 
which  passes  around  us,  from  day  to  day, 
and  from  hour  to  hour,  I  confess  I  shcdl 
not  be  sanguine  of  the  result. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that,  as  far 
as  the  noble  Lord  was  concerned  who  had 
introduced  the  question  of  Reform,  he  was 
wiUing  to  admit,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
always  stated  his  opinions  upon  the  subject 
freely  and  distinctly;  and  if  he  charged 
any  class  of  Reformers  with  concealing  or 
disguising  their  sentiments,  certainly  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  among  them.  On 
that  occasion,  as  on  all  former  occasions, 
the  noble  Lord  assured  them,  that  Reform 

WM  not  intended  to  lubvert  the  Tbnmoj 


the  Church,  the  Aristocracy^  and  the  whda 
system  by  which  the  country  had  hitherto 
been  regulated  and  governed.  He  cava 
the  noble  Lord  full  credit  for  a  conscien* 
tious  sincerity  in  the  expression  of  those 
opinions,  as  well  as  a  desire  to  maintain 
and  preserve  the  institutions  of  the  country. 
He,  as  was  well  known,  entertained  a  very 
different  persuasion  from  the  noble  Lord^ 
and  he  claimed  credit  for  avowing  it  with 
the  same  sincerity  and  good  faith  which 
he  had  been  ready  to  admit  in  a  political 
opponent.  In  entering  upon  the  question, 
be  begged  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  he 
considered  it  to  be  highly  inexpedient  to 
agitate  it  at  the  present  period  of  unexam- 
pled excitement— excitement  chiefly  to  be 
attributed  to  Ministers  themselves,  and 
which  had  been  created  for  the  express 
purpose  of  carrying  the  Bill.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  why  he  had  not  brought 
forward  his  bill  of  1819>  the  utmost 
limit  of  which  was,  to  give  a  few  new  Members 
to  some  of  the  large  towns  ?  Had  Minis* 
ters  only  made  partial  and  necessary 
changes,  without  changing  the  constitution 
of  every  town,  and  borough,  and  corpora- 
tion in  England,  they  might  then  have 
reasonably  demanded  of  their  opponents 
why  they  blamed  them  for  introducing  a 
measure  of  this  description.  It  might  be 
proper  to  give  Members  to  Leeds,  Manches- 
ter>  and  other  wealthy  and  populous  towns ; 
but  the  Bill  went  far  beyond  this,  and  intro- 
duced a  uniform  rate  of  franchise,  based  up- 
on the  worst  order  of  householders  through- 
out the  kingdom.  The  real  question  was 
simply  this ;  was  not  this  excitement  occa- 
sioned by  the  Ministers,  who  brought  for- 
ward a  measure  of  Reform  for  which  there 
was  no  exigency  ?  Why  did  not  the 
Ministers,  when  they  made  Parliamentary 
Reform  one  of  the  main  principles  on  which 
they  accepted  office,  proceed  according  to 
the  ordinary  course  of  the  Constitution? 
Why,  he  would  ask,  had  they  proceeded 
against  it  ?  Why  did  they  not  proceed 
with  that  gradual  pace  which  had  been 
kept  in  all  former  changes  of  the  ooastruo- 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons?  Why 
did  they  proceed  at  once  to  thif  unbounded 
measure  of  Reform,  when  one  of  their  own 
number,  now  a  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
had  moved  a  resolution  only  some  few  yean 
ago^  which  pfoved  that  he  thought  that  the 
people  would  and  ought  to  be  contented 
with  much  less?  He  was  not  surprised 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  complain  of  the 
responsibility  which  now  rested  upon  hia 
shoulders.    He  envied  not  the  noble  Loc^ 
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that  responsibility,  but  he  could  not  help 
asking,  why  had  the  noble  Lord  incurred 
it  ?  Why  had  the  noble  Lord,  who  avowed 
his  opinion  to  be,  that  a  gradual  course  of 
Reform  was  the  right  course^why  had  the 
noble  Lord — why,  indeed,  had  his  right 
hon.  colleagues  in  the  Administration, 
abandoned  that  course  for  this  unexpected 
measure  of  universal  change  in  the  Consti- 
tution? But  the  conduct  of  Ministers 
was,  in  all  its  bearings,  most  extraordinary 
and .  most  incomprehensible.  "  Oh,"  say 
they,  ''it  is  necessary  to  propose  something. 
We  give  you  this  Reform — reject  it  if  you 
dare ;  for  the  responsibility  for  the  conse- 
quences shall  not  rest  upon  us  who 
propose  it,  but  upon  you  who  reject  it  ? " 
Could  any  thing  be  more  monstrous  ? 
Could  any  thing  be  more  unjust  ?  He 
would  not  object  to  this  language  on  the 
part  of  Ministers;  on  the  contrary,  he 
would  agree  to  it,  if  their  plan  of  Reform 
was  reasonable ;  but,  if  it  were  unreason- 
able, as  he  maintained  it  was,  then  the 
responsibility  of  the  rejection  fell,  not  upon 
those  who  rejected,  but  upon  those  who 
proposed  it.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
a  great  change  was  necessary.  That  might 
be  true;  and  yet  his  plan  of  Reform  might 
not  be  necessary.  He  denied,  and  ever 
would  deny,  toils  viribus,  that  the  spirit  of 
the  times  required  the  degree  and  measure 
of  Reform  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  forward.  It  might  be  true  that 
it  was  right  and  fitting  that  the  great 
towns  of  Manchester,  and  Birmingham, 
and  Leeds,  should  have  conferred  upon 
them  the  right  of  returning  Representatives 
to  Parliament ;  but  he  would  do  credit  to 
the  former  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  would  say,  that  it  was  quite  another 
thing  to  advance,  that  because  certain  new 
towns  which  had  risen  from  insignificance 
into  wealth  and  importance  ought  to  be 
represented  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
therefore  you  ought  to  overturn  the  right  to 
representation  which  had  belonged  for  cen- 
turies to  all  the  boroughs  in  schedule  A, 
and,  after  such  wholesale  and  sweeping 
devastation,  should  proceed  next  to  a  partial 
destruction  df  the  boroughs  in  schedule  B, 
and  should  then  conclude  by  overturning 
the  existing  right  of  franchise  in  all  the 
other  towns  of  the  country  now  sending 
Members  to  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord 
had  told  them,  that  though  the  public  men- 
tion of  these  wide  and  sweeping  changes 
had  created  great  excitement,  that  excite- 
ment was  not  to  be  attributed  to  Min- 
iit«n»     If  not  to  Miniiterii  to  whom 


was  it  to  be  attributed  ?     He  maintaiined 
that  it  ought  to  be  attributed  to  them,  and 
to  them  alone.     Even   if  they  had  not 
generated  it,  according  to  their  own  show- 
ing, most  assuredly  it  had  heen  fed  and 
amazingly  increased    by   their    meaiuve^ 
The  noble  Lord,  to  justify   his  pbm  of 
Reform,  had  told  them  that  there  had  been 
a  large  Reform  in  France,  that  property 
there  was  safe,  and  that  M.  Perier  was 
still  minister.     True,  he  was  so ;    but  in 
the  unsettled  state  of  men's  minds  in  Franoe 
— a  state  produced  by  the  barricade  revo- 
lution of  July — no  man  could  be  sure  bow 
long  M.  Perier  would  continue  minister. 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  them  that  they 
need  not  even  be  afraid  of  a  lai^  revolu- 
tion, for  though  there  had  heen  an  orer- 
throw  of  the  dynasty  of  the  Bourbons»  one 
of  the  chief  movers  in  that  reTolution — now 
only  a  moderate  Reformer — was  still  the 
existing  minister  of  France.     Truey  he  wai 
so ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  he  would  not  be 
minister  so  long  as  was  necessaxy  to  gife 
stability  to  the  new   institutions   of  the 
French  people.     But  then,  said  the  noble 
Lord,  '*  look  at  Polignac ;  it  was  neceamy 
to  have  a  revolution  in  Franoe,   because 
Polignac  endeavoured  to  impose  a  censor- 
ship on  the  Press."     He  (Sir  C.  Wetheiell) 
deprecated  as  much  as  any  man  any  attempt 
to  fix  a  censorship  on  the  Press,  hut  let  ui 
take  care  that  we  have  no  Polignac  Pres. 
No  man  could  conceal  from  hunself  this 
fact — that  the  Press,  the  Polignac  Presi^  of 
this  country,  had  contributed  largely  to  the 
excitement  of  the  public  feelings :  it  was 
one  of  those  causes,  which,  acting  in  unison 
with  the  Ministry,  had  ably  and  largely 
contributed  to  that  state  of  the  public  mind 
which  all  in  common  joined  in  deprecating. 
An  attempt  had  been  made,  by  the  terroriim 
of  the  Press,  to  carry  the  measure  of  Re- 
form against  the  wishes  of  those  who  had 
always  been  attached  to  the  Constitution. 
That  attempt  was  manifest  to  all  who  had 
witnessed  the  manner  in  which  the  Press 
had  endeavoured  to  excite  the  Radical  Re- 
formers against  every  member  of  the  Gm- 
servative  party.     To  what  limits  Ministers 
intended  to  let  the  Press  go  before  they 
arrested  it  in  its  progress,  Gentlemen  on  hu 
side  of  the  House  could  not  know ;  but  this 
he  would  maintain,  that  at  no  period  in  the 
history  of  either  England  or  France,  or  the 
Roman  empire,  or,  indeed,  in  the  histoiy 
of  any  State,  either  ancient  or  modemi 
which  had  ever  laboured  under  a  oensofship* 
had  there  been  exercised  such  a  tyranny 
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under  the  Radical^  and  Poliffnac^  and  tyran- 
nical Press  of  England.  The  noble  Lord 
had  assumed  the  proposition  that  the  exist- 
ence of  nomination  boroughs  was  incom- 
patible with  the  popular  feelines,  and  had 
said,  that  all  those  who  admitted  the  neces- 
sity for  Parliamentary  Reform,  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  such  a  change  in  the 
Representative  system  as  the  destruction  of 
these  boroughs,  must  be  conceded  forth- 
with, and  that  nothing  less  would  satisfy 
the  public  mind.  How  the  noble  Lord 
could  demonstrate  this  he  knew  not,  and 
therefore  all  he  should  say  upon  the  subject 
would  be,  that  he  did  not  believe  such  to 
be  the  fact.  He  would  now  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  calculations  of  the 
noble  Lord,  by  which  he  endeavoured  to 
explain  to  them  the  number  of  persons 
who  would  be  entitled  to  vote  in  each  of 
the  new  boroughs.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  in  those  new  boroughs  only  one-third 
of  the  adult  male  population  would  have 
the  right  to  vote.  These  voters  had  been 
called  an  aristocracy  of  shopkeepers — a 
term  whidi  had  gained  great  currency,  and 
which  expressed  in  apt  terms  the  sentiment 
which  was  generally  entertained.  A  third 
of  the  adult  male  population  in  these 
boroughs  were  to  vote,  and  they  were  to  be 
comp^ed  of  10^  householders.  So  that 
this  BiU,  which  was  to  be  at  once  final  and 
satisfactory  to  the  people  at  large,  came  to 
this— that  every  man  who  had  not  a  10/. 
house  had  no  vote.  He  stated  this  as  a 
problem,  andasserted,that  the  popular  feeling 
would  be  more  irritated  and  less  gained  by 
the  establishment  of  this  exclusive  right  of 
voting  than  it  was  by  the  present  system  of 
franchise.  He  asserted  that  this  new  right  of 
suffrage  was  a  nomination,  which  would  be 
far  more  odious  to  the  public  feelings  than 
any  nomination  whidi  the  country  knew 
at  present  He  contended  that  the  new 
caste,  which  this  BiU  would  create  in  the 
country,  was  not  compatible  with  the 
march  of  the  age.  In  the  religion  of  Brahma 
it  was  a  strict  rule,  that  no  man  should 
pass  from  one  caste  to  another,  and  that  a 
man  whose  father  was  of  one  profession 
could  not  migrate  into  any  other.  But  was 
such  a  rule  to  be  introduced  now,  in  the 
19th  century,  into  so  enlightened  a  country 
as  Great  Britain  P  This  system  of  Indian 
castes  was  not  compatible  with  British 
feeling,  and  he  was  certain  that  a  bill 
which  established  it,  and  which,  by  estab- 
lishing it,  broke  the  people  into  classes  and 
flubdivisionshitherto unknown  to  the  British 
Constitution,  and  created  a  local  axistocm^ 


of  shop-keepers,  never  would  be  a  favourite 
with  the  lieges  of  this  country.  But  this  Bill 
not  content  with  creating  a  new  right  of 
suffrage,  absolutely  destroyed  the  old,  for  it 
got  rid  of  the  old  scot-and-lot  right  of 
voting,  by  introducing,  not  a  pkbeian 
but  an  aristocratical  principle,  by  which 
two-thirds  of  the  male  popuJation  of 
England  were  disfranchised.  The  noble 
Lord  had  left  completely  untouched  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  against 
his  plan,  of  giving  so  many  additional 
Members  to  the  metropolis  and  its  vicinity. 
He  had  slurred  those  objections  over,  as  if 
he  thought  them  unworthy  of  notice,  and 
did  not  require  any  answer.  As  the  noble 
Lord  had  again  alluded  to  the  French 
Revolution  in  connexion  with  this  subject, 
he  hoped  that  he  might  be  permitted  to 
allude  to  it  also.  The  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Calne  would  not  allow  them  to 
look  at  foreign  history.  But  the  noUe 
Lord  had  gone  to  France,  and  thither  he 
would  beg  leave  to  follow  him.  Let  it  be 
recollected,  that  the  Revolution  in  France 
was  brought  to  its  conclusion  by  the  in- 
fluence of  the  elections  which  took  place  at 
Paris.  He  who,  knowing  that  circumstance, 
gave  eight  additional  Members  to  the 
population  of  London,  must  wish  to  render 
London  as  much  England,  as  Paris  was 
said  to  be  France.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  question.  When  was  it  that 
he  deemed  it  fitting  to  give  additional 
Members  to  London?  In  the  year  18 19  he 
said  nothing  of  the  necessity  of  having 
Safiron-hiU,  with  all  its  delicate  Ariels,  to 
vote.  If  the  noble  Lord  be  himself  an 
Ariel,  he  thought  he  would  not  very  much 
approve  of  canvassing  the  Sycoraxes  of 
Saffron-hill,  of  Tower-hill,  or  of  Wapping. 
There  were  a  few  more  topics  in  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  to  whidi  he  must 
now  allude.  The  noble  Lord  had  entered 
into  an  enumeration  of  the  number  of 
Members  which  he  had  given  to  the  dif- 
ferent interests  of  the  country.  He  had 
told  the  House,  that  as  a  security  for  the 
landed  interest,  the  Bill  would  give  an  ad- 
ditional number  of  Members  to  the  county 
Representation ;  and  he  had  further  said, 
that  the  Representation  of  the  smaller 
towns  would  become  part  of  the  conserva- 
tive body,  by  being  generally  composed  of 
Gentlemen  connected  with  the  landed  in* 
terest.  The  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to 
Cromwell's  plan  of  Reform.  If  the  noble 
Lord  were  at  all  acquainted  with  that  plan, 
he  must  know  that  the  landed  interest  had 
there  a  proportion  of  two  to  one  compoied 
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with  any  other.    Would  the  noble  Lord 

S*ve  it  that  proportion  at  present?  The 
vision  of  counties  under  the  proposed  Bill, 
instead  of  strengthening,  would  weaken  the 
landed  interest ;  for,  as  the  inhabitants  of 
boroughs  were  to  be  entitled  to  vote  in 
county  elections  for  the  same  property 
which  gave  them  a  right  of  voting  in 
borough  elections,  there  were  many  coun- 
ties in  which  a  division  of  the  county  must 
inevitably  throw  the  power  of  returning 
the  Members  of  their  choice  into  the  hands 
of  the  manufacturing  towns.  The  noble 
Lord,  however,  persisted  in  saying,  that 
the  landed  interest  would  be  benefitted  bv 

« 

the  Bill.  He  thought  that  the  noble  Lord's 
calculation  was  quicker  than  his  facts.  He 
maintained,  that  a  caste  of  electors,  such  as 
this  Bill  established,  would  produce  a  caste 
of  the  elected,  not  indiscriminately  returned 
by  a  mass  of  blended  electors — some  Mem- 
bers would  represent  the  shipping  interest, 
others  representing  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest, and  amongst  all  these  the  landed 
interest  would  be  found  in  a  grievous 
minority.  The  preservation  of  the  balance 
of  all  the  interests  of  the  country  in  that 
House  was  a  vital  point,  on  which  the 
harmony  and  well-being  of  the  whole  de- 
pended. This  was  an  old  constitutional 
doctrine ;  but  now,  like  many  other  consti- 
tutional doctrines,  it  was  to  be  discarded 
for  ever,  to  make  room  for  new-fangled 
theories.  When  he  was  told,  that  this  Bill 
would  satisfy  the  country,  he  could  not 
help  asking  whom  would  it  satisfy  P  Would 
it  satisfy  the  Aristocracy  ?  Certainly  not. 
Would  it  satisfy  the  Radical  Reformers? 
Let  them  hear  the  answer  of  the  hon.  and 
consistent  member  for  Preston  to  that  ques- 
tion. Would  it  satisfy  the  Unions  ?  Would 
it  satisfy  the  Union  of  Birmingham? 
Would  it  satisfy  the  Union  of  Bristol  ? 
Would  it  satisfy  the  Union  of  Manchester 
and  other  places?  The  noble  Lord  had  here 
tripped  up  the  heels  of  his  own  theory,  for 
the  noble  Lord  knew  that  in  some  of  those 
places  an  artixan  of  industry  and  respecta- 
bility might  live  in  a  room  for  which  he 
paid,  not  10/.  but  SL  a-year.  ''  We  have 
found,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  ''a  windfall— - 
we  have  got  an  evpfjKo  ;  we  have  found  out 
a  mathematical  formula,  which  will  satisfy 
the  inhabitants  of  every  borough  in  the 
country.  And  what  was  it  ?  It  was  not 
equal  employment,  it  was  not  equal  cha- 
racter, it  was  not  equal  education,  it  was 
not  equal  earnings,  which  entitled  these 
inhabitants  to  become  electors ;  but  if  one 
man  lived  in  EasUstreet,  where  a  house 


let  only  for  9L,hehBM  no  TOle ;  but  if  he 
lived  in  West-street,  where  a  home  of  no 
better  quality  let  for  lOl.,  then  he  had  a 
vote.    Oh,  unfortunate  Eaft-etreet  I     Ob^ 
happy  West-street !    There  it  u,  that  theae 
moral  geometricians  had  found  a  balm  for 
all  the  discontent  and  dinatiMfiiction  of  the 
country.     But  he  would  contain  himaelfy 
otherwise  he  should  have  said,  a  more  eenaa- 
less  proposition,  a  more  irrational  plan,  a 
more  insulting  enactment,  waa  never  sou^t 
to  be  imposed   upon  an  intelligent  and 
hitherto  free  community.     Then  let  the 
House  consider  who  was  to  settle  the  Talue 
of  these  10/.  houses?     Who  was  to  appoint 
the  Surveyors  ?     Were  the  builderi,  car- 
penters, and  joiners,  who  were  to  value 
these  houses,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor?     Was  it  neceisary  that  Us 
scanty  patronage  should  be  increaaed,  not 
only  by  the  appointment  of  the  new  Jodgei 
in  Bankruptcy,  not  only  by  the  imaintment 
of  the  riding  Gommissionen-^M^  he  begged 
pardon,  they  had  got  rid  of  them-^not  only 
by  the  appointment  of  the  Barriften  to 
superintend  the  registration  created  by  tUi 
Bill,  but  also  by  the  appointment  of  all 
the  valuations  of  this  10/.  franchioe?    It 
was  a  great  satisfaction  to  him  to  find, 
that  many  of  the  alterations  propooed  hf 
that  side  of  the  House  had  been  adc^ited: 
but  much  as  had  been  said  of  the  change  in 
the  10/.  qualification,  he  saw  that  in  prin* 
ciple  it  was  still  the  same  as  that  in  the  hit 
Bill.    There  had  now  been  several  editioni^ 
he  did  not  know  how  many,  of  the  Bill, 
each  different  from  the  other,  oo  that  ho 
might  with  justice  apply  to  them  the  linei 
of  Ovid, 

''  Fades  non  omnibus  una. 
Nee  diversH  tamen,  qualem  decet  esse  ■oronun*'* 

He  begged  also  to  call  the  attention  of  die 

House  to  a  matter  of  dates.    The  initmo- 

tions  to  the  State  engineer^— to  the  man  of 

science,  who  was  employed  to  oonotruct  a 

new  Constitution,  or  entirely  to  remodel 

the  old  one — were  dated  the  24th  of  N(^ 

vembcr,   18.^^1,  only  ten  days  before  the 

meeting  of  Parliament ,  so  that  no  lonier 

period  was  allowed  for  the  formation  of  Uia 

Bill     Instead  of  postponing  the  meeting 

of    Parliament    until   January,   the    two 

Houses  were  required  to  meet  on  the  6th 

December,  and  within   a  very  few  daya 

afterwards  was  produced  that  great  eflBnt 

of  skill  and  genius,  the  new  and  equally 

efficient  measure  of  Reform,  aocompanicd 

by  a  fasciculus  of  documents,  extending 

from  No.  1 .  to  No.  5 ;  but  in  which  NoBi  S 

and  4  were  even  yet  wanting,  and  whioh 
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contained^  he  presumed^  a  Tast  mass  of  this 
important  information  unsupplied.  The 
sohle  Lord  had  undoubtedly  kept  his  pro- 
mise of  bringing  in  an  equally  efficient 
measure  as  the  last,  but  when  people  came 
to  observe  the  facility  with  which  bo- 
roughs were  transferred  from  one  schedule 
to  another^  they  might  be  apt  to  compare 
these  rapid  changes  to  something  like  a 
game  at  nine  pins,  which  were  set  up  to  be 
knocked  down  by  children  and  then  set 
up  again.  This,  although  a  yery  pleasant 
game,  ought  not  to  be  followed  in  an  affair 
of  such  great  importance  as  remodelling 
the  Constitution  of  the  country.  He  should 
have  felt  some  surprise  at  the  precipitation 
of  Ministers  with  the  Bill,  but  for  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  member  for  Calne,  who 
informed  the  House,  that  former  Adminis- 
trations were  BO  slow  in  respect  of  Reform, 
that  the  present  Ministers  were  obliged  to 
run  for  it  His  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
the  member  for  Calne,  had  a  style  of  elo- 
quence so  rich  and  copious,  his  language 
was  so  apposite  and  forcible,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  add  any  thing  to  it ;  but  if 
he  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  were  to  attempt  to 
improve  that  part  of  it  which  described  this 
race  of  Ministers  towards  Reform,  he 
would  venture  to  suggest  this  addition — 
that  if  they  had  not  brought  forward  this 
measure  of  Reform,  they  must  have  **  cut 
and  run."  Undoubtedly  they  had  run  for  it, 
and  if  they  had  not  introduced  the  Bill,  their 
masters  of  the  Political  Unions  would  have 
told  them  that  they  must  cut  and  run. 
But  in  the  haste  with  which  their  Bill  had 
been  concocted,  it  was  found  exceedingly 
defective,  and  indeed  they  had  been  called 
upon  to  pronounce  upon  it  before  it  was 
ready.  1  he  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Calne  had  told  them,  that  they  should  not 
go  to  the  histories  of  Florence  or  of  Venice 
for  examples  of  resistance  to  public  feeling 
— that  they  might  find  it  in  their  own ; 
and  he  referred  them  to  the  period  of 
Charles  1st,  in  which  the  Radical  party  had 
overturned  the  government.  That  was  the 
fact,  and  he  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  would  say, 
that  if  this  Bill  passed,  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  overturning  the  government.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  told  them 
not  to  resist  excitement,  for  that  resistance 
to  popular  excitement  had,  in  the  days  of 
Charles  1st,  overturned  the  Church,  the 
Aristocracy,  and  the  Throne ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  would  permit  him  to  ask,  had  any 
circumstances  calculated  to  produce  excite- 
ment occurred  since  the  accession  of  the 
House  of  £lruniwick  to  the  throne  of  this 


country,  parallel  to  those  of  the  period 
of  Charles  1st.  Was  there  sudi  a  thing 
as  a  Star  Chamber — had  there  been 
any  attempt  to  raise  Ship-money?  but 
he  would  go  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Calne  to  the  period  of  Charles 
Ist,  and  if  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
found  any  thing  parallel  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  day,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  learn  a  lesson  of  wis- 
dom from  it.  He  would  not  quote  from 
history,  or  add  any  thing  from  that  source 
to  what  had  been  cited  by  his  right  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Croker)  to  shew  the  feeling 
of  that  day  against  the  Aristocracy  and  the 
Church.  His  right  hon.  friend,  in  addi- 
tion to  what  he  had  quoted,  might  have 
added,  that  the  common  term  for  the  Bishops 
was  '' malignants,"  and  the  Peers  were 
named  "  individuals."  The  same  cry  was  set 
up  in  the  present  day.  Instead  of  quoting 
history,  he  would  quote  two  lines  of  a  poet 
—of  Butler, — who  thus  described  the  cry 
then  raised  against  the  Church :    he  said, 

"When  oyster  iromen  locked  their  fish  up. 
And  trudged  away  to  cry  *  no  bishop.*  " 

In  the  same  spirit  it  happened,  that  at  a  meet- 
ing not  long  ago,  in  a  place  which  he  would 
not  name,  a  flag  was  held  up  with  the  figure 
of  a  bishop  and  a  mitre — the  bishop  lying 
prostrate.  Was  he  surprised  at  iheae 
things  ?  No;  they  were  a  very  natural  con- 
sequence of  circumstances  which  had  pre- 
ceded them.  He  had  heard  a  political  pro- 
phet in  a  certain  place  give,  he  would  not 
call  it  a  good-natured  warning  of  some 
such  events  as  had  since  occurr^ — ^but  he 
had  certainly  given  the  Bishops  a  notice  to 
"  put  their  house  in  order."  He  believed 
that  in  the  days  of  Charles  Ist,  amongst 
the  malignants,  or  crops,  or  Radicals, 
of  that  day,  there  had  not  been  said  any 
thing  worse  than  that  of  this  political  pro- 
phet, who,  when  putting  forth  his  balm  to 
soothe  the  public  mind,  had  given  this  omin- 
ous warning.  He  gravely  told  the  Bishops  to 
"  put  their  house  in  order,"  and  in  one 
month  from  that  time  the  palace  of  one 
Bishop  was  in  flames.  He  did  not 
see  the  hon.  and  learned  Member — the 
Ariel  of  Calne — ^in  his  place,  or  he  would 
remind  him  of  what  he  had  said  of  the 
danger  of  resisting  excitement,  and  ask  him, 
whether  he  could  be  surprised  at  excite- 
ment existing  in  the  public  mind,  when  it 
flowed  from  a  political  source  from  which  no 
drop  of  excitement  ought  to  issue,  from 
which  no  spark  ought  to  fall  P  Talk  not  to 
him  of  excitement  amongst  the  people,  if, 
in  the  place  to  which  he  had  alluded,  such 
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an  expression  should  have  heen  used: 
blame  not  the  people;  blame  not  those 
whose  untutored  minds  were  easily  influ- 
enced— blame  them  not  for  excitement, 
when  those  by  whom  they  were  excited 
fiUed  such  places,  and  used  such  language. 
If  any  Gentleman  opposite  should  say, 
"  blame  not  us  for  excitement,  wc  act  in  a 
torrent  which  we  cannot  resist,  and  by 
which  we  are  borne  along,"  he  would 
answer  them  by  asking,  *'  who  had  opened 
the  flood-gates  through  which  the  torrent 
poured  ?  He  would  say  to  them,  "  Do  not 
deny  the  fact,  or  complain  of  the  excite- 
ment which  you  have  raised  to  carry  your 
own  Bill — ^you  made  the  circumstances 
which  created  a  necessity  for  the  Bill,  and 
then  you  meanly  skulk  under  that  neces- 
sity which  you  created,  to  justify  your 
own  conduct.  The  hon.  member  for  Calne 
had  talked  of  a  physical  movement  being 
abroad,  but  who,  he  would  ask,  was  it  that 
set  that  physical  force  in  motion  ?  who  was 
it  that  sought  to  extort  a  legislative  mea- 
sure, not  by  reason,  but  by  intimidation  ? 
Several  remarks  had  been  made  relating  to 
episcopacy,  and  he  did  not  blame  those  who 
were  opposed  to  it,  but  he  thought,  that  the 
protection  of  episcopacy  was  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  national  religion. 
He  thought  with  Pope : — 

*'  £v'n  in  a  Bishop  I  can  spy  desert ;" 
and  take  away  the  props  of  religion,  reli- 
gion itself  must  fall.  Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  late  French  Revolution.  He 
begged  to  ask,  whether  it  was  yet  finished?  i 
the  question  had,  at  least,  been  raised,  whe- 
ther the  ancient  formula  of  public  worship 
on  the  Sabbath  should  not  be  abolished. 
It  was  a  gross  error  to  suppose  that  the 
people  of  this  country  were  not  devotedly 
attached  to  their  religion ;  and  that  any 
attempt  to  degrade  the  rank,  or  assault  the 
property,  of  the  ministers  of  religion,  would 
not  be  considered  as  a  personal  insult 
to  every  Protestant  in  the  country.  He 
did  not  blame  the  ignorant  man,  or  the 
man  of  impetuous  passions,  who  was  hur- 
ried on  to  an  erroneous  conclusion  on 
these  subjects;  but  he  did  blame  the  ex- 
ample set  in  that  quarter  from  which 
should  come  the  wish,  and  the  effort,  to 
secure  persons  and  property  throughout 
the  country.  The  very  excitement  conse- 
quent and  growing  out  of  such  a  great 
change  as  was  contemplated  by  this  Bill, 
must  necessarily  tend  to  create  so  much 
fluctuation  in  trade,  that  it  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  distress  to  the  working  classes. 
It  was  a  folly  to  tell  the  people  that  the 


Reform  Bill  would  give  cheap  govemment^ 
a  stimulus  to  trade,  employment  to  the 
poor,  and  every  comfort  from  one  end  of 
the  kingdom  to  the  other.     All  this,  he 
contended,  was  a  complete  delusion.     Look 
at  France;  she  had  her  revolution,  and 
her  reform,  to  an  extent  as  great  as  any 
Frenchman  could  wish — she  had  changed 
her  dynasty,  placed  a  citizen  Idng  on  the 
throne,  abolished  hereditary  nobiUtj,  and 
destroyed  the  right  of  primogenituxe ;  but 
had  these  things    produced  an   enlarged 
trade,  or  a  greater  stimulus  to  industry,  or 
increased  the  comforts  of  the  poor?     Adk 
the  people  of  Lyons,  and  let  their  oondaet 
be  a  comment  on  the  delusive  hopes  held 
out  by  the  friends  of  Reform — those  kotiei 
humani  generis  who  raised   those  hopei 
to  forward  their  own  political  viefws.    m 
would  contend,   that   all    these    ddiuife 
hopes  tended  only  to  aggravate   the  diik 
tress  which  those  who  raised  them  pi^ 
tended  to  relieve.     Ho  would  admit,  that 
Ministers  had  redeemed  their  pledge  of 
introducing  a  Bill  equally  effective  with 
the  last ;  but  when  hon.  Members  opposite 
took  this  as  complimentary,  he  wisned  to 
explain  in  what  sense  he  considered  it 
equally    effective.    Jacobinism    was    the 
principle  of  the  late  Bill,  and  JaoobuusB 
was  still  the  principle  of  the  present  BilL 
Wlien  he  said  Jacobinism  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  he  meant,  that  principle 
which  superseded  all  existing  privileced 
classes,  which  destroyed  the  oaianoe  be* 
twcen  the  different  orders  of  the  Stat^ 
which  constituted  a  purely  and  ultra  de- 
mocratic House  of  Commons — a  House  of 
Commons  that  must  trench  upon,  and  ul- 
timately usuq),  the  independence  of  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  which 
would,   therefore,  annihilate   and    sweep 
away  the  Constitution,  and  with  it  the 
institutions  of  the  country.     The  amend- 
ments    exhibited   in  the  Bill    had  been 
spoken  of,  but  he  must  say,  that  notwith- 
standing the  alterations  it  contained,  the 
Government  had   contrived  to  transfuse 
into  it,  most  fully  and  most  successfuDj, 
the  destructive,  radical  spirit  which  pei^ 
vaded  the  old  Bill.    He  was  not  fond  of 
complimenting  his  political  opponents,  hot 
he  could   not    resume    his    seat  without 
offering  a  compliment  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  upon  the  very  adroit  and 
ingenious  manner  in  which  he  had  oan« 
trived  to  avoid  the  arguments  adduced  in 
depreciation,  or  rather  utter  extinction,  of 
the  Bill,  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
the  member  for  St.  Mawe%  aod  his  ri^t 
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hon.  fiiend,  the  member  for  Aldborough. 
The  noble  Lord  rose  to  reply  to  those 
admirable  speeches^  and>  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  noble  Paymaster  of  the  Forces, 
was  the  only  Minister  who  had  conde- 
scended to  essay  an  answer  to  the  argu- 
ments against  the  measure.  The  noble 
Lord's  mode  of  dealing  with  those  speeches 
was  most  potent,  clever,  and  adroit.  To 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend  (Sir  Edward 
Sugden),  the  noble  Lord  said,  "  Oh,  your 
speech  is  too  minute  ;  it  goes  so  much  into 
detail,  that  it  is  fit  to  be  answered  only  in 
Committee."  And  to  his  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Croker),  the  noble  Lord  said,  *'  To 
your  speech  1  can  have  nothing  to  say,  for 
it  is  by  far  too  general;  it  travels  too 
much  abroad;  accustomed  to  deal  with 
foreign  afi&irs,  from  having  been  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  you  cruise  too  far  from 
home." — So  that  the  noble  Lord,  from 
thinking  that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
cruised  too  much  in  the  chops  of  the  Chan- 
nel, and  his  right  hon.  and  learned  friend 
cruised  too  mucli  on  a  foreign  station,  gave 
no  one  answer  to  any  of  the  arguments 
advanced  and  sustained  in  the  admirable 
dissertations  which  those  hon.  Members 
had  addressed  to  the  House.  That  was 
certainly  a  clever  mode  of  dismissing  oppo- 
nents, but  the  example,  astute  as  it  was, 
had  not  quite  been  iollowcd  by  the  Pay- 
master of  the  Forces.  The  noble  Pay- 
master had,  undoubtedly,  attempted  to 
refute  some  arguments,  and  to  explain 
some  of  the  many  objectionable  passages 
of  the  bill,  but  his  attempts  had  been  ex- 
ceedingly partial,  and  his  success  had  emu- 
lated a  similar  character.  However,  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
done  at  all,  and  what  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  had  very  imperfectly  effected,  might 
yet  be  achieved  by  some  other  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  but  he  asserted,  and  would 
maintain,  that  up  to  the  present  time,  the 
principles,  and  probable  consequences,  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  were  utterly  unexplained, 
undefended,  and  unjustified. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Praed) 
who  had  that  evening  informed  them  that 
he.  had  been  patiently  waiting  to  hear 
something  worthy  of  an  answer,  and  that 
he  had  failed  in  finding,  in  the  speeches  of 
those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
any  thing  that  merited  a  reply,  had  yet, 
after  such  a  pompous  introduction,  when 
he  attempted  to  answer  one  of  the  most 
able,  brilliant,  and  convincing  speeches 
that  had  ever  been  delivered  in  that  House 
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—when  he  undertook  to  reply  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Calne, 
for  at  the  beginning  and  at  the  dose  of  his 
harangue  the  name  of  that  hon.  Member 
was  to  be  heard — from  his  commencement 
to  the  end  of  the  observations  which  he  had 
addressed  to  the  House,  partly  from  himself, 
and  partly  from  a  nameless  pamphlet,  not  a 
single  syllable  had  he  adduced  in  answer, 
or  in  an  attempt  to  answer,  the  arguments 
and  reasoning  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Calne.  In  rising  at  that  late  hour  to  reply 
to  some  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  late  right  hon.  Secretary  to  the  Admi« 
ralty,  he  should  certainly  not  imitate  the 
example  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  whom  he  had  just  referred.  That  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might,  at  all  events, 
rest  assured,  that  whatever  responsibilitj 
devolved  upon  his  Majesty's  Mmisters  for 
the  course  which  they  had  pursued,  there 
was  one  case  in  which  he  had  done  them  a 
great  injustice.  He  begged  to  assure  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  on  the  part  of 
himself,  and  he  believed  he  might  add,  on 
the  part  of  all  his  colleagues,  with  the  ex- 
ception perhaps  of  his  noble  friend,  the 
Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  that  the  pam- 
phlet to  which  he  had  alluded,  entitled 
"WTiig  Fraud  and  Popular  Friendship," 
so  far  from  being  the  tempter,  the  Satan 
by  whose  amusing  devices  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  been  allured  into  the  adop- 
tion of  the  changes  which  they  had  made 
in  the  Bill,  had  never  reached  the  eyes  of 
any  single  one  of  them.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  paid  a  soniewhat  doubtful  compliment 
to  'his  (Mr.  Stanley's)  noble  friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  not  an- 
swering what  he  denominated  two  of  the 
ablest  speeches  that  had  ever  been  delivered 
in  that  House :  but  such  an  equivocal  com- 
pliment—one of  those  which  that  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  the  habit  of  bestowing 
— was  far  better  deserved  by  liimself ;  for 
throughout  his  long  speech  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  in  no  respect  re* 
plied  to  the  arguments  of  his  noble  friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  those 
who  supported  the  Bill  on  that  side  of  the 
House. 

In  the  course  of  the  observations  which 
he  was  about  to  address  to  the  House,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty,  as  he  had  already 
intimated,  to  notice  some  points  in  the 
speech  which  had  been  last  night  delivered 
by  the  late  right  hon.  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty — a  speech  which,  however  it 
mi^t  be  distinguished  for  eloquent  Ian- 
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guage  and  powerful  declamation,  the  last  I 
compliment  that  he  thought  could  posrihly  I 
be  paid  to  it  was  that  bestowed  upon  it  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Borougl^ 
bridge — namely,  to  praise  it  for  its  ex- 
treme accuracy.  In  noticing  that  speech, 
and  some  of  the  arguments  which  had  been 
urged  in  it,  he  should  not  go  into  those 
details  which  in  no  way  bore  upon  the 
question  of  Reform,  and  which,  neverthe- 
less, took  up  more  than  an  hour  and  a 
quarter  out  of  the  two  hours  and  ten  mi- 
nutes that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had 
occupied  in  his  address  to  the  House.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  occasion 
to  attack  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  a  man- 
ner of  which  they  had  reason  to  complain, 
upon  a  variety  of  topics  wholly  unconnected 
with  the  question  of  Reform.  Of  the  tone 
and  temper  of  that  speech  he  would  say 
nothing  beyond  this — that  amongst  those 
Political  Unions  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  denounced,  or  of  those  radical 
meetings  which  he  had  so  vehemently  con- 
demned,— that  in  none  of  those  assemblies 
which  he  appeared  to  hold  in  so  much  ab- 
horrence, had  more  vituperative  language 
ever  been  used  than  that  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  indulged. 
With  regard  to  the  conduct  of  his  Majes- 
ty's Ministers,  in  their  endeavour  to  main- 
tain the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  coun- 
try, if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
charges  to  prefer  against  them  u]X)n  tliat 
score,  why  did  he  not  bring  them  manfully 
forward  in  that  House  in  the  shape  of  a 
specific  motion  of  condemnation  u^ion  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Government  ?  or, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  say 
that  in  that  House,  he  could  liave  no 
chance  of  obtaining  justice  from  a  pledged 
majority,  then  he  would  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  call  upon  some  of  his  nohle 
friends  to  step  forward  as  their  accuser  in  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  pursuesuch  arourseasthat, 
and  either  in  that  House,  or  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  have  an  open  and  dis- 
tinct accusation  preferred  agiiinst  them,  in- 
stead of  confining  himself  to  secret  insinu:i- 
tionsand  unwortliy  taunts,  which  it  was  not 
{Missible  to  answer  or  to  re|K*l.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  do  that,  and  in  that  House, 
or  in  anyotherplace,  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  1)0  ready  to  meet  his  charges  with  an 
open  and  an  honest  answer.  1  lo  know  not 
what  right  the  h(m.  Cientlonian  liad  to 
arraign  the  conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters in  tlie  manner  that  he  had  done ; 
still  less,  what  right  he  had  to  take  upon 


himself  to  accuse  the  Memben  of  that 
House  of  being  '^  the  tame  mutes  of  a 
despotic  Government"— of  a  Gorernmeat 
which,  according  to  him>  besides  being 
despotic,  were  not  their  own  masters.  He 
would  acknowledge,  that  he  never  lelt  t 
deeper  indignation,  and  that  he  never  had 
a  greater  inclination  to  call  upon  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  retract  the  words  whidi 
he  had  thus  employed,  than  he  felt  st  the 
moment  when  the  right  hon.  Gentlemtt 
so  slandered  the  Government  to  which  he 
was  attached. 

To  turn,  however,  from  the  unfoanded 
and  uncalled  for  aspersions  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would  venture  to  allude  to  one  or  tm 
of  the  topics  which  he  had  touched  upon. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hsdie- 
ferred  in  a  triumphant  manner  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Reform,  which  had  in  former  yem 
been  advocated  by  his  noble  friend  the 
Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  and  had  chsTgri 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  with  behig  the 
authors  of  the  present  excitement,  hr 
bringing  forward  a  measure  which  he  de- 
scribed as  ruinous  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  and  when  he  asked  why  thej 
had  not  pursued  the  course  which  thit 
noble  Lord  had  recommended  in  1819,  hs 
(Mr.  Stanley's)  answer  to  that  question 
was,  that  this  was  1831,  and  not  IfilfH 
He  would  tell  him,  that  had  the  motin 
of  his  noble  friend  been  acceded  to  in  thit 
year,  it  was  probable  that  by  slower  niesai 
they  might  have  attained,  a  little  later,  the 
objects  of  the  present  Bill.  Were  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Ministers  to  be  taunted  with 
being  the  authors  of  the  excitement  oov 
prevailing  throughout  the  country,  became 
his  noble  friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  had 
been  for  the  last  twelve  years  struggling  to 
force  the  question  of  Reform  upon  arcluctsnt 
Government,  the  members  of  whidi  over 
and  over  again  asserted,  that  the  oountfj 
cared  nothing  alxiut  Reform  ;  who,  so  far 
fn)m  hiding  favourable  to  any  degree  of 
Reform,  refused  to  accede  to  his  motion  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  give  Memben  to 
Manchester,  I^^eds,  and  Hirmingham — nay 
more,  who,  when  that  noble  Lord  moved 
the  resolution  nlnrnt  three  years  ago,  thstit 
was  expcKlIent  that  the  Reprcsentstion  of 
the  peopli'  should  lie  placed  upon  a  moiv 
extensive  basis,  met  that  pro|XMition  with  a 
direct  negjitive?  Was  it  fair,  under  such 
circumstances,  and  after  such  conduct  on 
the  ])art  (»f  the  late  (■ovenimont,  for  the 
right  hon.  Cientlcman,  echoing  the  senti- 
ments which  had  been  already  expresied  by 
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the  rigbt  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamworth,  to  lay  at  the  door  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's present   Ministers '  the  excitement 
that    existed    throughout    the    country? 
What !  were  they  to  be  charged  with  that 
excitement?     Were  they   to   be  taunted 
with  the  state  of  the  country  ?    Were  they 
to  be  told  that  the  metropolis  was  not  safe  ? 
What !  were  such  charges  to  be  preferred 
against  them,  when  hardly  one  year  had 
gone  by  since  that  fatal  declaration  came 
forth  from  the  head  of  the  King's  Govern- 
ment, that  all  the  people's  hope  should  be 
met,  not  by  any  delusive  gratification,  but 
by  one   decided  negative,  and   that   they 
should  have  no  Reform  ?  Did  that  declara- 
tion produce  no  excitement  ?     Was  not  a 
state  of  things  then  produced  so  alarming, 
that  his  Majesty  was  told  by  the  first  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown,  that  he  durst  not  trust 
his  person  in  the  city  of  London  ?     Were 
his    Majesty's    present    Ministers    to    be 
taunted  with  having  caused  that  excite- 
ment ?  Were  they  to  be  told  that,  forsooth, 
they  had  disturbed  the  tranquillity  of  the 
metropolis  of  the  country  ?     Well,  then, 
suppose  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who, 
whether  they  would  give  any  Reform,  or  a 
little  Reform,  or  no  Reform,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  foretell  from  their  declarations — 
suppose  they  should  succeed  in  throwing 
out  this  Bill,  and  in  overturning  the  Go- 
vernment, he  would  ask  them  boldly,  what 
were  they   prepared  to  do?     Were  they 
prepared  with  a  measure  of  Reform  them- 
selves, or  would  they  abide  by  the  negative  ? 
Let  the  country  understand  their  answer 
to  that  question,  let  the  country  know  it, 
and  let  them  have  the  benefit  of  it,  what- 
ever that  might  be.     Did  they  mean  to  say 
that   there   should   be   no   Reform   now? 
Why,   the  hon.   and   learned   Gentleman 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House,  had 
that  night  admitted,  that  he  began  to  see 
reason  for  some  Reform.     He  reallv  felt 
for  his  hon.  and  consistent  friend  the  mem- 
ber for  the  Universitv  of  Oxford,  whose 
horror    he    well    remembered   witnessing 
when  he  heard,  in  another  place,  the  head 
of  the   Church   of  England   admit,   that 
some  Reform  might  be  necessary.     That 
was  the  "  unkindest  cut  of  all,"  and  coming 
too  from   a  Prelate — nay,  from  an  Arch- 
bishop.    He  really  felt,   he  repeated,  for 
his  hon.  and  consistent  friend,  but  what  must 
now  be  his  sensations  of  horror  and  astonish- 
ment at  finding  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
iKside  him   turning  round  U|)on  him  with 
the  timid  and — in  his  eyes— most  dangerous 
admission,  that  there  might  be  some  change 


necessary  ?  He  greatly  pitied  the  distress- 
ing situation  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  thus 
abandoned  and  left  alone  in  his  desperate 
fidelity  to  the  cause  of  Anti-reform.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
would  they  give  no  Reform,  or  were  they 
ready  to  play  over  again  the  game  which 
they  had  played  before  on  another  great 
question,  and  after  having  continued  to 
fight  against  this  measure  to  the  last,  were 
they  ready  to  take  the  places  of  those  whom, 
should  they  succeed  m  defeating  in  that 
measure,  they  expected  to  be  cauUed  upon 
to  supersede,  and  would  they  then  adopt  it 
to  the  full  extent  ?  Let  the  country  know 
whether  they  were  prepared  to  do  that? 
But  he  would  tell  them,  that  if  they  did 
so,  and  if  they  even  carried  their  measure 
to  the  full  extent  of  the  present  one,  neither 
they  nor  their  measure  would  obtain  or 
deserve  the  confidence  of  the  country. 

But  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  told  by 
their  opponents,  that  instead  of  proposing 
the  present  measure  of  Reform,  they  should 
have  proceeded  gradually,  and  have  given 
Members  to  the  large  towns  by  disfranchis- 
ing such  boroughs  as  should  be  proved  to 
be  corrupt  and  delinquent.  If  they  had 
proceeded  in  that  way,  it  was  possible  that, 
somewhere  about  the  year  1890,  Leeds, 
Birmingham,  and  Manchester  would  have 
had  Representatives  bestowed  upon  them. 
It  might  be  that  some  years  ago  a  gradual 
Reform  of  that  description  might,  at  least 
for  the  time,  have  satisfied  the  public,  but 
it  was  not  a  Reform  suited  to  the  present 
period ;  and  if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  less  extensive  than  the 
present  one,  they  might  have  conciliated 
some  of  their  present  opponents,  but  they 
would  not  have  obtained  for  such  a  measure 
the  support  of  the  country. 

The  Ministers  were  also  told,  that  they 
had  not  explained  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.  They  had  not  gone,  it  was  true, 
into  that  question  largely  now,  because  they 
did  not  consider  it  necessary  to  do  so,  and 
notwithstanding  the  complaint  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Boroughbridge  on 
that  point,  he  should  not  go  at  large  into 
the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  because  he  con- 
sidered that  that  had  been  fully  determined 
already  by  two  votes  of  that  House  in 
separate  Sessions  of  Parliament,  and  by  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  and  because  he 
looked  upon  the  general  question  as  settled 
beycmd  all  discussion-— nay,  to  the  loathing 
of  discussion — that  "  a  Reform  of  Parlia« 
ment  the  Commons  of  England  would  and 
must  have."     The  hon.  and  learned  Oen« 
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tleman  lias  soid,  that  the  present  Bill  was 
of  the  same  family  as  llic  former  one, 
though  tlicy  were  not  completely  alike, 
applying  to  tUem  the  lines  of  Ovid — 

.  qualem  debot  ease  Eororuin  ;" 


Nee  d\ven 

but  of  them  he  begged  to  soy, 

■'Matrc  puIcbHl  (ilia  jiulchrior." 
Whatever  alterations  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill]  were  improvements  in  accordance  with 
the  general  principle  of  the  late  Bill.  It 
was  curious  to  observe  the  Tarious  objec- 
tions which  were  urged  against  the  details 
of  the  present  Bill.  Some  hon.  Members 
complained  that  it  was  more  democratic 
than  the  lust  Bill,  while  others  said  that  it 
was  juat  the  same.  The  fact  was,  that 
Ministers  had  introduced  some  alterations 
into  the  Bill  in  order  to  meet  the  objections 
which  bad  been  made  to  some  of  the  details 
in  the  former  Bill,  but  in  no  respect  had 
they  deviated  from  the  great  leading  prin- 
ciplej  and  the  important  fcutures  of  that 
Bill.  The  extent  of  disfranchisement  in 
schedule  A  was  still  the  same ;  for  though 
tliey  had  made  some  alterations  with  regard 
to  the  boroughs  in  that  schedule,  they  had 
carefully  maintained  the  principle  of  the 
former  Bill,  by  swelliiig  that  schedule, 
through  the  substitution  of  other  boroughs, 
precisely  to  the  same  extent.  Then  asto  the 
principle  of  enfranchisement;  the  enfran- 
chisement of  great  towns  was  carried  to  a 
greater  extent,  and  the  lOl.  franchise  re- 
mained inviolable.  They  were  now  told, 
that  they  hod  taken  no  intelligible  rule  to 
guide  them  as  to  the  disfranchisement  of 
the  boroughs  in  schedule  A.  It  had  been 
over  and  over  again  imputed  to  them  in 
the  discussion  on  the  late  Bill,  that  in 
their  choice  of  the  boroughs  to  be  dis- 
franchised they  had  been  influenced  by 
private  motives,  looking  to  individual  in- 
terests. Iti  the  present  instance  they  had 
been  exposed  to  a  dillercnt  attack.  They 
had  been  charged  with  producing  ot  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  the  papers  that  were 
to  be  laid  before  the  House,  and  that  they 
were  not  then  prepared  to  say  what  number 
of  boroughs  were  to  be  disfranchised  ac- 
cording to  the  calculations  to  be  founded 
on  those  returns.  Now  that  matter  stood 
thus.  In  the  fonncT  Bill,  population  had 
been  taken  on  the  readiest  and  the  best  test 
for  ascertaining  the  rchitive  importance  of 
Imroughs.  It  having,  however,  been  ob- 
jected to  that  test,  and  with  some  degree  of 
reason,  that  it  was  nn  insufficient  one,  and 
that  it   introduced   a  principle  which   it 
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would  be  dangerous  to  follow  up  to  its  full 
extent,  tliey  abandoned  that  test,  and  they 
adopted  a  difierent  test,  and  a  different 
census,  which  were  not  liable  to  the  same 
objections,  to  guide  them  in  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  A.  Now, 
what  waj  the  result  of  the  application  of 
the  now  test  of  combined  rateage  and  popu- 
lation ?— that  fifty-one  out  of  the  fifty-aix 
boroughs  formerly  in  schedule  A  were  still 
there,  and  notwithstanding  all  that  had 
been  said  last  Session  as  to  the  injustice 
done  to  Saltash,  that  borough,  tried  by  the 
combined  tests  of  the  population  in  1831, 
the  taxes  which  it  paid,  and  the  number  of 
10'.  houses  in  it,  wasstUl  found  worthy  of  a 
place  in  schedule  A. 

There  was  another  objection  which  they 
had  endeavoured  to  remedy  in  this  Bill, 
witliout  departing  from  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  It  had  been  said,  with  regard  to 
schedule  B  iu  the  former  Bill,  that  it  was  not 
desirable  to  extend  the  principle  of  single 
Representation,  and  objections  hud  been 
also  taken  to  the  reduction  of  the  number 
of  Members  in  that  House.  Now  what 
did  Ministers  do  ?  So  far  as  it  was  neces- 
sary to  enfranchise  the  great  towns  ^nd 
populous  districts,  they  yielded  to  that  ob- 
jection, and  they  filled  up  the  numbers  of 
the  House,  so  as  to  maintain  a  fair  balance 
between  the  Boroughs  in  scheilule  B,  and 
the  towns  to  be  enfranchised ;  thus  meet- 
ing the  objection  as  to  single  Representa- 
tion, and  doing  away  with  it  in  twenty-two 
places.  As  to  the  10/.  franchise,  that  was 
not  the  time  for  discussing  it,  as  it  would 
be  more  conveniently  and  fitly  discussed  in 
the  Committee  ;  but  he  would  say  this  of 
it,  that  of  all  the  parts  of  the  Bill  which 
had  been  altered,  it  had  been  most  im- 
proved, It  extended  in  its  present  shape, 
as  far  as  it  could  be  extended  consistent 
with  the  safety  of  the  country,  the  right  of 
Representation  to  the  lowest  cla.'eof  pro* 
pertyj  and,  without  going  as  far  at  the 
hon.  member  for  Westminster,  who  main- 
tained tlut  it  was  the  natural  right  of  all 
to  be  represented,  he  {Mr.  Stanley)  would 
say,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Repre- 
sentative government  to  extend  the  right 
of  Representation  to  as  low  a  scale  of  pro- 
perty as  would  be  consistent  with  the  safety 
of  the  State.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  saiil,  that  this  part  of  the 
Bill  would  not  satisfy  the  Unions  in  Bir- 
mingham and  Leeds;  and  he  mode  the 
statement,  hcsaid,U{>on  infurmatio 
he  bud  received.  He  (Mr.  Stanley)  n 
like  to  know  whence  the  hon.  and  li 
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Gentleman  had  derived  his  information? 
[Sir  Charles  fVelhereU:  From  corres- 
pondents.^ Oh  !  no  doubt  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  correspondents  at  Bo- 
roughbridge  would  be  exceedingly  dissatis- 
fied with  it.  The  objections  which  had 
been  urged  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
this  part  of  the  Bill  were  so  different^  and 
80  self-contradictory^  that  he  did  not  well 
know  what  arguments  to  employ  in  re- 
futing them.  It  had  been  described  by  one 
as  a  10/.  aristocracy— -by  another^  as  an 
oligarchy  of  shopkeepers — by  a  third  it 
had  been  characterised  as  an  unrestrained 
democracy — ^while  a  fourth  said  that  it  led 
at  once  to  Universal  Suffrage;  and  the 
crowning  climax  of  the  whole  was^  the  ob- 
jection taken  to  it  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  and  who 
had  said  that  it  was  a  system  of  nomination*. 
Good  God !  a  system  of  jioraination,  in 
which  every  man  holding  a  10/.  house  was 
to  have  a  vote  !  A  system  of  nomination  on 
the  one  hand,  and  universal  suffrage  on 
the  other !  Such  were  the  characteristics, 
according  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  of 
the  10/.  franchise.  Was  it  possible  for  ab- 
surdity to  go  further?  In  fact,  in  their 
arguments  against  this  clause,  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  fallen  quite  foul  of  each  other, 
until  it  came  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's tum^  and  he  must  say  that  he  had 
fallen  foul  of  himself. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ( Mr.  Croker ), 
in  his  speech  last  night,  adverting  to  the 
haste  in  which  he  said  this  Bill  had  been 
brought  in,  said,  that  it  required  but  ten 
days  to  frame  the  British  Constitution. 
Now  the  real  fact  was,  that  the  whole  of 
the  information  on  which  they  were  to  act 
having  been  obtained  by  the  Government, 
and  the  tables  of  returns  being  before  them, 
ten  days  were  considered  sufficient  to  be 
given  to  Lieutenant  Drummond  to  cast  up 
Uie  tables  and  to  make  those  numerical 
calculations,  upon  which  the  principle  of 
the  clause  disfranchising  the  boroughs 
would  entirely  depend.  •  So  much  for  that 
point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech. 

"  The  late  right  hon.  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty," continued  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, "  in  his  attempt  to  relute  the  convinc- 
ing arguments  of  my  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
the  member  for  Csdne,  had,  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  end  of  his  speech^  misrepre- 
sented and  misquoted  history,  and  travdled 
through  a  variety  of  things  to  which  it 
was  impassible  at  the  moment  to  give  an 
extempore  answer.  In  the  course  of  his 
extraordinary  nisrepreie^tation  q[  the  his- 


tory of  the  country,  he  has  given  us  events 
for  causes,  and  causes  for  events^  and  the 
fact  is,  that  that  which  he  has  described  as 
the  consequence  has  actually  preceded  what 
he  has  represented  as  the  cause.  He  ap- 
pealed, in  a  tone  of  no  moderate  triumph 
and  exultation,  to  the  period  of  l640,  and 
he  said,  *  Look  to  what  the  first  instance 
of  concession  led  to  then,  when  Charles 
1st  for  the  first  time  yielded  to  the  wishes 
of  his  Parliament— when  he  ofiered  them 
for  the  first  time  triennial  Parliaments, 
which  was  the  first  step  in  that  bloody 
progress  of  Reform  which  was  in  the  next 
year  followed  by  the  impeachment  of 
Strafford,  and  by  the  assembling  of  that 
Parliament  to  which  the  name  of  the  Long 
Parliament  was  given.'  Now  I  must  say, 
that  from  a  Gentleman  who  has  examined 
Hume  on  this  subject — and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  care  to  tell  us  that  he  ha4 
done  so— from  one  who  had  come  down  to 
this  House  to  answer  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Calne,  with  his  quotations 
ready  and  his  facts  extracted — ^from  one 
that  had  done  that,  I  must  say,  that  a  more 
singular  instance  of  a  misrepresentation  of 
history  has  never  been  heard  in  this  House; 
and  when  I  add  to  that,  that  the  whole  of 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  founded  on  facts  so  quoted  and  so  mis- 
represented, I  should  feel  myself  inex- 
cusable if  I  did  not,  even  at  this  late  hour, 
advert  to  them.  Does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know,  or  knowing  does  he  not 
shrink  from  stating  it,  that  when,  in  l640, 
Charles  called  his  Parliament,  it  was  the 
first  meeting  of  a  Parliament  for  eleven 
years,  the  longest  period  that  has  occurred 
in  British  history  without  Parliament  hav- 
ing been  assembled,  during  which  time  that 
monarch  had  violated  the  fundamental  laws 
of  the  country,  by  creating  oppressive  mo- 
nopolies in  defiance  of  Acts  of  Parliament 
— by  levying  Stamp-duties  and  Ship-money 
— ^by  carrying  further  than  ever  they  had 
been  stretched  in  any  former  reign  the 
high  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and,  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Calne  had  truly  said,  by 
thinking  that  a  prince  of  the  House  of 
Stuart  ou^t  to  act  like  a  prince  of  the 
House  of  Tudor  ?  At  length,  when  he  en- 
deavoured to  force  episcopacy  upon  Scotland 
— when  he  had  ruined  the  finances  of  the 
country— when  extortion  could  go  no  fur- 
ther— when  he  found  himself  baffled  in  all 
his  schemes  by  the  spirit  of  that  people 
whom  he  could  no  longer  oppress,  and 
when  he  had  reduced  his  Exchequer  to  b^ 
garyj  as  a  last  resource  he  was  coopellei^ 
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to  call  togetLcr  that  ParHament  wbich  he 
had  for  lo  many  yean  endeaToured  to  div 
pciue  with,  and  which  he  had  trampled  upon 
and  spumed,  while  ever  he  had  the  power 
to  do  M>.  When  he  called  them  together — 
-—for  obliged  to  call  them  together  he  was — 
what  did  he  do  ?  He  made  lavish  use  of  soft 
words  and  vague  professions;  but  the^ 
knew  him  too  well  to  put  any  trust  in  him. 
When  they  spoke  of  grievances  to  be  re- 
dressed, he  spoke  only  of  subsidies  to  be 
supplied !  and  when  they  properly  refused 
them,  without  better  security  than  promises 
the  insincerity  of  wbich  they  were  con- 
vinced of,  he  had  recourse  to  a  prompt  and 
aWupt  dissolution,  and  thus  added  wanton 
insult  to  continued  injury.  He  was  soon 
again  compelled  to  call  them  together; 
again  he  thought  to  temporize,  and  again 
he  met  the  same  resistance ;  and  his  tyranny 
ended,  as  I  hope  tyranny  ever  will  end — 
in  base,  and  timid,  and  degrading  conces- 
sion." This  was  the  Long  Parliament, 
and  it  was  this — not  the  first  short  Parlia- 
ment, -as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
the  House  to  believe — that  passed  the  Trien- 
nial Act ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  showing  how  exact  his  parallel  was, 
had  read  an  extract  to  show  how  these 
concessions  had  been  made,  and  with  what 
spirit  on  the  part  of  the  King. 

But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  omitted 
the  ]>a8sagc  in  Hume  which  immediately 
preceded  his  extract,  and  which  was  in 
tlicsc  words — "During  long  intermis- 
sion h  of  Parliament,  grievances  and 
abuses,  as  was  found  by  recent  experience, 
would  naturally  creep  in ;  and  it  would 
even  become  necessary  fur  the  King  and 
(*ouncil  to  exert  a  great  discretionary  au- 
thority, and  by  Acts  of  State  to  supply,  in 
iiSiity  emergence,  the  legislative  jwwer, 
whose  meeting  was  so  uncertain  and  pre- 
cAriouH."  Then  tlio  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  gcme  cm  to  show  what  Charles  had  con- 
ceded, and  what  bad  afterwards  become  so 
fntul.  Hut  how  did  he  follow  this  up?  By 
rending  u  passage  from  another  bill  which 
did  not  pass  till  twelve  or  thirteen  months 
later.  But  then  the  right  hem.  Gentleman 
had  also  said,  that  this  Bill  had  met  with 
great  opjxisition  from  the  I^nls,  who  con- 
sideriMl  it  as  violating  and  trampling  on 
their  privileges.  What,  however,  was  the 
fact  ?  and  wiiat  had  both  Hume  and  Cla- 
rendon said  ujwn  it  ?  Why,  "  that  the  Bill 
passed  ra]iidly  through  both  Houses,  but 
lind  met  with  diiliculties  on  the  part  of  the 
King ' — diilioulticH,  no  doubt,  easily  to  be 
expUtined  by  the  doctrines  of  the  right  hoQt 


Gentleman.  It  was  true  that  as  time  went 
on,  when   the  people  found    oppressioiu 

multiplied,  and  that  their  Monarch  was 
only  cajoling  them,  while  aU  the  wrongs 
they  complained  of  were  still  continued, 
then  true  it  was,  that  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  had  broken  out  into  exrcMet  which 
no  man  could  justify,  and  which  God  forbid 
should  ever  be  renewed.  But  when  was 
that  ?  Not  until  the  King  had  intrigued 
and  procured  the  army  to  subscribe  a  de* 
claration  that  they  would  come  and  protect 
him  ;  that  they  would  guard  him  against 
the  Parliament — that  is,  that  they  would 
overawe  that  House ;  and  not,  too,  until 
five  Members  of  the  House  had  been 
actuaUy  seized :  nay,  more,  until  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  House  had  been 
grossly  violated  by  the  King  himself. 
V\  hen  these  things  had  been  done,  could 
any  one  wonder  at  what  had  afterwards  oo« 
curred  ?  He  was  of  opinion  that  nobody 
could  be  surprised  at  what  took  place,  and 
whenever  the  Monarch  ceased  to  respect 
the  privileges,  and  dared  to  violate  the 
sanctity,  of  the  House  of  Commons,  was 
there  any  man  in  England  who  could  sup* 
pose  that  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown 
would  not  be  attacked  } 

Now  for  the  completion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  ])arallel.    There  was  one 
passage  wliich  he  wished  to  trouble  the 
I  louse  with,  before  he  concluded  with  the 
marvellous  exposition  of  our  history,  given 
by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman.  The  parallel 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  was 
about  OS  flattering  as  that  wldch  he  drew 
between  the  state  of  this  country  and  that 
of  France,  when  he  had  said  the  people 
possessed  a  free  Constitution,  a  liberal  uid 
Reforming  Ministry,  adding,  with  a  sneer, 
a  patriot  King.     He  did  not  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  mean  by  this, 
but  it  was  just  as  true  as  the  comparison 
he  had  attempted  to  draw  between  the  state 
of  things  and  the  feelings  of  the  people  in 
1()40,  and  what  was  passing  in  the  present 
times ;  but  whatever  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  might  have  meant,  he  had  clearly 
shown  that  it  was  the  same  with  inaccurate 
reading  as  with  a  little  learning — a  dan- 
gerous thing.     But  why,  he  would  ask, 
were  we  to  have  parallels  if  not  for  the 
purpose  of  natural  and  rational  deductions, 
and  where  was  the  use  of  reading  were  it 
only  to  be  directed  to  institute  parallels, 
which  must  be  incorrect  if  not  made  be* 
tween  periods  somewhat  similar  ?     If  such 
were  the  object,  then  they  ought  not  to  be 
Gonfioed  to  the  period  between  1640  and 
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1  ()45  Hlone ;  but  if  an  exact  comparison 
was  desired,  it  should  have  been  taken  from 
l6iii7  to  lti40,  and  then  compare  that 
peiiod,  and  the  events  growing  out  of  it, 
with  the  delay  that  had  taken  place  be- 
tween 1819  and  1831  ;  and  what  was  the 
deduction  to  be  drown  from  the  history  of 
tliis  country  u})on  these  ])oints  ?  That  the 
concessions  which  time,  and  reason,  and 
justice,  and  the  progress  of  the  spirit  of  the 
age  required,  ought  to  have  been  granted, 
for  although  they  might  have  been  viola- 
titms  of  the  supposed  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown,  they  were  also  the  best  securities  for 
the  liberty  of  the  subject,  and  the  happiness 
of  the  people.  At  the  i)criod  to  which  he  re- 
ferred for  an  example,  the  Monarch  endea- 
voured to  crush  the  rights  of  the  people. 
His  concessions  had  only  been  forced  i'rom 
him  by  the  iron  hand  of  necessity ;  and 
wlicn  he  had  been  com]>elled  to  concede, 
it  was  by  basely  truckling  to  the  power  he 
had  in  vain  endeavoured  to  destroy.  The 
passage  he  was  about  to  read  was  one  which, 
although  unwilling  longer  to  trespass  on 
the  House,  he  felt  it  necessary  to  detain 
them  with,  inasmuch  as  it  bore  out  the 
deduction  he  drew  from  his  reading — 
namely,  that  there  was  great  danger  in 
delay,  and  much  wisdom  in  timely  conces- 
sion. After  the  dissolution  of  the  iirst  Par- 
liament, and  when  the  King  had  been  again 
obliged  to  summon  a  new  one.  Clarendon 
said,  **  There  was  observed  a  marvellous 
change  in  the  countenance  of  many  of  the 
Members  since  they  before  met  together  in 
the  I  louse ;  the  same  men  who,  six  months 
l)efore,  were  observed  to  be  of  very  moderate 
tempers,  and  to  wish  that  gentle  remedies 
might  be  applied,  without  opening  the 
wound  too  wide,  and  exposing  it  to  the  air, 
and  rather  to  cure  what  was  amiss,  tlmn  too 
strictly  to  make  inquisition  into  tlie  causes 
and  original  of  the  malady,  talked  now  in 
another  dialect,  both  of  things  and  persons^ 
and  said,  that  they  must  now  be  of  another 
temper  than  they  were  the  last  Parliament ; 
that  they  must  not  only  sweep  the  House 
clean  below,  but  must  pull  down  all  the 
cobwebs  which  hung  in  the  top  and  corners, 
that  tliey  might  not  breed  dust,  and  so 
make  a  foul  House  hereafter."  A  lesson 
this,  which  we  in  our  days  might  read  if 
we  chose  to  profit  by  that  which  had  been 
written  for  our  learning.  There  was  no 
man,  whatever  his  opinion  of  the  danger  to 
result  from  this  Bill  might  be,  who  would 
say  that  this  danger  was  one  which  would 
not  be  aggravated  much  by  a  delay  of  one, 
twO|  or  three  yean^  and  that  it  would  be 


possible  to  carry  on  the  Government,  per- 
severing in  that  delay,  without  using  com- 
pulsion, which  no  reasonable  Administra- 
tion would  venture  to  employ.  He  thought 
that   his    hon.   and  learned    friend   (the 
member  for  Calne)  had  been  hardly  treated 
by  the  right   hon.  Gentleman,  who  had 
condemned  him  for  making  use  of  the  ar- 
gument, no  less  eloquent  than  true,  that  aa 
society  went  on,  and  the  march  of  intelli- 
gence proceeded,  and  excelled  that  of  cen- 
turies gone  by,  so  governments  must  con- 
form themselves  to  the  times  in  which  they 
lived ;  and  that  the  temper  of  these  times, 
and  the  wishes  of  the  people,  rich,  intelli- 
gent, and  active  as  they  were,  were  not  to 
be   considered   as    the  movements  of  an 
engine  which  they  could  stop.     He  was, 
however,  far  from  saying  that  this  machine 
was  one  which  moved  with  resistless  force, 
and  that  those  who  were  to  guide  it  must 
yield  to  its  onward  motion^  or  be  carried 
away  with  it.      But  wli|it  did   the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    say?     That   they   who 
wished  to  forward  this  macliine  were  only 
the  creatures  of  the  mob,  hurried  forward 
by  a  force  which  they  could  not  resist,  and 
of  which  they  were  but  the  passive  instru- 
ments.    He  utterly  denied  the  fact,  while 
he,  at  the  same  time,  could  not  agree  that 
the  passions  of  the  mob  were  the  proper 
criterion  of  either  principle  or  necessity. 
His  hon.  and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Macaulay) 
had  truly  said,  that  it  would  be  as  danger- 
ous for  the   House  of  Hanover  now  to 
govern  on  the  principles  of  the  first  of  their 
line,  as  it  was  for  Charles   1st    to  suppose 
that  the  men  of  the  age  in  which  he  livedo 
were  to  be  swayed  by  the  same  rules  of 
action  and  of  thought  which  had  prevailed 
in  the  days  of  the  House  of  Tudor.     He 
agreed  in  the  assertion,  for  the  change  of 
times  made  all  the  difference,  and,  ''  God 
forbid,"  said  the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
''  that  we  should  not  have  sufficient  prudence 
to  go  forward,  not^^with  the  mob,  but  with 
the  country ;   to   remedy  evils  and  com- 
plaints which,  as  they  are  not  to  be  sup- 
pressed, and  cannot  be  concealed,  so  must 
they  finally  prevail.     For  who  is  there  of 
opinion  that  a  change  is  not  demanded? 
Who  is  there  that  can  doubt  but  that  delay 
muikt  be  dangerous?     Who  is  there  that 
does  not  clearly  see  that  we  have  now  the 
option,  whether  this  change,  so  neces»ary> 
and  so  demanded,  shall  be  effected  in  « 
peaceful  and  quiet  state,  or  whether  it  shall 
occur  amid  scenes  which  I  shall  not  venture 
to  depict^  and  which  God  forbid  any  one 
here  di9uld  ever  live  to  witneai." 
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Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night,  and  in  that  stage  of  the 
debate,  \vhen  so  short  a  time  was  left  for 
discussion,  unless  that  discussion  were  (con- 
trary to  the  usual  practice)  protracted  into 
the  rooming  of  Sunday,  he  should  have 
desired  at  once  to  address  himself  to  those 
arguments  in  favour  of  this  measure  which 
remained  unanswered,  without  referring 
to  any  matters  of  a  private  or  personal 
nature.  But  the  speech  of  the  learned 
member  for  Calne — who,  for  the  fourth 
time,  had  thought  it  desirable  to  introduce 
topics  unconnected  with'  the  merits  of  the 
question,  and  who  had  addressed  himself 
in  a  manner  purely  personal  to  him— com- 
pelled him  to  adopt  a  different  course ;  for 
he  should  be  unworthy  of  the  situation 
which  he  held  in  that  House,  if  he  per- 
mitted the  debate  to  close  without  reference 
to  those  topics.  He  thought,  that  the 
learned  Gentleman,  having  already,  in  the 
three  speeches  h^  had  made  in  favour  of 
Reform,  taunted  him  on  the  subject  of  the 
Catholic  Question,  might  have  left  tl.iit 
subject  at  rest.  But  the  learned  Gentle- 
man again  returned  to  the  charge,  bursting 
with  all  the  "  sweltering  venom  *'  which 
had  been  collecting  during  the  days  and 
nights  that  had  passed  since  the  last  attack. 

The  hon.  Member  had  charged  him  with 
having  been  guilty  of  ingratitude  towards 
the  present  Ministry  in  the  course  he  had 
been  pursuing.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
"  When  you  proposed  the  Catholic  Ques- 
tion, they  who  had  before  brought  it  for- 
ward, handsomely  gave  you  their  cordial 
support ;  and  when  they  bring  forwanl 
the  Reform  Bill,  why  do  not  you  return 
the  compliment,  and  support  Reform?" 
What  exalted  notions  of  public  duty  the 
learned  Gentleman  must  have !  He  makes 
it  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  civility  ;  a  sort 
of  interchange  of  compliments.  But  the 
learned  Gentleman  overlooked  the  essential 
difference  in  the  two  coses.  The  Gentle- 
men opposite  supported  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  when  brought  forward  by  him 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  because  they  had  always  sup- 
ported it.  Had  he  supported  Reform?  No, 
never;  and  yet  the  learned  Gentleman  con- 
tended that  he  ought  to  support  it  now, 
not  from  conviction  but  from  gratitude. 

The  learned  Gentleman's  charge  amount- 
ed to  a  charge  of  gross  and  corrupt  ai>os- 
tacy.  He  accused  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  of  having 
brought  forward,  first,  the  Repeal  of  the 
Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  and  secondly,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill — not  from  a 
90086  of  public  dut^j  but  from  the  mere 


love  of  the  power  or  emoluments  of  office, 
and  the  desire  to  appropriate  to  himself  the 
credit  which  was  due  to  others.  He  bad 
long  been  silent  under  these  cliarges — ^in 
the  first  place,  because  he  did  not  think 
that  the  time  had  come  when  he  could 
pro))erly  make  the  necessary  disclosures, 
and  in  the  second  place,'  bcxatise  he  was 
conscious  of  having  acted  from  pure  mo- 
tives, and  because  he  felt  assured  that  the 
time  must  come  when  those  motives  would 
be  justly  appreciated. 

Now  to  begin  with  the  first  of  these 
charges.  He  met  it  with  a  positive  denial 
of  tlie  fact.  He  had  not  undertaken,  ai 
a  Minister,  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and 
Cori)oration  Acts.  As  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  he  had  op]K)sed  it,  and  he  was 
beaten.  When  the  noble  Lford  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  had  brought  forward  the  question, 
the  Ministers  had  been  left  in  a  minority, 
and  having  been  so  left,  he  had  not 
made  any  attempt  to  deprive  the  noble 
Lord  of  the  honour  due  to  his  success ;  but 
ooiivinced,  after  wliat  had  occurred,  that 
something  must  be  done  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  he  had  privately  and 
unostentatiously  laboured  all  in  his  power  to 
effect  an  amicable  settlement.  ''  But/'  aud 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  "  why, 
having  opposed  this  while  in  office,  did 
you  not  resign  when  you  found  your  oppo- 
sition unavailing.'^"  The  hon.  Member, 
with  his  usual  discretion,  seemed  to  wield  s 
two-edged  sword,  which  equally  wounded 
friends  and  foes.  W^as  it  a  matter  of  in- 
evitable necessity  that  Ministers  should  re- 
sign when  they  could  not  carry  into  effect 
a  measure  to  which  they  were  favourable  ? 
If  it  was  so,  then  why  did  not  the  present 
Ministers  resign  when  the  House  of  Lords 
rejected  the  Reform  Bill  ?  He  made  no 
cliarge  against  them  for  not  resigning ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  contended,  that  it  was  not 
fair  to  infer  improper  conduct,  became 
Ministers  did  not  at  once  resign  when 
they  were  defeated  in  their  attempt  to 
oppose  or  to  carry  a  particular  measure. 

What  were  the  circumstances  under 
which  he,  having  failed  in  his  opposition 
to  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts,  continued  in  office.^  On  the  9th 
of  January,  1828,  he  was  called  on  to 
form  part  of  the  Ministry.  There  had 
been  three  recent  changes  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  the  last,  the  Administration  of  Lord 
Goderich,  having  existed  eight  weeks  only. 
There  were  three  parties  in  the  State; 
the  Tories,  the  Wb^^s^  and  the  friends  of 
Mr.  Caaning.    In  the  govonuneat  of  Jmj^ 
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Goderich>  two  of  these  parties  had  been 
united,  and  yet  that  Government  came  to 
an  untimely  end,  from  its  own  intrinsic 
weakness,  before  a  blow  was  struck — 
before  even  Parliament  was  assembled. 
In  the  month  of  January,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  was  called  on  to  form  an  Ad- 
ministration. The  Duke  and  himself  were 
obliged  to  postpone  the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament till  the  29th  of  January,  and  on 
the  26th  of  February,  one  month  after  his 
noble  friend  and  he  had  taken  office,  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  brought 
the  subject  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts  forward,  and  Ministers  were  beaten 
on  the  question.  Was  there  any  Gentle- 
man who  would  have  had  them  abandon 
the  King,  one  month  after  a  signal  proof 
that  no  other  party,  nay,  no  combination 
of  other  parties,  could  mtdce  a  permanent, 
or  even  a  decent  Government?  This  he 
considered  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  charge 
that,  having  failed  in  resisting  a  certain 
measure,  he  had  not  forthwith  resigned 
office. 

He  now  came  to  the  heavier  charge, 
to  that  connected  with  the  Catholic  Ques- 
tion. For  several  years  he  had  taken  an 
active  part  in  resisting  concession  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  He  had  taken  that  part 
from  a  serious  doubt,  whether,  viewing  the 
state  of  property  in  Ireland — the  state  of 
the  Protestant  Church — the  state  of  society 
in  a  country  wherein  the  religion  of  the 
great  majority  was  not,  and  could  not  be, 
the  established  religion  of  that  country, 
the  concession  of  equal  political  power  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  would  extinmiish  its 
religious  discord,  and  lay  the  foundation  of 
ultimate  repose.  But  a  combination  of  cir- 
cumstances had  concurred  to  convince  him 
that  exclusion  was  no  longer  maintainable — 
that  there  was  greater  risk  to  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  and  to  the  security  of  the  Protestant 
establishment  and  Protestant  interests,  in 
attempting  to  prolong  that  exclusion,  than 
in  the  removal  of  every  existing  disability 
under  which  the  Roman  Catholic  laboured. 
When  he  had  declared  that  his  opinions 
were  unchanged  on  the  Catholic  Question, 
what  did  he  mean  ?  Simply  this — that  his 
apprehension  of  the  consequences  of  con- 
cession— ^his  fears  that  it  would  not  produce 
satisfaction  and  harmony,  remained  the 
same;  but  still  there  was  a  certain, 
and  impending  evU,  which  could  only 
be  averted  by  incurring  the  remoter  hazards 
of  concession,  an  evil  which  would^  after 
desolating  Ireland,  leave  the  question  of 

^ncesnon  where  it  found  it|  or  ntther^ 


with  a  diminished  prospect  of  any  satisfac- 
tory settlement. 

Into  some  of  the  reasons  for  entertaining 
these  opinions  he  could  not  then  enter ;  but 
the  events  of  the  Clare  election  shewed 
that  matters  could  no  longer  rest  where 
they  tlien  were — that  there  must  be  either 
a  settlement  of  the  Catholic  Question,  or 
the  elective  franchise  must  be  modified. 
But  in  a  House  of  Commons  recently 
elected,  the  Roman  Catholics  had  an  actual 
majority.  There  was,  in  truth,  so  large  a 
mass  of  Protestant  influence,  and  Protest- 
ant opinion  ranged  on  the  side  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  encouraging  their  vehe« 
mence,  and  defeating  the  efforts  to  restrain 
it,  that  further  opposition  to  a  settlement 
of  the  Catholic  Question  became,  in  his 
opinion,  equally  mischievous  and  impractic- 
able. With  that  opinion,  what  course  was 
he  bound  to  pursue  ?  Was  it  his  duty  to 
consult  his  own  personal  interests,  to 
maintain  his  own  personal  consistency,  by 
continuing  and  encouraging  resistance — or 
to  say,  as  he  had  said,  to  the  King  of  whom 
he  was  the  Minister — "  On  the  balance  of 
public  evils  there  is,  in  my  opinion,  less  of 
hazard  in  concession  than  in  continued 
and  fruitless  resistance,  and  therefore  I 
advise  concession  ?"  —  The  Question,  so 
far  as  any  charge  could  be  justly  preferred 
against  him,  was  this.  In  giving  that  ad- 
vice to  the  King,  was  he  influenced,  as  the 
learned  Gentleman  insinuated,  by  any  de- 
sire of  office,  any  wish  to  usurp  honour  or 
credit  due  to  others,  or  by  any  base  and 
interested  motive  of  any  kind  ? 

He  trusted  he  should  be  able  now  to 
vindicate  himself  for  all  time  to  come  from 
any  charge,  or  any  suspicion,  on  that  head. 

After  the  discussions  in  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  on  the  Catholic  Question,  in 
the  Session  of  1828— frequent  communi- 
cation took  place  between  himself  and  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  respecting  the  position 
of  that  Question — and  each  of  them  had 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  it  could  not 
safely  be  lef^  in  the  position  in  which  it  had 
stood  for  so  many  years — the  members  of 
the  King's  Government  having  no  opinion 
in  common  upon  it,  and  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  coming  to  opposite  decisions. 

He  left  town  shortly  alter  the  dose  of 
the  Session,  and  the  communication  to 
which  he  referred  was  continued  with 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  in  a  confidential 
and  most  unreserved  correspondence,  from 
which  he  should  quote  those  passages  which 
would  explain  his  own  personal  views  and 

wishei  in  regvd  to  the  mode  of  letUing 
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the  Catholic  Qucstiun.  In  the  Month  of 
Auf^ust,  1828,  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  which,  after  enter- 
ing fully  into  the  general  i)olicy  of  at- 
tempting a  Anal  aiijustment  of  the  Ques- 
tion, proceeds  in  these  terms : — 

'  I  have  thus  written  to  you  without  rc- 
'  serve  upon  the  first,  and  great  Question 

*  of  all ;  the  policy  of  seriously  consider- 

*  ing  this  long-agitated  (question,  with  a 
'  view  to  its  adjustment.  I  liave  proved 
'  to  you,  I  trust,  that  no  false  delicacy  in 

*  res^KXt  to  past  declarations  of  opinion — 
'  no  fear  of    the   iniputatitm    of    incon- 

*  sistency  will  prevent  me  from  taking  that 
'  jKirt,  which  present  dangers,  and  a  new 
'  ^losition  of  afl'airs,  may  require.  I  am 
'  ready,  at  the  hazard  of  any  sacrifice,  to 
'  maintain  the  opinions  which  I  now  de- 
'  liberately  give — that  there  is  upon  the 
'  whole  less  of  evil  in  making  a  decided 
'  eilort  to  settle  the  (^itholic  (Question 
'  than  in  leaving  it  as  it  has  been  left — an 
'  open  Question,  the  Government  being 
'  undecided  with  respect  to  it,  and  para- 
'  lyzed  in  consequence  of  that  indecision 
'  upon  many  occasions  ]K'culiarly  reipiiring 

*  promptitude  and  energy  of  action. 

'  I  must  at  the  same  time  express  a  very 
'  strong  opinion  that  it  would  not  c(mduce 
'  to  the  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the 
'  Question,  that  the  charge  of  it  in  the 
'  House  of  Commons  should  be  committed 

*  to  my  hands. 

'  I  put  all  personal  feelings  out  of  the 

*  question.  They  arc,  or  ought  to  be, 
'  very  su]x)rdinate  considerations  in  matters 
'of   such   moment,   and   I    give  the   best 

*  proof  that  I  disregard  them,  by  avowing 
'  that  I  am  quite  ready  to  commit  myself 
'  to  the  supi>ort  of  the  principle  of  a 
'  measure  of  ample  Concession  and  Relief, 
'and  to  use  every  etibrt  to  ))romoie  the 
'  final  arrangement  of  it. 

'  liut  my  support  will  be  more  useful, 

*  if  I  give  it  with  the  cordiality  with  which 
'  it  sliall  be  given,  out  of  oliicc.     Any  au- 

*  thority  which  I  may  possess,  as  tending  to 
'  reconcile  the  Protestants  to  the  measure, 
'  would  be  increased  by  my  retirement. 
'  J  have  been  too  deeply  committed  on  the 
'  Question — ^have  expressed  too  strong  opin- 
'  ions  in  respect  to  it — too  much  jealousy 
'  and  distrust  of  the  llomon  Catholics — too 
'much  apprehension  as  to  the  immediate 
'  and  remote  consequences  of  yielding  to 
'  their  claims— to  make  it  advantageous  to 
'  the  King's  service  that  I  should  be  the 

*  individual  to  originate  the  measure.' 

,  The  letter  from  which  be  was  quoting 


concludes  thus :  '  Consider  these  tbingi 
'  well.  If  the  question  is  to  be  taken  up, 
'  there  is  clearly  no  safe  alternative  but  the 
'  settlement  of  it.  Every  eonsideration  of 
'  private  feelings  and  individual  intearests 

*  must  be  disregarded. 

'  From  a  strong  sense  of  what  isbett  for  tbe 

*  success  of  the  measure,  I  relieve  you  from 
'  all  difiiculties  with  respect  to  myself.  I 
'  do  not  merely  volunteer  my  retirenient  at 
'  whatever  may  be  the  most  oonvenient 
'  time— I  do  not  merely  give  you  the  pro* 
'  mise,  that  I  will,  out  of  office  (bo  tbe 
'  sacrifices  that  I  foresee,  private  and  public* 
'  what  they  may)  cordially  co-ofierate  with 
'  you  in  the  settlement  of  this  question,  and 

*  coiilially  su))port  your  Government ;  but 
'  1  add  to  this,  my  decided  and  deliberate 
'  opinion — that  it  will  tend  to  the  satisfao* 

*  tory  adjustment  of  the  Question,  if  the 
'  originating  of  it  in  the  House  of  Com- 
'  mons,  and  the  general  superintendence  of 

*  its  iirogress,  bo  committed  to  other  bands 

*  than  mine.' 

He  trusted  that  he  had  thus  shewn,  that, 
when  he  originally  concurred  in  the  oourK 
which  was  afterwards  adopted,  he  had  not 
been  swayed  by  any  considerations  but 
those  of  public  duty.  He  remained  until 
the  month  of  January,  1829,  retaining  s 
decided  opinion  that  the  Government  outfht 
to  bring  forward  tho  lioman  Catholic  lie* 
lief  bill  without  delay,  but  in  the  earnest 
ho^K:  and  belief,  that  his  support  to  that 
measure  would  be  given  by  him  in  a  private 
capacity.  But  in  the  course  of  that  month 
it  was  proved  to  him  to  demonstration, 
that  his  retirement  from  office  would  ag- 
gravate the  difficulties  with  which  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  had  already  to  contend  to 
such  a  degree  as  to  make  them  insuperable. 
He  had,  therefore,  written  to  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  a  letter,  which  bore  date  the 
J  2th  January.  He  repeated,  in  that  let- 
ter, that  his  retirement  from  office  was  the 
only  step  which  he  could  take  which  would 
be  at  all  satisfactory  to  his  own  feelings; 
he  deprecated,  in  the  most  earnest  manner, 
the  necessity  that  he  should  be  the  person 
to  bring  forwanl  the  Question  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;  but  he  concluded  that  letter 
by  the  following  declaration :--~'  But  I 
'  will  have  no  reserve  with  you.  I  know 
'  all  the  dilhculties  of  your  situation.  I 
'  know  how  those  difficulties  have  been  ra- 
'  cently  increased,  as  well  by  the  communi- 
'  cations  which  have  taken  place  with  the 
'  Bishops,  as  by  the  necessary  recall  of 
'  Lord  Anglesey. 

'  You  Will  do  justice  to  the  motiffi  oC 
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'  the  declaration  which  I  am  about  to 
'  niake^  and  you  will  take  no  advantage  of 
'  it  unless  it  be  absolutely  necessary. 

'  If  my  retirement  should  prove,  in  your 
'  opinion,  after  the  communications  which 
'  you  may  have  with  the  King,  and  with 
'  those  whom  it  may  be  necessary  for  you 
'  to  consult — an  insuperable  obstacle  to  the 
'adoption  of  the  course  which  I  believe 
'  to  be  unavoidable ;  in  that  case  you  shall 
'  command  every  service  that  I  can  render 
'  in  any  capacity.'  . 

On  this  letter  of  the  12th  January  he 
found  the  following  endorsement,  written 
at  the  time :— *  When  1  wrote  this  letter, 

*  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  the  Bishop 
'  of  London,  and  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  had 

*  had  an  interview  with  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
'  ]ington,  and  had  declared  to  him  that  they 

*  were  finally  resolved  to  give  their  decided 
'  opposition  to  the  proposed  measure  for  the 
'  relief  of  the  Roman  Catholics.'* 

The  circumstance  referred  to  in  that 
memorandum,  and  the  earnest  api)eal  made 
to  him  by  the  King,  not  to  shrink  from 
propo^ng  a  measure  which,  as  a  Minister, 
he  advised  the  King  to  adopt,  left  him  no 
alternative,  consistent  with  honour  and 
public  duty,  but  to  make  the  bitter  sacri- 
fice of  every  personal  feeling,  and  himself 
to  originate  the  measure  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic Relief.  Could  he,  when  the  King  thus 
appealed  to  him,  when  the  King  referred 
to  his  own  scruples — to  his  own  uniform 
opposition  to  the  measure  in  question- 
When  he  said,  "  You  advise  this  measure 
— you  see  no  escape  from  it-^you  ask  me 
to  make  the  sacrifice  of  opinion  and  of 
consistency— -will  you  not  make  the  same 
sacrifice,"  what  answer  could  he  return  to 
his  sovereign  but  the  one  he  did  return, 
viz.  that  he  would  make  that  sacrifice,  and 
would  bear  his  full  share  of  the  responsi- 
bility and  unpopularity  of  the  measure  he 
advised?  So  much  for  the  part  he  had  taken 
on  the  Catholic  Question,  and  the  motives 
by  which  he  had  been  swayed. 

While  he  totally  abjured  the  doctrine  of 
the  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  was  bound 
to  support  Reform  because  the  advocates  of 
Reform  had  supported  the  Catholic  Question, 
he  would  never  retract  the  opinions  he  had 
expressed  with  regard  to  those  who,  being 
politically  opposed  to  him,  had  supported 
most  zealously  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief 
Bill.  He  must  repeat  now  what  he  had 
before  said,  that  the  conduct  of  those  Gen- 

•  The  above  are  faithful  copiei  of  the  Letters 
referred  to,  and  are  here  pubiithed  correctly  for 
pujkst  timc.^l^ 


tlemen  who  had  given  him  their  sup^ 
port  on  che  Catholic  Question,  was 
dictated  by  the  purest  and  most  honour- 
able motives,  and  entitled  that  party 
to  his  respect  and  gratitude.  He  said  so  at 
the  time;  but  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  therefore,  think  that  with  "bated 
breath  and  whis))ering  humbleness,"  he 
should  shrink  from  offering  opposition  to 
this  Bill  ?  Was  he  not  at  liberty  boldly  to 
say,  that  he  thought  the  King's  Ministers 
were  in  error,  if  he  thought  them  so? 
If  he  considered  he  was  disqualified  from 
taking  the  most  decided  part  on  Reform, 
he  would  abdicate  his  functions,  and  not  stand 
there  to  offer  weak  opposition  to  the  measure. 
He  would  assert,  however,  that  he  was  at 
liberty  to  ofi'er  this  opposition,  and  without 
any  compromise  of  principle,  or  rendering 
himself  liable  to  any  charge  of  ingratitude 
or  inconsistency,  to  resist  to  the  utmost  of 
his  pQwcr  the  extensive  measure  of  Reform 
proposed  by  the  Ministers. 

A  great  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman turned  upon  the  question,  not  whe- 
ther this  measure  was  for  the  permanent  ad- 
vantage of  the  country,  but  who  were  the 
parties  that  caused  the  present  excitement. 
The  assumption  was,  that  to  the  pressure  of 
external  force  we  must  give  way,  and  that 
we  had  no  alternative  but  that  of  satisfy- 
ing the  craving  of  the  people.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  ''How  is  it  that  we 
can  have  eyes  and  not  see,  ears  and  not 
hear,  legs  and  not  walk ;  how  is  it  that 
all  our  senses  do  not  convince  us  that  Re- 
form must  be  conceded?"  Would  he  ask 
the  same  question  of  the  Marquis  of  Lans- 
down,  who  had  eyes,  and  ears,  and  legs; 
but  who  had  neither  seen,  nor  heard,  nor 
walked,  having  for  years  opposed  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  very  severe  on  all  doubt  and  indecision 
in  matters  of  public  concern.  How  was  it 
then  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  himself  still  undecided  on  that  im- 
portant point,  the  ballot?  How  did  it 
happen  that,  like  i^  certain  animal  (to  which 
he  meant  by  no  means  to  compare  him) 
between  two  bundles  of  hay,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  remained  still  ba- 
lancing, and  unable  to  decide,  between 
two  series  of  arguments  ?  He  had  been 
accused  of  obstinately  reaisting  the  po- 
pular demand  for  Reform,  and  he  felt 
that  from  many,  the  majority,  of  the 
members  of  the  present  Reform  Govern- 
ment, such  an  accusation  fell  with  a  par- 
ticularly ill  grace.  Had  hon.  Memben 
forgotten  the  evenU  of  the  you   1827  f 
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Did  they  recollect,  that  in  tliat  year  the 
Marquis  of  Lanidown,  Lord  Palmcrston, 
and  the  two  Mr.  (rnints,  and  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  took  office  under  Mr. 
Canning  ?— Mr.  Canning,  the  uncomprom- 
ising foe  of  all  Reform ;  and  who  em- 
phatically declared  in  tliat  House  (and  that, 
too,  be  it  remembered,  after  these  noble  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  hail  joined  his  Ad- 
ministration), that  he  would  oppose  Reform 
to  the  last  hour  of  his  life.  Perhaps  it 
might  be  said,  that  though  these  were  Mr. 
Canning's  personal  feelings  with  respect  to 
this  particular  question  of  Reform,  it,  like 
the  Catholic  Question,  might  be  open  to 
every  member  of  the  (jovernment  to  speak 
and  vote  as  he  pleased  without  affecting  its 
integrity.  His  noble  and  right  hon.  friends 
had  not  this  resource ;  for  Mr.  Stapyl ton's 
recent  "Life  of  Mr.  Canning"  placed  the 
fact  beyond  doubt,  "that  Mr.  Canning 
was  not  only  determined  to  resist  Reform 
himself,  but  that  he  would  not  acquiesce 
in  any  member  of  his  Government  sup- 
porting that  question.  According  to  Mr. 
Stapylton,  there  was  a  written  record 
of  the  principles  on  which  Mr.  Can- 
ning's Government  was  formed,  in  which 
were  these  words—"  That  the  inconveni- 
ence of  having  one  open  question  in  the 
Cabinet,  made  it  more  necessary  to  agree 
that  there  should  be  no  other ;  that  all 
the  then  acting  members  of  the  Cabinet 
were  united  in  opi>osing  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  and  could  not  ac- 
quiesce in  its  being  brought  forward  and 
supiwrted  by  any  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment." Thus  it  ap[)eared  that  public  men, 
differing  upon  other  questions — actuated  by 
no  dishonourable  motives — taking  what  are 
supposed  to  be  enlarged  and  comprehensive 
views  of  the  interests  of  this  country,  did 
dread  the  agitation  of  that  question  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform.  Why  did  he  state 
these  facts?  Not,  be  assured,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  condemning  the  inconsistency  of  his 
noble  and  right  hon.  friends,  who  had 
joined  with  Mr.  Canning,  and  were  now 
Reformers,  but  to  inculcate  this  lesson^' 
that  if  80  recently  as  1827  these  eminent, 
noble,  and  right  honourable  Gentlemen  saw 
no  reason  against  their  joining  an  Ad- 
ministration pledged  to  the  death  against 
Reform,  he,  who  then  as  now  was  opposed 
to  all  such  schemes  of  Reform  as  the  pre- 
sent, might  see  reasons — other  than  mere 
party  obstinacy — ^for  persisting  in  the  same 
course  in  the  year  18<31.  If  his  noble 
and  right  hon.  friends  shrunk  from  opcn« 
ing  the  quettion  in  18S7i  lurely  it  waa 


not  so  very  remarkable  but  that  he  might 
remain  impressed  with  the  same  feelingi 
of  apprehension  a  few  years  longer?    Why 
censure  him   for  not   beine  immediately 
convinced  of  the  necessity  ofRefoniiy  when 
Lord  Lansdown  and  the  other  memben  of 
Mr.  Canning's  Cabinet— 4ho8e  very  penons 
by  whom  it  was  now  advocated  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament— had,   up    to  thif 
time,  remained  unconvinced  ?     They  knew 
the    decided    opinions    of    Mr.    Canning 
upon  the  question,  for  in  1827  he  xefuMd 
to  transfer  the  franchise  of  Grampound  to 
Leeds,  and  yet  he  believed  that  Mr.  Tier- 
ney  was  the  only  member  of  Mr.  Cannings 
Cabinet  who  stipulated  for  liberty  to  tup- 
)X)rt  the  question  of  Reform.     The  learned 
(jentlcman  said,  that  pertinacious  refliatanee 
to  moderate  Reform  was  the  cause  and  tlie 
justification  of  the  present  measure.    Could 
he  be  surprised  at  resistance  to  the  pria- 
ciple  of  Reform,  however  moderate  the 
shape  it  might  first  assume  ?    I>id  he  rocol* 
lect  the  triumph  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
author  of  this  Bill?     Did  he  recollect  his 
address  to  the  most  moderate  of  all  Re- 
formers ?  Said  the  noble  Lord,  "  Yon  have 
conceded  the  whole  principle,    when  yoa 
agreed  to  transfer  the  franchise  of  Gram- 
pound  to  Manchester.     How,   then,  can 
you  stop  there  ?     To  you  who  admit  the 
principle,  but  refuse  to  go  its  lengths,  I 
say,  hi  the  words  of  Cromwell,  *  the  Lord 
has  delivered  you  into  my  hands.* "    If, 
then,  to  make  the  slightest  conceanon  be  a 
"  delivering  into  his  faAnds,"  what  resource 
had  the  opponents  of  extensive    Refoni, 
but   to   oppose  the    principle   altogether? 
He  had  been  complimented  by  the  leamod 
(ientleman  for  having,  on  the  first  night 
of  this  discussion,  sung  his  pa/tncNJe-^— 

Mr.  Macnnlay  :  I  did  not  mention  you; 
the  term  was  directed  to  the  right  hoik 
ex-secretary  of  the  Admiralty.  All  thst 
was  meant  was,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  party  took  the  whole  credit  to 
themselves  of  measures  for  the  improrcnent 
of  our  systems  of  jurisprudence,  oommcnisl 
laws,  and  foreign  policy,  which  had  been 
forced  on  their  reluctant  conviction  by  the 
party  now  in  office. 

Sir  Robert  Reel :  True,  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  did  not  mention  him  by  name,  bat 
the  sarcasm  was  not  the  less  pointed  on 
account  of  the  omission  of  the  name.  In 
introducing  improvements  into  the  com* 
mcrcial  jurisprudence  of  the  country,  he 
had  never  anrogatcd  to  himself  the  pruse 
that  belonged  to  Sir  Samuel  llomilly ;  but 
what  was  to  prevent  him  fion  OTSwtirg 
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■ubMantial  reforms,  nippodng  nich  reforms 
though  contemplated  by  others  remained 
unexecuted?  The  learned  Gentleman  re- 
presented him  as  having  taunted  the  Govern- 
ment  on  the  evening  in  which  the  present 
Bill  nas  introduced.  So  far  from  taunting 
Ministers  with  their  amendments  of  some 
of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  as  so  many  adop- 
tions of  the  principles  advocated  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  as  so  many 
concesuons  to  the  wisdom  of  their  oppo- 
nents' policy,  be  staled,  that  he  did  not 
regard  the  alterations  in  the  light  of  con- 
cessions, for  that  the  cssentiu  principles 
of  the  measure  remained  whoUy  un- 
changed,  and,  therefore,  equally  objection- 
able<  He  lidded,  at  the  same  time,  that 
he  thought  the  country  was  in  a  better 
situation  now  for  a  deliberate  consider- 
ation of  the  Bill  than  when  that  of  last 
Session  was  under  their  notice — and  there- 
fore that  the  House  and  the  country  ought  to 
feel  grateful  to  the  House  of  Lor^  for 
that  dedslon,  which  afforded  them  an  op- 
portunity of  reconsidering  the  fatal  conse- 
quences  of  the  former  Bill.     He,  for  one, 
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confident  that  it  would  tend  to  the  permanent 
advantage  of  the  country.  It  was  necessary 
to  that  calmness  and  deliberation  fitting 
the  Legislature,  and  essential  to  the  satis- 
factory discusaon  of  the  great  question  at 
issue,  that  the  excitement  which  prevailed 
throughout  the  country  with  respect  to  the 
Ministerial  plan  of  Reform  should  abate — 
that  the  public  mind  should  be  cooled  some- 
what  from  the  fervour  into  which  it  had 
been  ortfuUy  thrown — that  some  short  time 
should  be  i^orded 

-  -"raquitm  spatiuraque  furori," 
and  that  opportunity,  and  that  interval, 
and  that  requUt,  were  furnished  them  by 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Indeed, 
no  persons  should  feel  better  pleased  with 
that  decision  than  Ministers  themselves, 
inasmuch  as  it  had  enabled  them  to  liek 
somewhat  into  comeliness  and  grace  another 
bantling  of  the  same  family.  The  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  seemed  quite 


enamoured  with  this  new  ofihiiing,  vaunt- 
ing much  of  the  symmetry  oi  its  features, 
telling  them,  in  the  well  known 

'■  O  roalre  pulchrt  (ilis   pulclirlor," 

that  ibe  daughter  far  exceeded  in  beauty 
her  lovely  parent.  Without  presuming  lu 
offer  an  opinion  on  the  delicate  question  of 
female  beauty,  while  he  complimented  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  gallantry  and  good 
taste  in  erobracing  the  ikughter  la  pmer* 


ence  to  the  mother,  he  wished  be  could 
contemplate  with  any  satisfaction  the  fu- 
ture progeny  of  Reform.  He  wished  that 
it  might  not  prove  degenerate  in  itself,  and, 
in  the  words  of  the  same  Horace, 

■•  tnoi  ddtiirs 

Progeniem  vitimiorem." 
After  what  they  had  heard  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  it  was  hut  fair  to  presume, 
that  they  should  no  longer  hear  this  BiU 
defended  an  the  ground  of  the  Constitution. 
The  noble  Paymaster  appeared  to  dissent 
from  this ;  but  had  he  not  himself  said  that 
evening,  that  if  it  had  been  his  fortune  to 
have  lived  at  the  period  of  the  Revolution, 
be  would  have  voted  for  the  exclusion  of 
Catholics  from  political  power,  and  also  for 
the  maintenance  and  continuance  of  the 
small  boroughs  ?  But  surely,  if  these  small 
boroughs  were  now  contrary  to  the  first 
principles  of  the  Constitution,  they  were 
equally  so  at  the  time  of  the  Berolution. 
The  noble  Lord  had,  in  the  course  of  the 
Debates,  cited  that  part  of  tlie  Bill  of 
Rights  which  declared  that  "  elections 
should  be  free."  Now,  it  would  not  be- 
come him  to  question  tbe  historical  and 
constitutional  knowledge  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  hut  when  he  quoted  these  words 
as  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  present  Bill, 
particularly  that  part  of  it  which  disfran- 
chised the  small  borouKbs,  it  became  neces- 
sary to  remind  tbe  House  of  the  true 
meaning  of  tbe  words  "  elections  shall  be 
free,"  and  of  the  intention  with  which 
they  were  inserted  in  tbe  BLl  of  Rights. 
Those  words  were  introduced  into  the  pre- 
amble of  the  Bill  of  Rights  to  meet  a  par- 
ticular specific  grievance,  which  had  do 
connexion  whatever  with  small  boroughs 
or  tbe  reduced  number  of  electors.  The 
grievance  to  be  redressed  was,  the  direct 
and  repeated  interference  of  James  Snd 
in  tbe  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  monarch  was  then  deeply 
engaged  in  his  design  of  restoring  the 
Catholic  worship  to  its  pristine  su- 
premacy ;  and,  for  that  purpose,  he  had 
issued  orders  to  the  several  Sherifis  to 
make  out  lists  of  electors  and  candidates 
who  would  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  Test 
Act — the  barrier  agtunst  the  admission  of 
the  Catholics  into  Parliament  and  public 
office.  Without  entering  into  a  minute 
history  of  James's  proceedings,  he  would 
cite  one  anecdote  in  point :  it  was  told 
by  Sir  John  Rereshy,  in  his  Memairt.* 
It  appeared  that  the  King  requested 
the  writer  to  stand  for  York.     "  If  your 

•  FyUtobnl  by  J«kIT  Md  Bm,  Fill  UM. 
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MajeatT  so  pleue  it,*  replied  Sir  John, 
«•  I  will,  bat  it  can  ooIt  be  on  one  condi- 
tion." "  Name  i:,*  "  Simply,  that  jour 
Majestr  will  so  order  it  that  none  of  the 
Corporation  shall  Tote  but  those  I  maj 
choose."  The  King  gave  the  order,  and 
Sir  John  wjls  returned.  And  it  r:\.i  to 
meet  thi^  and  similar  gro&i  vioLkkitjcii  or' 
corporate  rights,  that  it  was  decLired  in 
the  Bill  of  Rights,  that  ''  election:}  shall 
be  free,"  eTidently  sho:vin):^.  that  there  was 
not  the  remotest  conneuon  whatever  be- 
tween that  declaration  f  and  the  disitan- 
chLiemcnt  of  small  boroughj. 

One  wonl  with  rcsix^t  to  what  had 
fallen  last  night  frt^m  the  hon.  member 
for  Calne ;  if,  indeed,  it  was  not  something 
worse  than  superfluous,  to  offer  any  addi- 
tional observations,  after  the  unanswerable 
and  matchless  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Croker)  beside  him.  The 
iion.  Member  dwelt  much  on  the  neces- 
sity of  the  J^egislature  evincing,  what  be 
called  an  nn'tmuM,  for  adapting  its  enact- 
ments to  the  growing  wants,  and  intelli- 
gence, and  spirit,  of  the  a^.  He  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  if  there  did  nut  exist  an  clastic 
spirit  in  the  Constitution,  expanding  itself 
to  meet  the  temper  of  the  times,  that  there 
was  something  imperfect,  something  that 
required  alteration  ;  and  he  would  further 
admit,  that  if  the  boroughs  were  made  of 
such  iron  stuff,  that  thev  would  nut  vield 
to  the  impression  of  improvement,  tliat 
their  doom  ought  to  be  from  that  moment 
sealed.  But  would  any  one,  after  looking 
at  the  acts  of  the  Legislature,  and  of  late 
years  in  particular,  say,  that  the  animus 
of  this  House  lagged  behind  the  improve- 
ment of  the  times  ?  Was  it  not  rather  in 
advance  of  the  spirit  of  the  times  in  what 
it  did  on  the  Catholic  Question,  and  ou 
that  of  free  trade  ?  In  what  instance, 
during  the  last  hve  years,  would  the  hon. 
Memlx^r  point  out,  that  that  House  had 
not  kept  pace  with  the  growing  improve- 
ment of  public  opinion  ?  or,  if  the  hon. 
(rentlcman  preferred  the  phrase,  with  the 
"  spirit  of  the  age  r"  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  |K}int  out  any;  it  was  most 
unwise  to  attempt,  by  precipitate  means, 
and  ruihing  on  blindly  in  -the  dark,  to 
cffcfrt  a  cliangc  which  was  silently  and 
gnuitially  in  o|>oration,  and  which  violent 
interfirrenai  on  nur  part  could  only  obstnict 
and  rct'ird.  Hail  htm.  Members  duly  con- 
KidcTfd  the  eilix't  of  the  pro|X)sed  change 
in  our  Constitution,  n(Kin  our  immense  i.t>- 
Liiiial  pf is.session.H  r  If  it  were  said,  that  the 
po]n]lation  of  India  was  of  so  low  a  grade 


of  intellect,  as  not  to  txBdentnd  the  nature 
of  good  govenxment,  he  thought  thai  was 
an  additiiKial  reaaon  for  caatioa  in  nnset- 
tiing  a  di^minion  which  had  its  Ibandation 
in  the  feelings^  in  the  habits  and  preja« 
dices  connected  with  established  usage,  and 
:he  prescripdve  exercise  of  anthcrity? 
llien.  to  Look  nearer  home,  let  them  oonsi-i 
der  the  effect  which  their  fzestlw  and  caTa- 
lieriy  destr:7inop  the  smaller  boroughs 
m'lit  inevitably  have  upon  the  minds  of 
the  peiiple.  If  there  was  any  feeling 
which,  more  thaa  another,  should  be  die- 
rished  in  this  countnr,  it  was  that  of  le- 
ganl — scrupuljus  regard — for  the  interests 
of  property.,  and  for  the  preservation  of 
those  political  rights  which  were  the  birtli- 
right  of  freemen.  Was  the  feeling  clie^ 
rished.  bv  destruvin^  small  but  hononnible 
boroughs,  merely  because  they  were  smafl? 
— tor  no  edbrt  was  made  \tf  Minislen^  to 
distinguish  merely  the  smaD  fiom  the 
nation  boroughs,  though  the  distiuctiun 
as  practicable  as  it  was  just.  It  might  be 
verr  well  to  sav.  that  the  nomination 
boroughs  must  be  got  rid  of,  but  why 
not  destrw  the  principle  of  nomination,  bj 
extern  ling  the  constituency,  and  reserve  the 
elective  right  to  the  borough?  This  was 
the  very  course  pursued  in  the  case  of  some 
boroughs.  Take  Midhurst  for  example-^ 
the  mound  Midhurst ;  they  had  been  toldy 
ovt:r  and  over  again,  that,  the  Represent* 
ation  of  that  place  belonged  to  a  holo  in 
a  wall ;  but,  after  all,  tl^t  very  hole  in 
the  wall  was  to  retain  its  right.  It  was 
true  that  the  constituency  was  enlarged^ 
and  why  not  apply  the  same  principle  to 
other  lx''roui;hs,  at  least  equally  admitting 
of  its  application  .^  The  noble  Lord  con- 
fessed that  this  great  and  immediate  diange 
in  the  Constitution  could  not  be  made 
without  ))oril,  and  his  noble  colleague,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  added,  if  he 
thought  it  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
juring the  landed  interests,  he  would,  in- 
stead of  forwanling  the  measure,  oppose 
it.  This  remark  of  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  imply  some  latent  doubt  as  to 
its  working,  but  the  noble  Paymaster  had 
not  dlstiuctlv  described  the  nature  of  the 
peril  ho  anticipated.  Was  it  to  be  found 
in  the  great  extension  of  the  franchise?  The 
noble  Lord  said,  tliat  by  giving  a  vote  to 
10/.  householders,  it  would  be  conferred 
on  a  class  of  persons  of  intelligence,  who 
could  not  Ix:  easily  led  astray  by  those 
whose  interest  or  whose  wish  it  might  be 
to  deceive  thorn — a  class  of  persons  who 
could  not  be  deceived  into  a  belief,  as  the 
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electors  of  Preston  had  been^   that  the 
Civil   List  for  the  exclusive  use  of  i\y^  | 
Sovereign,  and  for  his  individual  purposes, , 
amounted  to  1,000,000/.  a  year.    He  could 
not  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  in  opinion  j 
that  10/.  householders  were  a  class  qualified  ' 
to  draw  profound  conclusions  on  the  intri- 
cate questions  of  commerce  and  legislation, 
or  exempt  from  the  bias  of  party  violence, 
or  deaf  to  the  delusions  and  exaggerations 
by  which  they  would  be  assailed.     He  had  \ 
been  fietvoured  with  the  copy  of  a  mani- 
festo, addressed  by  the  Walsall  Political 
Union  to  the  new  constituency  of  that  em- 
bryo borough ;  and  if  that  manifesto  con- 
tained the  appeals  and  arguments  best  suit- 
ed to  their  taste  and  capacity,  he  could  not 
consent  to  any  compliment  paid  to  them 
at  the  expense  of  the  electors  of  Preston. 
'Jlic  House,  however,might  judge  for  them- 
selves, for  he  would  read  an  extract  from 
this  document :— •''  The  reign  of  oppression 
is  nearly  at  an  end ;  the  fiat  of  the  people 
of  England  has  gone  forth,  and  the  decree 
has  been  confirmed  by  our  patriot  King, 
that  might  shall  no  longer  triumph  over 
right.      The  Bill  of  Reform  must   pass; 
and  our  future  destinies  will  be  placed  in 
the   hands  of   upwards  of  a   million   of 
Englishmen,  whose  true  interests  are  iden- 
ticcdly  the  same  with    those   of  the  still 
greater  body  of  their  unrepresented  fel- 
low-countrymen.    You,  fellow-townsmen, 
will  have  an  important  trust  to  perform  in 
the  great   work  of  national  regeneration. 
Ilcform  in  Parliament  will  matter  little  to 
us,  if  we  do  not  sendjnen  there  who  will 
do  the  business  of  the  people ;  we  entreat 
— wc  implore  you,  then,  in  the  name  of 
our  common  country,  to  look  well  to  the 
character   and   political   principles  of  the 
men  who  may  offer  themselves  as  candidates 
for  your  sufFragc.  Do  not  vote  for  any  man 
who  will  not  pledge  himself  to  insist  upon 
the  most  rigid  economy  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  public  money,  as  well  as  to  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  all  taxes  which  press  with 
peculiar  weight  u^wn  the  poverty  and  the 
industry  of    the    nation;    especially    the 
iniquitous    corn-laws,  the   assessed   taxes, 
and  all  acts  imposing  taxes  or  restrictions 
u^mn  the  circulation  of  political  knowledge 
— those  odious  and  oppressive  imposts  whose 
only  ctfects  are,  by  inducing  ignorance,  to 
lead  to  the  commission  of  crime,  and  to  hide 
from  the  public  gaze  the  open  profligacy 
and  the  insidious  workings  of  corrupt  and 
tyrannical  governments.     The  abolition  of 
the  monopoly  of  the  East- India  Com|mny 
—the  instant  and  uttor  extinction  of  that 


abominable  traffic  in  human  flesh  and  blood, 
denominated     negro-slavery — an     earnest 
endeavour  to  procure  for  the  honest  electors 
of  Great  Britain,  the  protecting  shield  of 
the  Ballot — and  the  limitation  and  duration 
of  Parliaments  to  a  period  not  exceeding 
three  years — on  each  and  all  of  these  im- 
portant questions,  the  man  who  desires  to 
be  your  Representative  ought  to  give  distinct 
and   positive  pledges  that  he  will   act  in 
accordance  with  your  opinion  and  feelings  ; 
or,  if  his  own  opinion  shall  come  into  colli- 
sion with  these,  that  he  should  then  resign 
the  trust  which  you  shall  have  delegated  to 
him,  and  thus  aflbrd  you  an  opportunity  of 
choosing  some  other  person  whose  political 
opinions  shall  be  more  congenial  with  your 
own."     He  did  not  mean  for  a  moment  to 
question    the   right  of   the  workmen  of 
Walsall  to  urge  their  opinions  on  these  dif- 
ficult and  most  complicated  questions,  nor 
did  he  mean  to  say,  that  all  which  they  did 
was  not  very  honestly  intended ;  but  what 
he  was  afraid  of  was,  that  when  the  coun- 
try got  a  popular  Parliament,  it   would 
jump  to  conclusions — conclusions  that  might 
be  right  abstractedly,  but  which,  from  the 
great  variety  of  interests  they  embraced, 
required  the  nicest  caution  and  considera- 
tion in  their  management.     In  the  same 
way  with  respect  to  property  :   he  had  no 
fear  of  its  destruction  by  confiscation ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  some  popularity-seeking 
Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer  might  be 
forced  by  a  democratic  assembly  to  propose 
the  repeal  of  taxes,  and  to  adopt  steps  the 
ultimate  tendency  of  which  would  be,  to 
shake  the  confidence  of  the  country  in  the 
security  of  property ;  and  that  confidence 
once  shaken,  there  would  be  an  end  to  the 
chief  stimulus  to  productive  industry,  the 
foundation  of  all  our  wealth,  power,  and 
eminence.     Let  them  look  to  the  present 
state  of  France.    France,  af^r  her  glorious 
revolution — France,  relieved  from  the  load 
of  an   hereditary   peerage,   and  an  esta- 
blished religion — France,  with  her  popu- 
lar king,  whose  only  occupation  it  would 
seem  was  to  run  about  seeking  the  vive 
le  roi  of  his  enthusiastically  devoted  suli- 
jects.      And  what  was  the  stato   of  this 
favoured  country,  which  had  so  far  out- 
stripped us  in  the  race  of  Reform,  notwith- 
standing the  zealous  efi()rts  of  our  Reform 
Ministers?  Let  hon.  Members,  anxious  for 
!  the  solution  of  the  question,  read  the  foreign 
!  corresjwndcnce  of   The  TiweM,  a  journal 
I  al>ove  uU  exception  ns  a  witness  in   this 
case,  being  an  advocate  for   Reform,  and 
distinguished  for  the  ability  of  its  foreign 
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rrcspondents — what  is  their  account  of 
the  state  of  France  in  respect  to  the  em- 
ployment anil  happiness  of  the  industrious 
classes,  whose  especial  benefit  b  to  be 
promoted  by  Reform — "Every  post,"  says 
the  French  correspondent  of  The  Times, 
"brings  fresh  intelligence  to  Paris  from 
all  those  departments  where  any  consider- 
able portion  of  the  inhabitants  depend  for 
their  support  on   the  prosperity  of  thei 
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proclaimiiig  the  course  they  mean  to  pursue 
with  respect  to  the  proportions  of  Repre- 
sentation for  the  difi'erent  parts  of  the  em- 
pire, particularly  Ireland.  If  you  are  de- 
termined upon  not  adding  to  the  number  of 
the  Irish  Representatives,  soy  so;  but  if  you 
are  not  so  determined,  and  feel  that  you 
must  ultimately  concede,  I  say  give  way 
at  once,  and  by  doing  it  graciously  and  in 
time,  mate  the  merit  and  favour  your  own. 
trade  or  commerce,  of  the  extreme  statb  of  1  1  offer  no  opinion  on  the  justice  or  espe- 
misery  and  depression  to  which  they  arc  dioney  of  the  concession,  hut  call  upon  Mi- 
reduccd  ;  as  an  instance,  you  may  take  that  nisters  to  at  once  avow  their  intentions.  Do 
portion  of  the  French  territory  which  is  you,  or  do  you  not,  mean  to  yield  to  the  de- 
ncarest  Id  the  shores  of  England.  The  I  mandsof  the  Irish  Members^  Irepeat,Sir, 
towns  of  Arras,  Bethune,  and  Hcsdin,  in-  i  my  opinions  are  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
eluding  the  whole  line  of  coast  from  Calais  I  Bill.     I  expected  that  the  present  Min 


to  Etaples,  arc  described  to  l>e 
privation  bordering  on  famine."  This  was 
the  condition  of  a  country  with  a  decreasing 
revenue,  a  declining  commerce,  and  a  daily 
increasing  army.  Was  it  to  be  inferred 
from  his  stating  these  facts,  that.he  thought 
that  the  French  were  not  justified  in  resist- 
ing the  illegal  exercise  of  power?  No 
8uch  thing.  But  he  said,  that  the  effect  of 
all  such  rash  and  precipitate  changes  in 
government  was,  to  suspend  commerce,  to 
derange  industry,  to  put  a  stop  to  credit, 
and  injure  almost  to  death  the  manufac- 
turing and  labouring  classes.  His  object 
was,  to  show  that  any  violent  change  in 
the  constitution  of  a  country,  exposed  to 
haeard  its  dearest  interests,  and  that  no 
such  change  could  be  advisable,  unless 
under  the  pressure  of  a  necessity,  the  exist- 
ence of  which  in  this  country  he  utterly 
denied.  "I  oppose  the  Bill,"  said  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  conclusion,  "  not  that  1 
expect  to  he  successful  here  in  my  op|Kisi- 
tjon,  but  because  I  will  enter  my  solemn 
protest  against  incurring  the  responsibility 
of  mailing  one  of  the  greatest  and  most 
precipitate  changes  in  a  Constitution,  which 
was  the  very  best  tliat  ever  existed  in  the 
annalsof  history.  You  should  well  consider 
the  ultimate  effects  of  the  change  you  are 
about  to  accomplish  on  the  three  parts  of 
the  empire.  You  are  about  to  disturb  those 
(iroportions  which  were  settled  at  the  re- 
spective periods  of  the  Union,  and  to  add 
to  the  already  existing  causes  of  discontent 
and  excitement  in  Ireland,  new  sources  of 
jealousy  and  complaint  which  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary  to  open.  It  is  not  in  the  spirit 
of  hostility,  but  from  the  common  interest 
which  I  take  with  the  Ministers  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country,  that  I  implore  the 
Government  not  to  suficr  this  House  to 
separate  for  the  Recess,  without  publicly 


ters  would  bring  in  a  Reform  Bill  on  their 
acceptance  of  oftce;  butlbelieve,  in  my  con- 
science, that  tlie  concessions  made  by  them  to 
the  popular  demands  have  been  far  more  ex- 
tensive than  was  at  all  necessary.  I  wax  not 
prepared  for  so  extravagant  a  measure,  still 
less  could  I  have  thought  that  they  would 
have  ventured  to  bring  in  so  large  a  mea- 
sure of  Reform  within  three  months  after 
they  had  taken  office,  and  while  the  coun- 
try was  yet  agitated  by  the  events  of  the 
French  Revolution.  No  issue  of  this  dis- 
cussion can  be  satisfactory,  for,  decide  as  we 
may,  there  must  be  much  irreparable  eviL 
I  may  he  obliged  to  submit  by  necessity  to 
a  plan  of  Reform  which  I  cannot  success- 
fully oppose,  but  beheving,  as  I  do,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  are  grossly  de- 
ceived, grossly  deluded,  in  their  expecta- 
tions of  the  practical  benefits  they  will  derive 
from  Reform,  I  shall  not  be  precluded  from 
declaring  my  opinion,  and  opposing  that  Re- 
form as  long  as  I  can.  My  opinions  being 
thus  wholly  opposed  to  Ministers  on  the 
question  of  Reform,  I  am  precluded  from 
taking  any  part  whatever  in  the  settlement 
of  the  question.  I  am  satisfied  with  the 
Constitution  under  which  I  have  lived 
hitherto,  which  I  believe  is  adapted  to  the 
wants  and  habits  of  the  people.  I  deplore 
a  disposition  which  seeras  too  prevalent,  to 
innovate  unnecessarily  upon  all  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  1  admit,  that  to 
serve  the  Sovereign  and  the  public  in  an 
oifice  of  honour  and  dignity,  is  an  object  of 
honourable  ambition,  but  I  am  ready  (u 
sacrifice  that  object,  rather  than  incur  the 
responsibility  of  advocating  measures  which, 
I  believe  on  my  conscience,  will  tend  to  the 
destruction  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.  I  will  continue  my  opposition  to 
the  last,  believing,  as  I  do,  tliat  this  is  the 
first  Step,  not  directly  to  revolution,  but  to 
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a  series  of  changes  which  will  affect  the 
property,  and  totally  change  the  character 
of  the  mixed  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try. I  will  oppose  it  to  the  last,  con- 
vinced, that  though  my  opposition  will 
be  unavailing,  it  will  not  be  fruitless,  be- 
cause the  opposition  now  made  will  oppose 
a  bar  to  further  concessions  hereafter.  If 
the  whole  of  the  House  were  now  to  join 
in  giving  way,  it  will  have  less  power  to 
resist  future  changes.  On  this  ground  I 
take  -my  stand,  not  opposed  to  a  well- 
considered  Reform  of  any  of  our  institu- 
tions which  need  reform,  but  opposed  to 
this  Reform  in  our  Constitution,  because 
it  tends  to  root  up  the  feelings  of  respect, 
the  feelings  of  habitual  reverence  and  at- 
tachment, which  are  the  only  sure  found- 
ations of  Government.  1  will  oppose  to 
the  last  the  undue  encroachments  of  that 
democratic  spirit  to  which  we  are  advised 
to  yield  without  resistance.  We  may 
make  it  supreme — we  may  establish  a  re- 
public full  of  energy — splendid  in  talent 
— but  in  my  conscience  I  believe  fatal 
to  our  liberty,  our  security,  and  our 
peace. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  rose  to  defend  him- 
self against  a  charge  of  having  told  a  meet- 
ing of  the  working  classes  in  Lancashire 
which  he  addressed,  that  a  million  a  year 
was  given  on  the  Civil  List  for  the  King's 
personal  expenses :  he  had  never  made  any 
assertion  of  the  kind.  The  meeting  he  ad- 
dressed did  not  deserve  the  character  of 
rabble,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Paymaster  of 


the  Forces  had  represented  them  to  be. 
There  was  scarcely  a  man  in  it  but  was  as 
clean  and  well  looking  and  intelligent  as 
any  man  in  that  House,  and  there  were 
very  few  present  whose  clothes  were  not  as 
well  made  and  as  good  as  those  of  the  dandy 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  The  people 
of  England  would  not  and  ought  not  to  be 
satisfi^  with  the  present  Bill.  Notwith- 
standing the  noble  Lord  had  said,  it  would 
give  a  share  of  the  Representation  to  a  large 
proportion  of  the  people,  he  would  contend 
that  the  words  '*  Representation  of  the 
people  "  ought  not  to  be  used  in  connexion 
with  this  Bill,  for  only  those  who  occupied 
10/.  houses,  and  all  above  that  value  would 
be  represented  by  it.  The  mat  majority 
of  the  working  classes  would  be  excluded. 
As  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Calne 
expected  to  represent  Leeds  when  the  Bill 
had  passed,  he  would  tell  him  that  he  did 
not  know  the  feeling  of  the  people  in  that 
town.  There  was  one  factory  in  which 
130  men  were  employed,  only  three  of 
whom  would  have  a  vote,  and  in  another 
not  one  of  the  operatives  would  be  entitled 
to  the  franchise.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
great  body  of  manufacturers  and  artizans 
would  be  excluded ;  he  therefore  told  the 
House  in  plain  and  distinct  terms,  this  Bill 
would  not  satisfy  the  working  classes. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time.  Ayes  324 ; 
Noes  162  ;— Majority  l62. 

Bill  read  a  second  time.— Adjourned  till 
January  17th. 
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Barnet,  Charles  J Maidstone 

Bayntun,  S,  a.         . .  . .         York 

Beaumont,  Thomas  W.  Northumberland 

Benett,  John      Wiltshire 

Bentinck,  lord  George  . .    King's  Lynn 

Bernal,  Ralph     Rochester 

Blake,  sir  Francis,  bt.  . .  Berwick 
Blamtre,  William  . .  Cumberland 
Blount,  Edward  . .  . .  Steyning 
Blunt,  sir  R.  Charles,  bt.  . .  Lewes 
BouvERiE,  hon.  P.  P.  . .  Downton 
BouvERiE,  hon.  Dune,  P.       New  Sarum 

Briscoe,  John  I Surrey 

Brougham,  William  . .  Southwark 
Brougham,  J.  . .  Winchelsea 

Buck,  Lewis  W Exeter 

Duller,  James  W Exeter 

BuLWER,  E.  L.         .  •  . .       St.  Ives 

Bulwer,  Henry  L Coventry 

BuNBURY,  sir  Henry  E.  . .  Suffolk 
Burdett,  sir  F.,  bt.  . .  West?ninster 
Burrell,  sir  C.  M.,  bt,.  .New  Shorehayn 
Buxton,  Thos.  Fowell      ..      Weymouth 

Byno,  George Middlesex 

Byng,  captain  . .         Milborne  Port 

Byng,  sir  J.    . .  . .  . .         Poole 

Calcraft,  Granby  H.  . .  Wareham 
Calley,  Thomas       . .       . .       Cricklade 

Calvert,  C Southwark 

Calvert,  Nicolson  ..  Hertfordshire 
Campbell,  John        ..        ..       Stafford 

Carter,  J.  B Portsmouth 

Cavendish,  Chas.C.yarmottM,  I,  ofW, 
Cavendish,  Henry  F.  C.  ..  Derby 
Cavendish,  lord  ..         Derbyshire 

Chaytor,  W.  R.  C Durhayn 

Chichester,  John  P.  B.    . .    Barnstaple 

Clive,  Edward  B Hereford 

CocKERELL,  slr  C,  bt.  . .  Evesham 
Coke,  Thomas  Wm Norfolk 


CoLBORNE,  Nich.  W.  R.  .  •  Horsham 
Cradock,  Sheldon  ..  ..  Camelfcrd 
Crampton,  P.  C.  . .  Milbome  Port 
C reeve y,  Thomas  ..  ••  DowKUm 
CuRRiE,  John      • .  •  •         Hertford 

C  URT EI s,  Herbert  B iSkuer 

Davies,  T.  H.  H Worceiter 

Denison,  J.  E.  ..  Notiinghamskire 
Den  I  SON,  Wm.  Joseph  ••  ••  Surrey 
Den  MAN,  sir  Thomas  .  •  NotiiMgkam 
Dundas,  hon.  Thomas  . .  York 

Dun  das,  sir  R.  L.,  bt.  .  •  Richmond 
Dundas,  hon.  John  C.      •  •      Riekmoni 

Easthope,  John Banbury 

Ebrington,  viscount  . .  DevomMkirt 
Ellice,  Edward        • .      . .         Coventry 

Ellis,  Wynn      Leicester 

Etwall,  Ralph  . .  . .  Andotfer 
Evans,  de  Lacy    . .        . .  •  •       Rye 

Evans,  William  B Leomkuter 

Evans,  William Leicesier 

EwA  RT,  W Liverpool 

Fazakerley,  J.  N.  ••  Peterborough 
Fellowes,  H.  a.  W.  . .  Andover 
Ferguson,  sir  R.  C.  . .  Nottingkam 
FiTZROY,  C.  A.  . .  Bury  St.  Edmund^s 
FiTZROY,  lord  James  ..      •.      Thetford 

Foley,  John  H.  H Droiiwick 

Foley,  hon.  Thomas  H.. .  Worcesterskire 
Folkes,  sir  W.  J.  H.  B.,  bt.  . .  Norfolk 
FoRDwicH,  lord  . .  . .  Canterbury 
Fox,  lieut. -colonel     ..  .•  Cahe 

GisBORNE,  Thomas       ..        ••    Stafford 

Glynne,  H ..      FUnt 

Godson,  Richard  . .  . .  St.  Alban*s 
Gordon,  Robert  ..  ..  Cricklade 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  sir  J.  R.G.  Cumberland 
Graham,  sir  Sanford  . .  LudgershaU 
Grant,  rt.  hon.  Robert  ..  Norwick 
Greene,  T.  G.    . .  . .         Lancaster 

Grosvenor,  lord  Robt.  . .  Chester 
Guise,  sir  B.  W.  bt.  . .  Gloucesterskire 
GuRNEY,  Richard  H.        ..        Norwick 

Handley,  W.  F Newark 

Harcourt,  G.  G.  V.     . .      Oxfordshire 

Harvey,  Daniel  W Colckester 

Hawkins,  J.  H Tavistodi 

Heathcote,  sir  G.,  bt.  ..  Rutlandskire 
Heathcote,  Gilbert  J.        ..  Boston 

Heneage,  George  F Lincoln 

Hey  WOOD,  Benjamin       . .      Lancashirt 


649 


DivUhnon 


{ Dec.  17}  the  Second  Readingi 


HoBHOUSE,  sir  John  Cam.  •  •  Westminster 

Hodges,  Thomas  L Kent 

Hodgson,  John  » m  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
HoRKE,  sir  W Newtown 


HosKiNs,  Ked^in 
Howard,  Philip  Henry 
Howard,  Henry 
HowicK,  lord 
Hudson,  Thomas 
Hughes,  colonel 
Hughes,  William  H. 
Hunt,  Henry  . . 
Inoilby,  sir  W.  A.,  bt. 

James,  William      Carlisle 

Jerninoham,  hon.  Hen.  V. ,  .Pontefract 
Johnstone,  sir  J.  V.  B.  . .  Yorkshire 
Jones,  J.  . .  . .  Carmarthen 
Kemp,  Thos.  Read Lewes 


Herefordshire 

'  Carlisle 

Shoreham 

Northumberland 

Evesham 

Grantham 

Oxford 

. .    Preston 

. .   Lincolnshire 


Warwick 

Malton 

Wallingford 

Taunton 

.  •      Oxford 

Somersetshire 

Warwickshire 

Walling  ford 

Hampshire 

Cornwall 

. .    Maldon 


King,  Edward  B. 

Knight,  Henry  G. 

Knioht,  Robert     . . 

La  BOUCHER  E,  Henry 

Lanoston,  James  H. 

Langton,  W,  Gore  . 

Law  let,  Francis  . . 

Lbigh,  T.  C. 

Lefevre,  Charles  S. 

Lemon,  sir  Charles 

Lennard,  Thomas  B. 

Lennox,  lord  William  P.  . .  King*s  Lynn 

Lennox,  lord  Arthur       . .        Chichester 

Lester,  Benjamin  Lester        . .       Poole 

Littleton,  ^ward  John    Staffordshire 

Loch,  John     . .        . .         . .         Hythe 

LuMLET,  John  S.  . .  Nottinghamshire 
LusHiNOTON,  Dr.     . .  . .     Ilchester 

Maberlt,  W.  L Shaftesbury 

Maberly,  John       ..       ..       Abingdon 

Macaulat,  Thomas  B Calne 

Macdonald,  sir  James,  bt.  ..Hampshire 
Mackintosh,  sir  J.  ..  Knaresborough 
Mangles,  James  . .  . .  Guildford 
Marjorfbanks,  Stewart  ..  ..  Hythe 
Ma RRYATT,  Joseph  ..  ..  Sandwich 
Marshall,  William     . .      . .    Beverley 

Mathew,  W Colchester 

MiLBANK,  Mark  ..  ••  Camelford 
MiLDMA Y,  Paulet  St.  John  . .  Winchester 
Mills,  J.  ..  ..  Rochester 

M I LTO N ,  lord  . .  Northamptonshire 
MoRETON, hon.  H.  F.  G.. .  Gloucestershire 


•  ■ 


Morpeth,  viscount 
Morrison,  James 
Mostyn,  Edward  M.  L. 
Newark,  lord 
NoKL,  sir  Gerard  N.,  bl. 
North,  Frederick 
Norton,  hon.  Charles  F. 


. .     Yorkshire 

Ipswich 

Flintshire 

East  Retford 

Rutlandshire 

. .    Hastings 

Guildford 


NvoiiiTylord AyleAwry 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


Pembrokeshire 

Pembroke 

Caernarvon 

Leicestershire 

. .     Bath 

Reading 

Bletchingly 

Bed^fordshire 

Cornwall 

Southampton 

Shaftesbury 

Malton 


■  • 
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QppLEY,  Foster  C Chester 

Ord,  William Morpeth 

Owen,  sir  John,  bt. 
Owen,  Hugh  O. 
Paget,  sir  Charles 
Paget,  Thomas 
Palmer,  Charles 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  visct. 
Paine,  sir  Peter,  bt. 
Pendarvis,  Edw.W.W. 
Penleaze,  John  S. 
Penrhyn,  Edward . . 
Pepys,  C.  C. 

Petit,  Louis  H Ripen 

Petre,  hon.  Edward  R.  •  •  Ilchester 
PHiLLipps,8irR.P.,  bt..  .Haverfordwest 
Philips,  George  Richard  . .  Steyning 
Phillips,  Charles  M.  • .  Leicestershire 
Polhill,  Frederick  . .  . .  Be<fford 
PoNsoNBY,  hon,  J.  B..  .Higham  Ferrars 

Powell,  W.  E Cardiganshire 

PoYNTz,  W.  S Ashburton 

Price,  sir  Robert,  bt.  . .  Hertfordshire 
P  ROT  he  ROE,  Edward      . .      .  •     Bristol 

Pryse,  Pryse Cardigan 

Ramsbottom,  John  ••  .•  Windsor 
Rickford,  William     . .      . .   Aylesbury 

Rider,  Thomas       Kent 

RoBARTs,  Abraham  W.  . .  Maidstone 
Robinson,  sir  George,  bt.  Northampton 
Robinson,  George  R.  . .  Worcester 
RooPER,  John  B.  . .  Huntingdonshire 
Rum  bold,  Charles  E. 
Russell,  lord  John 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Robert  G. 
Russell,  William  . 
Russell,  Charles  . . 
Sandon,  viscount  . . 
Sanford,  E.  a. 

ScHONsw  A  R,  George Huil 

Scott,  sir  Edward  D.  . .  Lichfield 
Sebright,  sir  J.  S.,  bt.  .  •  Hertfordshire 
Skip  WITH,  sir  Gray  . .  Warwickshire 
Slaney,  Robert  A.  ..  Shrewsbury 
Smith,  John  Abel  . .  . .  Chichester 
Smith,  John  ••  ••  Buckinghamshire 
Smith,  Vernon         ..  Northampton 

Smith,  hon.  Robert  J Wycombe 

Smith,  George  R Midhurst 

Smith,  Martin  T Midhurst 

Spence,  G Ripon 

Spencer,  hon.  F.      . .       Worcestershire 

Stanhope,  R.  H Dover 

Stanley,  J.         ..  ..  Hindon 

Stanley,  hon.  Edw.  G.  S.    ..    Windsor 

Stanley,  lord Lancashire 

StephsnboKi  H.  F.  Westlmry 

T2 


Yarmouth 

Devonshire 

Tavistock 

.       . .     Thirsk 

Durham  County 

Reading 

. .    Liverpool 

Somersetshire 
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Majesty  so  please  it,"  rq)licd  Sir  John, 
**  I  will,  but  it  can  only  be  on  one  condi- 
tion." "Name  it,"  "Simply,  that  your 
Majesty  will  so  order  it  that  none  of  the 
Corporation  shall  vote  but  those  I  may 
choose."  The  King  gave  the  order,  and 
Sir  John  was  rctiimcd.  And  it  was  to 
meet  this,  and  similar  gross  violations  of 
(wrporate  rights,  that  it  was  declared  in 
the  Bill  of  Rights,  that  "  elections  shall 
be  free,"  evidently  showing,  that  there  was 
not  the  remotest  connexion  whatever  be- 
tween that  declaration,  and  the  disfran- 
chisement of  small  boroughs. 

One  word  with  rcsjK'ct  to  what  had 
fallen  last  night  fnmi  the  hon.  member 
for  Calne ;  if,  indeed,  it  was  not  something 
worse  than  superfluous,  to  offer  any  addi- 
tional observations,  after  the  unanswerable 
and  matchless  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Croker)  beside  him.  The 
lion.  Member  dwelt  much  on  the  neces- 
sity of  the  Tx^gislature  evincing,  what  lie 
called  an  anivuis,  for  adapting  its  enact- 
ments to  the  growing  wants,  and  intelli- 
gence, and  spirit,  of  the  ago.  He  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  if  there  did  not  exist  an  elastic 
spirit  in  the  Constitution,  expanding  itself 
to  meet  the  temper  of  the  times,  that  there 
was  something  imix;rfect,  something  that 
required  altonition  ;  and  he  would  further 
admit,  that  if  the  boroughs  were  made  of 
such  iron  stufl*,  that  thtty  would  not  yield 
to  the  impressifm  of  improvement,  that 
their  doom  ought  to  be  from  that  moment 
s(*aled.  But  would  any  one,  after  looking 
at  the  acts  of  the  Legislature,  and  of  late 
years  in  particular,  Siiy,  that  the  animus 
of  this  House  laggwl  lichind  the  improve- 
ment of  the  times?  Was  it  not  rather  in 
advance  of  the  spirit  of  the  times  in  what 
it  did  on  the  C-atholic  (Question,  and  on 
that  of  free  trade?  In  what  instance, 
during  the  last  five  years,  would  the  hon. 
Member  iM)int  out,  that  that  House  hiul 
not  kept  pace  with  the  growing  improve- 
ment of  i>ublic  opinion  ?  or,  if  the  hon. 
(ientlenian  prt^ferred  the  ])hrase,  with  the 
"  sjiirit  of  the  age  ?"  If  the  hon.  Clentle- 
man  a>uhl  not  point  out  any;  it  was  most 
unwise  to  attempt,  by  precipiuite  means, 
and  rushing  on  blindly  in  -the  dark,  to 
cflect  a  change  which  was  silently  and 
gnidually  in  i»peration,  and  whii-h  violent 
intoriVrence  on  our  part  could  only  obstruct 
and  retanl.  Had  hon.  MemlK^rs  duly  ani' 
s\i\vt\H\  the  etllvt  of  the  ])r(j|>osed  ehan»'e 
in  our  Constitutif)n,  uih»ii  our  immensi'  ro. 
Kmial  )>oss^\ssi(»ns ?  If  it  were  sjiid,  that  the 
)M>pii)ation  of  India  was  of  so  low  a  grade 


of  intellect,  as  not  to  understand  the  natura 
of  good  government,  he  thought  that  was 
an  additional  reason  for  caution  in  unset- 
tling  a  dominion  which  had  its  foundation 
in  the  feelings,  in  the  habits  and  preju- 
dices connected  with  established  usage,  and 
the  prescriptive  exercise  of  authority? 
Then,  to  look  nearer  home,  let  them  consi- 
der the  eflect  which  their  freely  and  cava- 
lierly destroying  the  smaUer  boroughs 
must  inevitably  have  upon  the  minds  of 
the  people.  If  there  was  any  feeling 
which,  more  than  another,  should  be  die^ 
rished  in  this  country,  it  was  that  of  re- 
gard— scrupulous  regard — ^for  the  interests 
of  property,  and  for  the  preservaUon  of 
those  political  rights  which  were  the  birtb- 
righl  of  freemen.  Was  the  feeling  che- 
rished, by  destroying  small  but  honourable 
boroughs,  merely  because  they  were  small.' 
— ^for  no  effort  was  made  by  Miniatan^  ta 
distinguish  merely  the  small  fnom  the 
nation  boroughs,  though  the  distinctioii 
as  practicable  as  it  was  just.  It  might  be 
very  well  to  say,  that  the  nomination 
boroughs  must  be  got  rid  of,  hut  why 
not  destroy  the  principle  of  nomination,  fay 
extending  the  constituency,  and  reserre  the 
elective  right  to  the  borough?  This  was 
the  very  course  pursued  in  the  case  of  some 
boroughs.  Take  Midhurst  for  example— 
the  mound  Midhurst ;  they  had  been  tx^, 
over  and  over  again,  that,  the  Represent- 
ation of  that  place  belonged  to  a  hole  in 
a  wall ;  but,  after  all,  that  very  hole  in 
the  wall  was  to  retain  its  right.  It  was 
true  that  the  constituency  was  enlarged, 
and  why  not  apply  the  same  principle  to 
other  boroughs,  at  least  equally  adnutting 
of  its  application?  The  noble  Lord  con- 
fessed that  this  great  and  immediate  change 
in  the  Constitution  could  not  he  made 
without  peril,  and  his  noble  colleague,  the 
CiianccUor  of  the  Exchequer,  oddS,  it  he 
thought  it  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
juring the  landed  interests,  he  would,  in- 
stead of  forwanling  the  measure,  oppose 
it.  This  remark  of  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  imply  some  latent  doubt  as  to 
its  working,  but  the  noble  Paymaster  had 
not  distinctly  described  the  nature  of  the 
jKTil  he  anticipated.  Was  it  to  be  found 
in  the  great  extension  of  the  franchise?  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  by  giving  a  vote  to 
10/.  householders,  it  would  be  oonfened 
on  a  class  of  ]iers(ms  of  intelligenoe,  who 
wuU\  not  he  (MLsily  led  astray  by  tlMwe 
whose  interest  or  whose  wish  it  might  be 
tf>  dtH'eive  tliem — a  clam  of  persons  who 
could  not  be  deceived  into  a  belief,  as  Che 
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electors  of  Preston  had  been,  that  the  ^ 
Civil   Liit  for  the  exclusive  use  of  tl|p  '. 
Sovereign^  and  for  his  individual  purposes,  ; 
amounted  to  1,000,000/.  a  year.    He  could  , 
not  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  in  opinion  | 
that  10/.  householders  were  a  class  qualified  ' 
to  draw  profound  conclusions  on  the  intri- 
cate questions  of  commerce  and  legislation, 
or  exempt  from  the  bias  of  party  violence, 
or  deaf  to  the  delusions  and  exaggerations 
by  which  they  would  be  assailed.     He  had 
been  favoured  with  the  copy  of  a  mani- 
festo,  addressed  by  the  Walsall  Political 
Union  to  the  new  constituency  of  that  em- 
bryo borough ;  and  if  that  manifesto  con- 
tained the  appeals  and  arguments  best  suit- 
ed to  their  taste  and  capacity,  he  could  not 
consent  to  any  compliment  paid  to  them 
at  the  expense  of  the  electors  of  Preston. 
'Jlic  House,  however,  migh  t  judge  for  them- 
selves^ for  he  would  resd  an  extract  from 
this  document :— •''  The  reign  of  oppression 
is  nearly  at  an  end ;  the  fiat  of  the  people 
of  England  has  gone  forth,  and  the  decree 
has  b^n  confirmed  by  our  patriot  King, 
that  might  shall  no  longer  triumph  over 
right.      The  Bill  of  Reform  must   pass; 
and  our  future  destinies  will  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of   upwards  of  a   million   of 
Englishmen,  whose  true  interests  are  iden- 
tically the  same  with    those   of  the  still 
greater  body  of  their  unrepresented  fel- 
low-countrymen.    You,  fellow- townsmen, 
will  have  an  important  trust  to  perform  in 
the  great  work  of  national  regeneration. 
Reform  in  Parliament  will  matter  little  to 
us,  if  we  do  not  send  jnen  there  who  will 
do  the  business  of  the  people ;  we  entreat 
—we  implore  you,  then,  in  the  name  of 
our  common  country,  to  look  well  to  the 
character   and   political   principles  of  the 
men  who  may  offer  themselves  as  candidates 
for  your  suffrage.  Do  not  vote  for  any  man 
who  will  not  pledge  himself  to  insist  u^mn 
the  most  rigid  economy  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  public  money,  as  well  as  to  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  all  taxes  which  press  with 
peculiar  weight  u\H)n  the  poverty  and  the 
industry   of    the    nation;    especially    the 
iniquitous    corn-laws,  the   assessed   taxes, 
and  all  acts  imposing  taxes  or  restrictions 
u|)on  the  circulation  of  political  knowledge 
—those  odious  and  oppressive  imposts  whose 
only  ctTccts  are,  by  inducing  ignorance,  to 
lead  to  the  commission  of  crime,  and  to  hide 
from  the  public  gaxc  the  open  profligacy 
and  the  insidious  workings  of  corrupt  and 
tyrannical  governments.     Tlie  abolition  of 
the  monopoly  of  the  East- India  Com]iany 
—the  instant  and  utter  extinction  of  that 


abominable  traffic  in  human  flesh  and  blood, 
denominated    negro-slavery — an     earnest 
endeavour  to  procure  for  the  honest  electors 
of  Great  Britain,  the  protecting  shield  of 
the  Ballot — and  the  limitation  and  duration 
of  Parliaments  to  a  period  not  exceeding 
three  years — on  each  and  all  of  these  im- 
portant questions,  the  man  who  desires  to 
be  your  Representative  ought  to  give  distinct 
and   positive  pledges  that  he  will   act  in 
accordance  with  your  opinion  and  feelings ; 
or,  if  his  own  opinion  shall  come  into  colli- 
sion with  these,  that  he  should  then  resign 
the  trust  which  you  shall  have  delegated  to 
him,  and  thus  afford  you  an  opportunity  of 
choosing  some  other  person  whose  political 
opinions  shall  be  more  congenial  with  your 
own."     He  did  not  mean  for  a  moment  to 
question    the    right   of    the   workmen  of 
Walsall  to  urge  their  opinions  on  these  dif- 
ficult and  most  complicated  questions,  nor 
did  he  mean  to  say,  that  all  which  they  did 
was  not  very  honestly  intended ;  but  what 
he  was  afraid  of  was,  that  when  the  coun- 
try got  a  popular  Parliament,   it   would 
jump  to  conclusions — conclusions  that  might 
be  right  abstractedly,  but  which,  from  the 
great  variety  of  interests  they  embraced, 
required  the  nicest  caution  and  considera- 
tion in  their  management.     In  the  same 
way  with  respect  to  property  :   he  had  no 
fear  of  its  destruction  by  confiscation ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  some  popularity-seeking 
Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer   might  be 
forced  by  a  democratic  assembly  to  propose 
the  repeal  of  taxes,  and  to  adopt  steps  the 
ultimate  tendency  of  which  would  be,  to 
shake  the  confidence  of  the  country  in  the 
security  of  property ;  and  that  confidence 
once  shaken,  there  would  be  an  end  to  the 
chief  stimulus  to  productive  industry,  the 
foundation  of  all  our  wealth,  power,  and 
eminence.     Let  them  look  to  the  present 
state  of  France.    France,  af^er  her  glorious 
revolution — France,  relieved  from  the  load 
of  an   hereditary   peerage,   and  an  esta- 
blished religion — France,  with  her  popu- 
lar king,  whose  only  occupation  it  would 
seem  was  to  run  about  seeking  the  vive 
Ic  roi  of  his  enthusiastically  devoted  sub- 
jects.     And  what  was  the  state   of  this 
favoured  country,  which  had  so  far  out- 
stripped us  in  the  race  of  Reform^  notwith- 
standing the  Kcalous  efforts  of  our  Reform 
Ministers?  Let  hon.  Members,  anxious  for 
the  solution  of  the  question,  read  the  foreign 
corres|X)ndcnce  of   The  Titties,  a  Journal 
aliove  all  exception  ns  a  witness   in    this 
ca.HC,  being  an  advocate  for  Reform,  and 
distinguished  for  the  ability  of  its  foreign 
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correspondents — what  is  their  account  of 
the  state  of  France  in  respect  to  the  em- 
ployment and  happiness  of  the  industrious 
classes^  whose  especial  henefit  is  to  be 
promoted  by  Reform — *' Every  post/'  says 
the  French  correspondent  of  The  Tifnes, 
''brings  fresh  intelligence  to  Paris  from 
all  those  departments  where  any  consider- 
able portion  of  the  inhabitants  depend  for 
their  support  on  the  prosperity  of  their 
trade  or  commerce^  of  the  extreme  stat^  of 
misery  and  depression  to  which  they  are 
reduced  ;  as  an  instance,  you  may  take  that 
portion  of  the  French  territory  which  is 
nearest  to  the  shores  of  England.  The 
towns  of  Arras,  Bethune,  and  Hesdin^  in- 
cluding the  whole  line  of  coast  from  Calais 
to  Etaples,  are  described  to  be  in  a  state  of 
privation  bordering  on  famine."  This  was 
the  condition  of  a  country  with  a  decreasing 
revenue,  a  declining  commerce,  and  a  daily 
increasing  army.  Was  it  to  be  inferred 
from  his  stating  these  facts,  that  he  thought 
that  the  French  were  not  justified  in  resist- 
ing the  illegal  exercise  of  power?  No 
such  thing.  But  he  said,  that  the  effect  of 
all  such  rash  and  precipitate  changes  in 
government  was,  to  suspend  commerce,  to 
derange  industry,  to  put  a  stop  to  credit, 
and  injure  almost  to  death  the  manufac- 
turing and  labouring  classes.  His  object 
was,  to  show  that  any  violent  change  in 
the  constitution  of  a  country,  exposed  to 
hazard  its  dearest  interests,  and  that  no 
such  change  could  be  advisable,  unless 
under  the  pressure  of  a  necessity,  the  exist- 
ence of  which  in  this  country  he  utterly 
denied.  "  I  oppose  the  Bill,"  said  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  conclusion,  ''  not  that  I 
expect  to  be  successful  here  in  my  opposi- 
tion, but  because  I  will  enter  my  solemn 
protest  against  incurring  the  responsibility 
of  making  one  of  the  greatest  and  most 
precipitate  changes  in  a  Constitution,  which 
was  the  very  best  that  ever  existed  in  the 
annals  of  history.  You  should  well  consider 
the  ultimate  effects  of  the  change  you  are 
about  to  accomplish  on  the  three  parts  of 
the  empire.  You  are  about  to  disturb  those 
proportions  which  were  settled  at  the  re- 
spective periods  of  the  Union,  and  to  add 
to  the  already  existing  causes  of  discontent 
and  excitement  in  Ireland,  new  sources  of 
jealousy  and  complaint  which  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary  to  open.  It  is  not  in  the  spirit 
of  hostility,  but  from  the  common  interest 
which  I  take  with  the  Ministers  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country,  that  I  implore  the 
Government  not  to  sufier  this  House  to 
separate  for  the  Recess,  without  publicly 


proclaiming  the  course  th^y  mean  to  pursue 
with  respect  to  the  proportions  of  tlepre- 
sentation  for  the  different  parts  of  the  em- 
pire, particularly  Ireland.  If  you  are  de- 
termined upon  not  adding  to  the  number  of 
the  Irish  Representatives,  say  so;  but  if  you 
are  not  so  determined,  and  feel  that  you 
must  ultimately  concede,  I  say  give  way 
at  once,  and  by  doing  it  graciously  and  in 
time,  make  the  merit  and  favour  your  own. 
I  offer  no  opinion  on  the  justice  or  expe- 
diency of  the  concession,  but  call  upon  Mi- 
nisters to  at  once  avow  their  intentions.  Do 
you,  or  do  you  not,  mean  to  yield  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  Irish  Members ^  I  repeat.  Sir, 
my  opinions  are  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
Bill.  I  expected  that  the  present  Minis- 
ters would  bring  in  a  Reform  Bill  on  their 
acceptance  of  office ;  bu  1 1  believe,  in  my  con- 
science, that  the  concessions  made  by  them  to 
the  popular  demands  have  been  far  moie  ex- 
tensive than  was  at  all  necessary.  I  was  not 
prepared  for  so  extravagant  a  measure,  still 
less  could  I  have  thought  that  they  would 
have  ventured  to  brine  in  so  large  a  mea- 
sure of  Reform  within  three  months  aflter 
they  had  taken  ofhce,  and  while  the  coun- 
try was  yet  agitated  by  the  events  of  the 
French  Revolution.  No  issue  of  this  dis- 
cussion can  be  satisfactory,  for,  decide  as  we 
may,  there  must  be  much  irreparable  eviL 
I  may  be  obliged  to  submit  by  necessity  to 
a  plan  of  Reform  which  I  cannot  success* 
fully  oppose,  but  believing,  -as  I  do,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  are  grossly  de- 
ceived, grossly  deluded,  in  their  expecta- 
tions of  the  practical  benefits  they  will  derive 
from  Reform,  I  shall  not  be  precluded  from 
declaring  my  opinion,  and  opposing  that  Re- 
form as  long  as  I  can.  My  opinions  being 
thus  wholly  opposed  to  Ministers  on  the 
question  of  Reform,  I  am  precluded  from 
taking  any  part  whatever  in  the  settlement 
of  the  question.  I  am  satisfied  with  the 
Constitution  under  which  I  have  lived 
hitherto,  which  I  believe  is  adapted  to  the 
wants  and  habits  of  the  people.  I  deplore 
a  disposition  which  seems  too  prevalent,  to 
innovate  unnecessarily  upon  all  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  I  admit,  that  to 
serve  the  Sovereign  and  the  public  in  an 
office  of  honour  and  dignity,  is  an  object  of 
honourable  ambition,  but  I  am  ready  to 
sacrifice  that  object,  rather  than  incur  the 
responsibility  of  advocating  measures  which, 
I  believe  on  my  conscience,  will  tend  to  the 
destruction  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.  I  will  continue  my  oppontion  to 
the  last,  believing,  as  I  do,  that  this  is  the 
first  step,  not  directly  to  revolution,  but  to 
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a  series  of  changes  which  will  affect  the 
property,  and  totally  change  the  character 
of  the  mixed  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try* I  will  oppose  it  to  the  last,  con- 
vinced, that  though  my  opposition  will 
be  unavailing,  it  will  not  be  fruitless,  be- 
cause the  opposition  now  made  will  oppose 
a  bar  to  further  concessions  hereafter.  If 
the  whole  of  the  House  were  now  to  join 
in  ffiving  way,  it  will  have  less  power  to 
resist  future  changes.  On  this  ground  I 
take  -my  stand,  not  opposed  to  a  well- 
considered  Reform  of  any  of  our  institu- 
tions which  need  reform,  but  opposed  to 
this  Reform  in  our  Constitution,  because 
it  tends  to  root  up  the  feelings  of  respect, 
the  feelings  of  habitual  reverence  and  at- 
tachment, which  are  the  only  sure  found- 
ations of  Government.  I  will  oppose  to 
the  last  the  undue  encroachments  of  that 
democratic  spirit  to  which  we  are  advised 
to  yield  without  resistance.  We  may 
make  it  supreme — we  may  establish  a  re- 
public full  of  energy — splendid  in  talent 
— ^but  in  my  conscience  I  believe  fatal 
to  our  liberty,  our  security,  and  our 
peace. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  rose  to  defend  him- 
self against  a  charge  of  having  told  a  meet- 
ing of  the  working  classes  in  Lancashire 
which  he  addressed,  that  a  million  a  year 
was  given  on  the  Civil  List  for  the  King's 
personal  expenses :  he  had  never  made  any 
assertion  of  the  kind.  The  meeting  he  ad- 
dressed did  not  deserve  the  character  of 
rabble,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Paymaster  of 


the  Forces  had  represented  them  to  be. 
There  was  scarcely  a  man  in  it  but  was  as 
clean  and  well  looking  and  intelligent  as 
any  man  in  that  House,  and  there  were 
very  few  present  whose  clothes  were  not  as 
well  made  and  as  good  as  those  of  the  dandy 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  The  people 
of  England  would  not  and  ought  not  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  present  Bill.  Notwith- 
standing the  noble  Lord  had  said,  it  would 
give  a  share  of  the  Representation  to  a  large 
proportion  of  the  people,  he  would  contend 
that  the  words  '*  Representation  of  the 
people  "  oueht  not  to  be  used  in  connexion 
with  this  Bill,  for  only  those  who  occupied 
10/.  houses,  and  all  above  that  value  would 
be  represented  by  it.  The  great  majority 
of  the  working  classes  would  be  excluded. 
As  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Calne 
expected  to  represent  Leeds  when  the  Bill 
had  passed,  he  would  tell  him  that  he  did 
not  know  the  feeling  of  the  people  in  that 
town.  There  was  one  factory  in  which 
130  men  were  employed,  only  three  of 
whom  would  have  a  vote,  and  in  another 
not  one  of  the  operatives  would  be  entitled 
to  the  franchise.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
great  body  of  manufacturers  and  artizans 
would  be  excluded ;  he  therefore  told  the 
House  in  plain  and  distinct  terms,  this  Bill 
would  not  satisfy  the  working  classes. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time.  Ayes  324* ; 
Noes  162 ; — Majority  l62. 

Bill  read  a  second  time.— Adjourned  till 
January  17th. 
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not  according  to  the  pleasure  of  the  Liord 
Chancellor,  or  of  any  other  oflBcer  in  Ire- 
land. They  were  payable  under  a  law, 
which  was  made  the  law  of  the  land,  not 
by  the  present  Administration,  but  by  those 
who  preceded  them ;  and  these  fees  had  in 
fact  been  reduced  from  about  10/.  to  less 
than  SL — so  that  there  never  was  a  more 
unjust  or  unfounded  cry  against  a  Govern- 
ment than  this  one.  As  to  what  might  be 
the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
relating  to  a  short  Bill,  he  was  unable  to 
answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  question 
on  that  point. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  fhend  had  accurately  described  the 
necessity  tha(  had  arisen  for  the  issue  of  the 
new  Commissions.  As  to  the  amount  of  fees 
charged  upon  them,  he  begged  to  inform 
the  House,  that  a  correspondence  had  taken 
place  between  the  Treasury  and  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  which  had 
led  to  those  fees  being  very  much  reduced 
in  amount.  Their  legality  having  been 
once  admitted,  the  parties  claiming  them 
had  a  right  to  compensation. 

Mr.  Hume  complained  of  the  partial  and 
oppressive  operation  of  the  regulations  made 
by  the  late  Government  with  respect  to  fees. 
The  intention  of  the  Bill  to  which  allusion 
had  been  made,  the  intention  of  his  motion, 
and  the  understanding  of  the  House  were, 
that  no  fee  ought  to  be  charged  beyond 
what  would  pay  for  the  parchment  and  the 
expense  of  transcription ;  but  the  late  Go- 
vernment had,  notwithstanding,  sanction- 
ed  the    exaction  of  heavy  fees.     If  one 
person  more  than  another  was  to  blame 
for  that,  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  (Mr. 
Dawson),    who   had  been  a   member   of 
that  Government,  was  the  person.     As  a 
proof  of  what  he  had  asserted,  he  must  re- 
fer to  a  statement  made  during  the  last 
session,  by  which  it  appeared  that  the  Yeo- 
manry of  the  Guard  were  compelled    to 
pay  31.  ]  5s.  for  the  transcript  of  a  Com- 
mission of  the  size  of  a  common  sheet  of 
paper.     However,  that  did  not  warrant  the 
present  charge;    and  he  hoped  that   the 
Ministers  would  not  follow   a  particular 
course  because  it  had  been  adopted  by  their 
predecessors.      The  gentlemen  who  were 
compelled  to  take  out  these  Commissions 
ought  to  resist  the  payment  of  such  fees  : 
the  Act  of  Parliament  would  give  them 
ample  protection.     They  should  meet  to- 
gether, and  combine  and   resist  the  pay- 
ment, and  let  the  question  be  decided  in  a 
Court  of  Law. 
Mr.  Leader  was  astonished  at  the  at- 


tempt to  charge  the  present  Government 
with  having  encouraged  the  exaction  of 
these  fees,  when  their  endearours  had 
really  been  directed  to  allay  the  disgust 
which  had  been  caused  by  their  previous 
exaction.  That  this  was  the  real  state  of 
the  question,  was  fully  made  out  by  a  reso- 
lution published  by  the  Magistrates  of  the 
county  of  Cork  which  declared  them  to  be 
an  unreasonable  imposition. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  said,  that  he  was 
told  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
that  it  was  necessary  these  fees  should  be 
miid,  as  they  were  sanctioned  by  Act  d 
Parliament,  but  he  thought  they  were 
abolished  by  the  Act  alluded  ta  AU  he 
asked  was,  that  the  Magistrates  in  Ireland 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with 
the  English  Magistrates.  He  was  innmned 
that  the  latter  paid  a  fee  only  of  5s.  He 
would  take  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
question  regularly  forward. 

Mr.  Mackinnon  said,  that  he  had  qualified 
himself  as  a  Magistrate  in  the  county  in 
which  he  resided  in  the  country,  and  also 
at  Westminster.  He  had  paid  no  more  than 
5s.  in  the  one  place,  and  7^*  6d.  in  the 
other. 

Mr.  O'Connor  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  stated  that  be 
was  a  Magistrate  for  two  counties  in  this 
country,  and  that  for  the'renewal  of  his 
commissions  he  had  to  pay  but  5r.  each. 
Now,  I  take  leave  to  state,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  I  am  a  Magistrate  for  two 
counties  in  Ireland,  and  that  for  the  re- 
newal of  my  two  commissions  I  am  required 
to  pay  between  5l.  and  6/.,  though  I  paid 
originally  1 7/.  for  them,  in  the  reign  of 
George  4th. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  had  forgotten  the  words  of  his 
own  Act  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  said,  the  meaning  of  the  Act  was, 
ouly  to  allow  the  expense  of  writing  and 
transcribing  the  document,  but  in  fact,  the 
Act  really  stated,  that  other  chaises  inci- 
dent to  the  preparation,  examination^  and 
signature  of  the  commissions  were  to  be 
charged.  He  must  further  assert,  that  the 
late  Administration  did  not  deserve  the 
reproaches  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
directed  against  it.  If  the  hon.  Member 
thought  proper  to  bring  forward  any 
charges  in  a  regular  manner,  he  (Mr. 
Goulburn)  should  be  fully  prepared  to  meet 
them. 

Returns  ordered. 
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said,  that  a  Petition  had  been  presented 
against  his  return  for  the  county  of  Dorset, 
which  he  felt  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  him  to  resist,  without  entailing  upon 
himself  expenses  which  he  might  find  it  in- 
convenient to  discharge.  In  retiring  from 
the  Representation  of  that  county  he  felt 
it  necessary  to  observe,  that  he  did  it,  not 
from  any  fear  of  the  result  of  an  examina- 
tion before  an  election  Committee,  but  from 
a  fear  of  the  pecuniary  inconveniences  to 
which  that  examination  might  render  him 
liable.  He  was  not  afraid  of  any  attacks 
that  could  be  made,  either  upon  him  or  upon 
his  return.  He  would  declare,  upon  his 
word  of  honour  as  a  gentleman,  that  he 
believed  his  return  to  be  as  good  a  return 
as  ever  had  been  made  to  that  House;  and 
he  was  convinced,  that  if  he  were  to  resist 
the  petition  presented  against  him,  he 
could  make  that  point  clearly  out  to  the 
satisfaction  of  all  who  heard  him.  But  as 
that  would  involve  him  in  expenses  which 
he  could  not  conveniently  discharge,  he  felt 
that  the  best  thing  which  he  could  do  was, 
to  yield  to  necessity,  for  it  was  necessity, 
and  nothing  else,  that  drove  him,  on  this 
occasion,  from  the  field.  He  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  county  intended  to  inter- 
cede for  him,  but  of  that  he  knew  nothing. 
With  the  permission  of  the  Speaker  he 
would  move  that  the  paper,  which  he  then 
handed  in  should  be  read  to  the  House. 
The  paper  read  as  follows : — 

**  To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  in  Parliament  assembled  ; 

"  I,  the  Honourable  A  nthony  Ashley  Cooper, 
commonly  called  Lord  Ashley,  the  sitting 
Member,  elected  and  returned  a  Knight  of  the 
Shire  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for 
the  county  of  Dorset,  do  hereby  declare  and 
notify  to  your  Honourable  House,  that  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  defend  my  election  or 
return  against  the  petition  of  John  Fisher, 
Thomas  Brown,  William  Daniel  Champ, 
William  Mortlock,  Thomas  Stevens,  and 
James  Loveridge,  which  was  presented  to  your 
Honourable  House  on  the  7th  day  of  Decem- 
ber last ;  and  I  do  hereby  acknowledge  this  to 
be  my  declaration,  subscribed  by  me,  and  de- 
livered at  the  Table  of  your  Honourable  House, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in 
the  ninth  year  of  the  reign  of  his  late  Majesty, 
King  George  IV,  intituled  *  An  Act  to  con- 
solidate and  amend  the  laws  relating  to  the 
trial  of  controverted  elections  or  returns  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.^ 

**  As  witness  my  hand,  this  17th  day  of 
January,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
thirty  two. 


The  order  for  submitting  this  petition 
to  an  Election  Committee  on  the  24th  of 
January,  was  then  discharged.  On  the 
question  that  it  be  taken  into  consideration 
on  Thursday,  the  1  st  of  March, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  never  since  he  had 
been  in  Parliament  had  he  heard  any  state- 
ment which  more  clearly  and  forcibly 
proved  the  necessity  of  a  Reform  in  Par- 
liament than  the  statement  which  had  just 
come  from  the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
county  of  Dorset  was  divided  in  opinion. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  upon  his  word 
of  honour,  that  if  he  had  the  means  he 
could  prove  the  justness  of  his  retuni,  and 
defend  himself  from  the  petition  to  which 
his  declaration  referred,  but  that  he  dared 
not  encounter  the  enormous  expense  of  doing 
so.  If  ever  there  was  an  unanswerable 
argument  for  Reform,  this  was  one.  He 
called  on  the  o])ponents  of  all  Reform  to 
say,  whether  the  statement  just  now  made 
by  their  noble  colleague  did  not  imperiously 
call  for  some  Reform  to  be  made,  lessen- 
ing the  expense  of  contested  elections,  and 
by  enabling  counties  to  continue  in  their 
seats  the  men  whom  thev  deemed  best  fit- 
ted  to  act  as  their  Representatives.  If  the 
present  Reform  Bill  did  not  embrace  this 
point,  he  hoped  that  Ministers  would  see 
from  this  transaction,  that  it  was  necessary 
for  them  to  prepare  forthwith  a  bill  which 
would  enable  them  to  accomplish  that 
object. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  observed,  that  the 
memory  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex served  him  as  treacherously  upon  this 
subject  as  it  had  done  a  few  minutes  ago 
upon  the  Act  which  he  had  introduced  to 
abolish  the  payment  of  fees  upon  Commis- 
sions from  the  Crown.  '  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  take  the  trouble  of  looking  into 
the  Bill,  he  would  find  that  it  did  contain 
provisions  on  the  subject.  As  it  was  so 
soon  to  come  before  the  Committee,  he  did 
not  see  the  necessity  of  alluding  to  the 
Reform  Bill  on  a  question  relative  to  the 
Dorsetshire  election.  He  had  been  con- 
vinced, long  before  the  Reform  Bill  was 
introduced,  of  the  necessity  of  some  mea- 
sures for  diminishing  the  expenses  of  elec- 
tions. On  that  point  he  was  nearly  as 
strong  a  Reformer  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  himself.  But,  because  there 
was  one  principle  which  the  most  decided 
Anti-reformers  never  opposed,  the  hon. 
Member's  logic  would  infer  that  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill,  must  be  a 
good  Bill,  because  there  was  an  agreement 
between  all  parties  as  to  the  neoenity  of 
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diminisliing  the  expense  of  county  elec-  | 
tions.  Upon  another  point  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's recollection  was  not  so  accurate  as  it 
generally  was.  He  did  not  seem  to  re- 
collect, that  under  the  Reform  Bill  there 
would  be  no  counties  left;  there  would 
be  only  parts  and  divisions  of  counties. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  hon.  Member  ought 
to  point  out  where  the  Reform  Bill  would 
lessen  the  expense  of  elections.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  introduce  a  clause 
for  that  purpose,  for  in  his  honest  opinion, 
unless  that  was  done  there  would  be  more 
contested  elections  and  greater  expense 
under  the  Reform  Bill  than  by  the  existing 
system. 

The  order  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Petition  on  the  24th  of  January  discharged. 

General  Registry  Bill.]  Lord 
Morpeth  presented  several  Petitions  from 
Yorkshire  against  the  Registry  Bill,  which 
he  would  take  that  opportunity  to  assure  the 
House  were  only  a  prelude  to  many  others 
likely  to  be  sent  up  with  the  same  prayer. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  although  these 
petitions  were  against  the  Registry  Bill 
particularly,  he  did  not  understand  the  pe- 
titioners were  opposed  to  the  principle: 
they  only  desired  that  Yorkshire  should  be 
excluded  from  its  operation,  as  they  had  a 
local  register  for  that  county. 

Sir  Charles  Wether  ell  assured  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  that  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  against  hb  Bill.  He  daily 
received  communications  from  all  parts  of 
the  country,  enclosing  petitions  against  it, 
and  requesting  him  to  offer  every  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure.  It  was  i*egnrded 
with  very  general  alarm,  and  he,  therel'ore, 
hoped  his  lion,  and  learned  friend  would 
withdraw  the  Act  altogether. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  he  was  fullj' 
convinced  that  the  general  feeling  of  the 
country  was  very  dinerent  from  the  repre- 
sentations made  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  He  was  sure  that,  at  the  projier 
time,  he  should  satisfy  the  House  of  the 
expediency  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he 
was  determined  to  proceed  with  it. 

Sir  George  Warrender  said,  he  must 
confirm  the  statement  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend^  the  member  for  Borough- 
bridge.  He  had  received  several  commu- 
nications, urging  him  to  resist  the  measure, 
from  several  parts  of  the  country.     It  was 

fmerally  looked  upon  as  a  most  obnoxious 
ill,  and  had  created  much  alarm. 
Petitions  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 


The  Reform  Bill — Rxtubns.^  Mr. 
Croker,  on  presenting  a  Petidon  from  the 
Corporation  of  Helstone,  pra3ring  that  that 
borough  might  be  struck  out  of  icheditle  B 
in  the  Reform  Bill,  thought  it  his  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state 
of  its  information  on  the  subject.  The  al- 
legations contained  in  the  petitum  had  xe« 
ference  to  the  probable  effects  of  the  present 
Reform  Bill,  both  with  respect  to  that  and 
to  other  boroughs.  He  would  take  on  him- 
self to  say,  that  the  results  at  which  the 
petitioners  had  arrived,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  in  all  respects  correct.  They  complained 
of  the  absurd  mode  in  which  lieutenant 
Drummond  had  proceeded  inhiscalculations. 
He  would  not  enter  on  that  subject  at  pre- 
sent, but  would  defer  his  remarks  until  the 
motion  was  put  for  the  Speakez^s  leaving 
the  Chair.  He  must«  liowever^  now  he 
permitted  to  say,  that  the  scale  on  which 
his  Majesty*s  Ministers  were  about  to  pro- 
ceed, was  the  roost  complicated  and  absurd 
that  could  be  imagined,  and  they  were  pur- 
suing their  course  in  the  absence  of  aU 
authentic  information.  On  the  last  night 
of  their  sitting,  when  the  noble  Lord  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  HousCp  he  (Mr. 
Croker),  feeling  no  desire  for  any  con- 
siderable delay,  had  expressed  his  convic- 
tion, that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
necessary  information  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  in  sufficient  time  to  enaUe  them  to 
meet  on  the  present  day,  in  a  condition  to 
enter  on  the  consideration  of  the  details  of 
this  measure.  The  noble  Lord  hod  imme- 
diately said,  that  he  saw  his  way  clearly 
through  that  objection,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  produc- 
ing the  necessary  information  in  time  ;  and 
both  the  noble  Lords  were  good  enough  to 
state  to  him,  privately,  that  there  would 
be  no  want  of  information,  as  400  sets  of 
the  explanatory  documents  would  be  ready 
for  delivery  on  the  ensuing  Thursday,  and 
the  remainder  on  the  Monday  following : 
in  other  words,  that  the  first  deliveiT 
would  take  place  on  Thursday,  the  SSn^ 
and  the  second  on  Monday,  the  S6th,  of 
December  last.  Satisfied  with  these  assur- 
ances, he  had  made  no  objection  to  that 
course;  but  he  certainly  haa  reason  to  com- 
plain that,  up  to  the  present  hour,  the  in- 
formation thus  promised  had  not  been  pro- 
duced; indeed,  so  far  from  the  promisee 
made  by  the  noble  Lords  having  been  ful- 
filled, the  papers  which  might  have  been 
produced  three  weeks  ago,  were  not  all  yet 
before  the  House ;  and  although  they  were 
.  ow  coming  to  the  discussion  of  one  of  tb« 
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mott  complicated  schemes  that  ever  was 
devised,  ^ey  were  still  without  the  in- 
formation which  the  noble  Lords  had 
assured  him  should  be  placed  in  their  hands 
without  delay.  Since  that  time  two  papers 
had  been^produced>  marked  Nos.  6  and  8  ; 
the  one  marked  No.  5  was  delivered  in  a 
few  days  after  the  House  met,  in  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session.  Now,  he  was  sure 
that  the  noble  Lords  would  not  willingly 
mystify  or  insult  the  House,  by  withhold- 
ing information  which  it  was  in  their 
power  to  produce.  He  was  sure  that  they 
would  be  as  much  surprised  as  he  was, 
when  he  informed  them  of  what  seemed 
like  a  most  studious  concealment  of  the  in- 
formation sought  for.  1  n  this  paper  marked 
No.  5,  which  u  the  appendix  to  Lieutenant 
Drummond's  scale,  and  which  was  delivered 
to  Members  on  the  l6th  December,  1831, 
he  found  an  observation  to  the  effect,  that 
there  was  an  error  in  another  return  re- 
specting the  borough  of  Malton,  which  was 
therein  stated  to  pay  taxes  to  the  amount 
of  1,300^,  whereas  the  figures  ought  to  be 
1,030^,  and  that,  there^re,  the  borough 
was  placed  in  a  wrong  position  on  the  list. 
He  (Mr.  Croker)  was  struck  by  this  ex- 
trordinary  error,  and,  on  examining  both 
the  papers  closely  he  found,  that  the  one, 
Na  8,  which  was  referred  to  as  containing 
the  error,  was  not  produced  until  the  17th 
of  January,  whereas  it  must  have  been 
actually  in  print  on  the  l6th  of  December; 
or  rather,  it  must  have  been  in  print  some 
days  before  that  date,  as  the  typographical 
error  which  it  contains  was  mentioned  and 
corrected  in  the  paper  No.  5,  which  was 
produced  on  that  day;  therefore,  some  per- 
son or  other  must  have  withheld  from  the 
House  for  a  whole  month,  information  which 
had  been  ordered,  and  which  was  actually  in 
print,  and  ought  to  have  been  produced,  on 
the  l6th  of  December.  If  only  one  error 
had  been  committed— if  only  one  document 
had  been  kept  back — he  should  attribute  the 
mistake,  or  the  delay,  to  haste,  to  accident, 
and  the  novelty  and  difficulty  of  the  calcula- 
tions ;  but,  when  he  saw  all  the  information 
so  withheld,  he  was  forced  to  suspect,  that 
there  was  some  one  connected  with  the  pre- 
paration of  the  papers,  who  desired  to  keep 
Dack  from  the  House,  as  much  as  possible, 
the  information  which  had  been  called  for. 
But  that  was  not  alL  One  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  provided  that  certain  counties, 
containing  more  than  1 50^000  inhabitants, 
should  be  divided  into  two  parts,  and 
return  four  Members;  and  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  bad  very  properly  undertaken 


to  furnish  the  House  with  correct  in* 
formation  as  to  the  population  of  those 
counties ;  but  what  would  the  House  think 
when  he  showed,  that  the  accounts  respect- 
ing  them  were  made  up  so  artfully,  that  no 
man  could  ascertain  from  them  the  amount 
of  the  population  of  those  counties,  without 
making  arithmetical  calculations,  of  which 
surely  the  House  might  have  been  spared 
the  trouble  ?  The  total  population  of  no 
one  county  was  given ;  indeed,  there  was  no 
total  whatever  given.  The  various  divisions 
of  the  several  counties  had  been  taken,  and 
the  population  of  each  local  division,  such 
as  hundreds,  wapentakes,  &c.,  given,  and 
all  still  in  separate  items,  although  assuredly 
the  professed  purpose  of  the  Returns  was, 
to  show  the  total  amount  of  the  population 
in  each  county,  and  the  total  amounts 
which  were  to  be  allotted  to  each  division. 
What  had  been  laid  before  the  House 
looked  like  information,  but  was  in  fact  the 
very  reverse. 

He,  therefore,  submitted  to  the  House 
the  necessity  of  not  going  into  Committee 
upon  the  Bill,  until  sufficient  time  should 
have  been  allowed  for  the  examination 
of  the  accounts,  which  had  not  yet 
been  completed,  and  which  were  indis- 
pensable for  a  full  understanding  of  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  a  week  or  two,  at 
least,  would  be  necessary  for  that  purpose ; 
particularly  as  it  had  been  previously  pro- 
mised by  the  noble  Lords,  that  the  docu* 
ments  should  be  distributed  full  three  weeks 
before  the  committal  of  the  Bill;  but  he 
had  heard  that  it  was  still  intended  to  go 
into  Committee  on  Friday  night.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  that  intention  would  not  be 
persevered  in.  He  had  spent  many  anxious 
hours  in  the  consideration  of  the  papers 
which  had  been  already  furnished,  and  he 
was  desirous  of  a  little  further  time  to  elu- 
cidate them,  for,  from  what  he  could  ob- 
serve, he  was  convinced  that  the  details  of  the 
new  Bill  were  extremely  complicated,  and 
the  principle  involved  in  them  was  of  greater 
importance  than  it  appeared  at  the  first 
glance.  In  the  meantime,  he  trusted  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  would  hasten  the  pro* 
duction  of  the  remaining  papers.  He  con« 
eluded  by  presenting  a  petition  ifrom  the 
inhabitants  of  Helstone,  Cornwall,  praying 
that  that  borough  might  be  taken  out  en 
the  schedule  in  which  it  stands  in  the  new 
Reform  BiU. 

Lord  JoAii  Russell  said,  he  had  observed, 
when  the  former  Bill  was  under  considera- 
tion, that  though  something  might  be 
gained  by  proceeding  on  the  new  popuktioQ 
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Returns,  they  would  nevertheless  lead  to 
long  and  difficult  calculations.  He  was  not, 
therefore,  surprised,  when  they  came  to 
specify  parishes  and  boroughs,  and  the  towns 
belonging  to  them,  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  attended  with  considerable  difficulty,  and 
that  some  of  the  calculations  should  be  er- 
roneous. But  though  that  difficulty  or 
inconvenience  was  foreseen,  still  it  was 
deemed  better  for  Parliament  to  assemble 
before  Christmas,  than  to  delay  the  mea- 
sure entirely,  while  the  necessary  cor- 
rections were  in  progress.  If  Gentlemen 
would  look  to  Lieutenant  Drummond's  re- 
ports, they  would  find  in  that  list,  that 
there  were  certain  places  yet  under  consi- 
deration, and  that  there  was  some  incorrect- 
ness in  the  papers  already  given.  He  had, 
however,  hoped  that  a  number  of  correct 
copies  of  the  Returns,  relative  to  the  bo- 
roughs inserted  in  the  schedules,  would  have 
been  ready  in  the  week  after  Parliament 
had  adjourned.  He  had  unfortunately  been 
disappointed  ;  and  he  was  sure  that  all  those 
who  were  concerned  in  the  production  of 
those  documents,  regretted  that  they  could 
not  be  got  ready  so  soon  as  had  been  ex- 
pected. Some  of  the  tables  were  then 
under  consideration,  and  others  had  been 
laid  before  Parliament  previous  to  the  re- 
cess. It  was,  however,  considered  useless 
to  produce  a  number  of  papers,  some  of 
which,  it  appeared  on  examination,  would 
have  to  be  corrected  by  others.  Therefore, 
when  Lieutenant  Drummond  told  him  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make  corrections 
in  some  of  the  papers,  he  at  once  said,  that 
it  would  be  better  to  keep  back  the  docu- 
ments, in  order  that  the  corrections  should 
be  properly  made.  The  papers  were  now 
ready,  and  would,  in  the  course  of  the  week, 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members.  As  to 
the  Returns  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to,  respecting  the  population 
of  certain  counties,  they  were  not  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  population 
of  the  counties  at  large,  because  that  had 
been  already  ascertained  in  other  Returns 
before  the  House,  but  with  a  view  to  the 
division  of  the  counties.  The  object  was, 
that  the  House,  by  having  the  population 
of  the  hundreds  severally  before  it,  might 
be  better  able  to  make  an  equal  division. 
There  had  been  no  unnecessary  delay  in 
producing  the  information  required  by  the 
House ;  and,  as  he  had  already  said,  suffi- 
cient time  would  be  given  for  the  examin- 
ation of  the  documents.  He  could  not 
oonnder  that  any  reasons  had  been  advanced 
for  the  postponement  of  the  Committee ; 


but  he  thought  that^  as  the  papers  were 
voluminous,  and  required  attenfcioa  to 
particular  places,  it  was  desirable  tfa^ 
should  be  some  time  in  the  hands  of  the 
Members ;  and  if  it  were  deemed  advisable, 
those  parts  of  the  Bill,  respecting  boroughs 
to  which  the  papers  particularly  referred, 
might  be  postponed,  whilst  other  portions 
of  the  Bill  were  proceeded  with.  By 
adopting  this  course,  sufficient  time  would 
be  afforded  to  Gentlemen  for  the  examination 
of  those  documents.  He  and  his  noble 
friend  were  perfectly  ready  to  make  any 
arrangement  for  that  purpose  whidi  might 
accommodate  hon.  Members  oppodte.  He 
might  take  that  opportunity  of  reminding 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Groker) 
that  he  had  pledged  himself  to  piove  the 
ignorance  of  Lieutenant  Drummcmd^  and  to 
show  that  the  same  results  as  to  the  relatire 
value  of  the  boroughs  set  down  in  the  sche- 
dules, could  be  obtanied  by  the  simple  addi- 
tion of  the  population  and  the  taxes,  as  had 
been  arrived  at  by  Mr.  Drummond's  more 
elaborate  calculation.  Now  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  thought,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  incur  the  imputatMm 
of  ignorance  which  he  cast  upon  Mr. 
Drummond — an  imputation  which  might 
be  thought  not  a  little  presumptuous,  espe- 
cially as  that  gentleman  was  known  only 
for  his  great  learning  in  that  parUcolar 
department  of  science — if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  make  good  his  charges 
he  would  certainly  seem  liable  himsdf  to 
his  own  imputation  of  ignorance. 

The  petition  was  read.    On  the  Motion 
that  it  be  laid  on  the  Table, 

Mr.  Croker  rose  to  answer  the  challenge 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  would  first  remind 
the  House  of  what  passed  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  ;  he  had  in  his  hands  only  the 
letter  of  Lieutenant  Drummond  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  explanatory  of  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  had  formed  a  certain  list 
of  boroughs,  but  he  had  neither  that  list 
itself,  nor  the  amounts  of  population  and 
taxes  on  which  it  professed  to  be  calculated; 
and  undoubtedly,  from  that  explanatoiy 
letter  he  was  induced  to  say,  what  he  now, 
on  the  same  evidence,  repeated,  that  taking  ^ 
Lieutenant  Drummond's  principles  from 
that  letter,  and  judging  of  them  by  the  , 
examples  therein  given,  that  gentleman  I 
had  made  the  most  complicated  and  absurd 
calculations  which  had  ever  fallen  under 
his  notice,  and  that  the  simple  addition  of 
the  numbers  would  have  produced  the  same 
results  exactly  as  Lieutenant  Drummond 
had  arrived  at  I7  a  long  oomhmation  oF 
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decimal  fractions.  His  authority  for  that 
assertion  was  the  statement  of  Mr.  Drum- 
mond  himself,  who  acknowledging,  in  that 
same  letter  to  Lord  Melhoume,  that  the 
calculation  was  somewhat  complicated, 
thought  it  right  to  lay  before  the  noble 
Secretary  examples  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  proceeded.  For  this  purpose 
he  took  five  boroughs,  calling  them  A,  B,  C, 
D,  £,  and  setting  down  to  each  whatever 
numbers  he  chose,  he  exhibited  his  mode  of 
calculation,  and  it  so  happened,  that,  in  all 
the  five  instances  thus  selected  by  Mr. 
Drummond  himself  as  examples,  the  results 
given  by  his  operose  calculations  were  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  would  be  produced  by 
the  simple  addition  of  the  original  numbers: 
for,  upon  adding  them,  although  the  num- 
bers so  produced  differed  in  amount  from 
those  produced  in  the  more  complicated  oper« 
ation  of  Mr.  Drummond,  yet  they  were 
precisely  the  same  in  order,  and  the  relative 
value  of  the  places  was  similarly  ascer- 
tained. The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  might 
say,  that  although  it  was  the  same  when 
five  boroughs  were  taken,  it  would  not 
be  so  when  there  were  120  boroughs  in 
the  calculation.  But  that  was  no  answer 
to  him  (Mr.  Croker).  He  spoke  from  the 
document  in  his  hands,  and  from  the  in- 
formation as  it  stood  when  he  addressed  the 
House;  but  did  not  the  noble  Lord  also 
know,  that  if  the  number  was  increased  to 
SOO,  the  difference  occurring  in  the  former 
case  might  be  removed?  for,  by  a  slight 
difference  in  the  proportion  of  the  houses  to 
the  taxation  in  the  different  boroughs,  which 
might  be  obtained  by  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  the  boroughs  taken  into  the  calcu- 
lation, the  inequsdity  might  be  redressed. 
But  the  House  would  bear  in  mind, 
that  when  he  spoke  upon  the  subject, 
he  knew  only  of  the  five  borouehs  given 
in  Mr.  Drummond's  illustration;  and 
in  that  example  there  was  no  difference  in 
the  resultsof  the  simple  addition  and  his  com- 
plicated fractional  process.  But  since  the 
delivery  of  the  list  itself,  he  found  that  it 
was  liable  to  still  more  serious  objections. 
It  was  formed  on  arbitrary  assumptions, 
and  liable  to  be  seriously  affected  by  the 
caprice  or  partiality  of  the  calculator :  for 
example,  by  the  addition  of^the  ten  boroughs 
at  the  top  of  the  list,  the  returns  relative 
to  which  Lieutenant  Drummond  had  chosen 
to  exclude— Lord  knows  why— from  his 
calculations,  and  by  that  of  the  ten  others 
at  the  bottom,  equally,  and  without  any 
assigned  reason,  excluded  also,  it  might  be 
found  that  a  great  difference  was  made  in 


the  relative  positions  of  the  intermediate 
boroughs.  That  would  depend  alone  on 
the  proportion  which  might  be  made  to 
appear  between  the  number  of  houses  and 
the  amount  of  the  taxation  in  the  whole  of 
the  selected  boroughs.  All  this  looked  very 
like  unfairness,  and  he  could  not  but  com- 
plain that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  been  so 
eood  as  to  forward  him  the  amount  of.popu« 
lation  and  taxes  on  these  ten  excluded  bo- 
roughs, as  he  had  requested  by  a  note  writ- 
ten several  weeks  since,  which  the  noble 
Lord,  though  he  had  had  the  courtesy  to 
promise,  had  not  yet,  agreeably  to  that 
promise,  performed.  He  had  a  strong  feel- 
mg  that  the  House  ought  to  be  put  in 
possession  of  the  cases  of  these  ten  bo- 
roughs, for  he  had  bestowed  much  atten- 
tion on  the  principles  of  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond's  plan,  and  he  believed  that  he  should 
be  able  to  show  the  House,  that  a  less  satis- 
factory means  of  obtaining  the  desired  re- 
sult could  not  well  have  neen  resorted  to. 
Until  he  had  the  whole  information,  how- 
ever, before  him,  and  knew  the  respective 
cases  fully,  he  could  not  tell  how  differently 
the  two  different  modes  of  calculation  might 
affect  the  list,  as  the  whole  relation  might 
be  altered  by  the  additional  boroughs  taken 
into  the  account. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  reason  as- 
signed by  Lieutenant  Drummond  for  omit- 
ing  those  boroughs  out  of  the  list  upon 
which  his  calculations  had  been  founded, 
was,  that  they  were  so  insignificant  and  so 
exceedingly  various  — some  having  few 
houses  and  paying  a  considerable  portion  of 
assessed  taxes,  while  others  had  a  great 
many  houses  and  paid  but  a  small  propor- 
tion of  taxes — that  their  omission  from  that 
list  would  make  no  material  alteration  in 
the  calculations  founded  upon  it.  He  was 
sorry  that  he  was  not  at  present  able  to 
furnish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
information  as  to  those  ten  boroughs  which 
he  asked  for.  He  had  spoken  to  Lieute- 
nant Drummond  on  the  subject;  but  he 
had  been  so  engaged  that  he  was  not  able 
to  produce  it.  However,  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  should 
have  it  forthwith.  With  regard  to  one  of 
those  boroughs  —  namely,  Old  Sarum  — 
there  had  been  no  answer  returned ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that 
there  were  any  houses  in  that  borough,  or 
that  it  had  paid  any  taxes,  it  was  open  to 
him  to  move  for  a  return  on  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  laboured 
to  show  that  the  addition  of  those  ten 
boroughs  would    alter    the  principle  on 
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which  the  calculations  of  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond  were  founded,  and  in  doing  so  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  reminded  him  of 
those  Turkish  mathematicians  who,  when 
asked  how  many  right  angles  there  were  in 
a  triangle,  replied,  that  that  would  depend 
upon  me  size  of  the  triangle.  The  fact 
was,  as  he  understood  it  from  Lieutenant 
Drummond,  that  the  including  those  smaller 
horoughs  in  the  list  would  make  little  or 
no  dinerence  in  the  calculations  which  he 
had  made  out. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  the  rule  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his  calcula- 
tions was  erroneous,  inasmuch  as  he  consi- 
dered that  the  numerators  of  portions  might 
be  added  toother,  although  the  denomina- 
tors were  different:  thus  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added  the  numerators  of  two 
fractions,  one  of  which  had  a  denominator  of 
432,  and  the  other  a  denominator  of  545. 
Nothing  could  be  more  simple  than  the 
arithmetic  of  Lieutenant  Drummond,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  complicated  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They 
had  both  to  add  a  number  of  fractions  hav- 
ing different  denominators,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  content  with  addnig 
the  numerators  only,  leaving  the  denomina- 
tors as  he  found  them ;  whilst  Mr.  Drum- 
mond took  the  much  more  simple  and  ra- 
tional method — reducing  all  his  fractions  to 
others  having  a  common  denominator.  He 
believed,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  only  refresh  his  memory  a  little,  by 
looking  into  "  Cocker,"  or  any  other  of 
the  vulgar  Treatises  on  Arithmetic  for 
the  use  of  children,  he  would  find  the 
method  which  Lieutenant  Drummond  had 
followed,  was  there  set  forth  and  exemplified, 
but  no  mention  was  made  of  the  process 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  preferred. 

Mr.  Croker  had  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion was  complicated,  but  certainly  not 
so  much  so  as  he  now  suspected  that  it 
must  be,  as  the  ingenious  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  clearly  showed 
that  he  did  not  understand  it.  In  his 
(Mr.  Crokcr's)  proposition,  there  was  no 
question  about  numerators  or  denominators, 
nor  was  it  a  question  of  fractions,  vulgar 
or  decimal:  he  asserted,  that  the  simple 
addition  of  the  original  numbers  would,  in 
the  five  instances  given  by  Lieu  tenant  Drum- 
mond as  examples,  pn)duce  the  same  result 
as  hu  complicated  calculation  ;  that  was 
what  he  said,  and  that  was  undeniably 
true  ;  so  true  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  had,  in  private  conversation  after 
the  former  debate,  admitted  to  him,  that  as 


far  as  regarded  Lieutenant  Dntmmond'f 
letter,  and  Lieutenant  Drummond's  exam- 
ples^ he  (  Mr.  Croker)  was  dearly  in  tbe  rijght. 
He  would  now  further  observe,  that  ir  in- 
stead of  100  boroughs,  the  Ministen  had 
taken  either  eighty-six,  the  whole  number 
in  both  schedules,  or  sixty,  the  number 
which  were  placed  in  peril  of  schedule  A, 
the  last  eleven  of  those  sixty  would  quite 
alter  their  position  in  relation  to  the 
others.  And  he  need  not  remind  the 
House,  that  the  numbers  from  fif^  to 
sixty  contained  the  critical  part  of  the 
list — that  part  through  which  the  line  of 
disfranchisement  was  to  pass ;  and  what 
he  complained  of  was,  that  the  calcvla- 
tion  was  so  planned,  that  the  fktal  line 
might  fall  just  where  the  calculator,  hj 
the  arbitrary  addition  or  exclusion  of  bo« 
roughs,  might  choose.  But  then  the  noUe 
LoiS  said,  that  the  first  ten  boroughs  on  the 
list  were  comparatively  unimportant^  as  re- 
garded both  the  number  of  houses,  and  Uie 
amount  of  assessed  taxes.  The  sameolgee- 
tion  might  apply  to  the  twentj  boraui^ 
that  occurred  afterwards  in  the  lut.  It  was 
not,  however,  for  the  noble  Lord  or  Lien- 
tenant  Drummond  to  determine  whether 
they  were  unimportant  places  or  not,  but  the 
greatest  attention  ought  to  have  been  paid 
to  have  the  whole  calculations  made  with 
the  utmost  fairness  and  accuracy.  H^ 
therefore,  thought  the  figures  which  ap- 
plied  to  these  boroughs  ought  to  be  fur- 
nished without  delay,  for  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  discover  on  what  principle  thef  had 
been  omitted  in  the  calculation. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  not  say  wheAer, 
in  the  case  supposed  by  the  rii^t  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  list  would  be  so  imected  or 
not.  But  he  had  already  explained,  diat 
Mr.  Drummond  was  of  opinion,  that  if 
those  boroughs  had  been  added,  the  Ust 
would  not  be  so  fair  as  it  was  by  leaving 
them  out 

Petition  to  be  laid  on  the  TaUe.  On 
the  motion  that  it  be  printed, 

Mr.  fVarburton  observed,  that  the 
great  difference  between  the  calculations 
of  Lieutenant  Drummond  and  those 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  founded  an 
universal  rule  upon  five  boroughs,  while 
Lieutenant  Drummond  founded  his  upon 
the  whole,  or  at  least  a  great  minority  of 
the  boroughs.  He  woula  admit,  that  in 
the  case  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  result  would  be  the  same  as  regarded 
the  order  in  which  the  boroughs  in  qoea* 
tion  were  placed.      His  dbjectum  to  Um 
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assomption  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was^  that  his  calculation  only  applied  toa 
particular  case^  and  could  not  be  regarded 
as  a  general  rule. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  his  right  hon. 
friend  was  fully  justified  in  applying  the 
language  he  had  used  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion^ in  reference  to  the  cases  of  the  five 
boroughs  as  riven  by  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond.  At  uiat  time  the  whole  of  the 
list  had  not  been  seen  by  his  right  hon. 
friend,  and  the  natural  inference  was,  that 
the  whole  would  have  shared  the  same 
result  that  a  portion  did,  if  a  fair  specimen 
of  the  rule  had  been  given  ;  but,  leaving 
these  minor  details  for  the  present,  the 
great  question  to  be  considered  was,  whether 
the  House  was  to  go  into  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill  on  Friday  next,  without  having 
the  necessary  information  to  proceed  upon. 
It  was  impossible  for  them  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  until  they  had 
laid  before  them  information  as  to  the 
limits  of  the  several  boroughs  upon  which 
the  amount  of  their  houses  and  taxes  had 
been  calculated.  He  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  feel  no  difficulty  in  postponing 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  for  a  few  days, 
in  order  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
having  that  information  in  their  possession. 

Lord  AUhorp  remarked,  that  on  going 
into  Committee,  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  take  the  discussion  on  either  of  the 
schedules  in  the  commencement,  and  there- 
fore, that  there  would  be  no  reason  for 
postponing  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
altogether  until  the  information  with 
regard  to  the  boroughs  was  before  them. 
He  need  not  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  the  length  of  time  which  the 
other  parts  of  the  Bill  took  in  Committee 
on  a  former  occasion  ;  and  as  it  appeared 
to  him  that  all  the  enacting  parts  of  the 
Bill  would  be  as  well  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee without  the  information  in  question, 
he  could  not  consent  to  a  postponement  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  from  Friday 
next. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  in  a  communication 
to  Lieutenant  Drummond,  stated  to  him, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  were  de- 
termined to  found  the  Reform  Bill  "  upon 
a  new  basis."  Were  they,  he  would  ask, 
to  fp  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  without 
having  that  basis  before  them  ? 

Mr.  Gtmlhurn  maintained,  that  they 
could  not  be  properiy  guided  as  to  the 
propriety  of  going  into  Committee  on  the 


Bill,  without  having  the  basis  upon  which 
it  was  founded  before  them. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Buckingham  Palace."]  Lord  Dun- 
cannon  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  resolving  itself  into- Committee  on 
the  Land  Revenue  Bill. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  he  rose  to 
protest  against  expending  75,000/.  towards 
completing  this  palace.  He  entertained 
very  serious  doubts  whether  that  sum  would 
be  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  after  the  ex- 
perience they  had  had  of  the  excess  of  the 
sums  required  beyond  the  estimates  fur- 
nished, and  the  equivocal  statement  that  a 
further  sum  would  be  wanted  for  the  pro- 
viding state  apartments.  It  was,  therefore, 
upon  general  principles,  as  well  as  from 
local  knowledge,  that  he  objected  to  this 
proposed  outlay,  as  a  wasteful  expenditure 
of  the  public  money,  upon  a  building,  the 
extent  and  taste  of  which  he  might  after- 
wards have  reason  to  condenin.  He 
thought  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to 
leave  this  building  as  it  was,  until  some 
ulterior  measure  might  be  adopted,  by 
which  the  whole  case  would  be  fully  before 
them. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
sura  of  75,000/.,  which  the  House  was  now 
called  upon  to  vote  for  this  building,  would 
be  sufficient  for  its  final  completion,  and  if 
not,  whether  the  Commissioners  would  be  at 
liberty  to  advance  a  further  sum,  as  the 
vote  had  expressly  stated  this  sum  was  for 
the  completion  of  Buckingham  Palace.  If, 
therefore,  it  was  not  sufficient  for  that 
purpose,  not  one  shilling  ought  to  be  ex- 
pended, until  the  House  had  been  supplied 
with  full  information,  that  no  deception, 
might  be  practised  as  to  the  amount  that 
would  finally  complete  the  building. 

Lord  Dtincannon  said,  that,  according  to 
the  estimate  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House,  this  sum  would  be  sufficient  to 
complete  the  palace,  independent  of  the 
state  apartments.  The  present  estimate 
had  been  formed  in  compliance  with  the 
plan  which  had  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  greatest  care  had  been  taken 
to  have  as  accurate  a  calculation  as  the 
subject  would  admit  of.  He  was  fully  per- 
suaded the  sum  would  be  found  sufficient 
for  the  purpose  intended* 

Mr.  Hume  would  like  to  know  upon 
what  authority  the  pledge  of  the  noble  Ix>rd 
was  given.  They  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
a  pledge  given  to  them  on  this  subject  by  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which  turned 
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out  to  be  worth  nothing.  There  was 
scarcely  any  part  of  the  plan  for  the  repair 
of  the  building  which  had  not  been  repeat- 
edly altered.  The  expenditure  for  building 
and  repairing  palaces  had  much  occupied 
public  attention^  and  great  indignation  had 
been  manifested  at  the  apparently  wasteful 
expenditure.  Before  this  sum  was  voted, 
and  the  bill  was  passed,  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  public  would  be  satisfied. 

Lord  Duncan non  said,  that  he  could  only 
answer  the  question  according  to  the  esti- 
mate which  had  been  prepared.  According 
to  the  plan  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
Committee,  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
no  further  sum  would  be  demanded  from 
the  public  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
completion  of  the  building  had  been  con- 
tracted for,  80  that  the  public  might  rest 
satisfied  that  this  sum  would  be  sufficient  ? 

LfOrd  Duncannon  replied  that  it  had  been 
contracted  for  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  he  had  serious  doubts 
whether  the  sum  of  75,000/.  would  be 
sufficient  to  complete  this  building.  He, 
however,  was  glad  to  find  this  sum  was  not 
to  come  directly  out  of  the  pocket  of  the 
public,  but  out  of  the  produce  of  the  sale 
of  Crown  lands.  He  wished  to  have  the 
whole  sum  stated  specifically  which  it  would 
take  to  render  the  palace  habitable  as  a 
residence,  because  the  architect,  Mr.  Blore, 
had  stated  in  his  report  last  summer,  that 
if  this  object  were  to  be  accomplished,  it 
would  require  some  houses  to  be  bought  up 
in  the  neighbourhood,  "  of  unascertained 
extent  and  value."  This  alarmed  him, 
particularly  when  he  recollected  that  the 
first  estimate  for  the  repair  of  the  palace 
was  252,000/.  In  the  following  year  it 
was  stated  that  331,000/.  would  be  re- 
quired for  that  purpose,  the  third  estimate 
amounted  to  432,000/.,  and  the  fourth  to 
496,000/.  and  he  believed,  if  the  case  was 
fully  investigated,  that  the  actual  sum  al- 
ready expended  on  this  building  exceeded 
600,000/.  He  was  aware  that  the  pro- 
posed outlay  was  to  be  mado,  in  conformity 
with  the  report  of  a  Select  Committee,  to 
save  any  further  expense  in  respect  of  St. 
James's  Palace,  but  as  Buckingham  Palace 
had  no  state  apartments  connected  with  it,  a 
large  additional  sum  would  be  required  for 
the  erection  of  such  rooms  and  a  still  further 
and  larger  sum  would  be  wanted  for  fix- 
tures, decorations,  and  furniture.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  have  a  full  statement 
of  the  whole  amount  that  would  be  ne- 


cessary to  complete  all  these  ohjecti  before 
they  proceeded  further.  The  public  bad 
a  right  to  know  all  the  probable  cost  for 
such  matters,  or  they  might  be  ledgraduaUj 
to  an  interminable  and  endless  expense. 

Lord  Duncannon  remarked,  that  Mr. 
Blore  had  made  two  reports— the  first,  ts 
to  the  estimate  necessary  to  complete  thii 
building,  and  to  fit  it  up  as  a  royal  resi- 
dence :  and  he  had  distinctly  stated,  that 
75,000/.  would  be  a  sufficient  sum  for  that 
purpose.  Tlie  second  report  referred  to 
the  probable  cost  of  state  apartments,  and 
that  gentleman  had  therein  stated  that  bis 
attention  had  not  been  particularly  dirfftwl 
to  that  subject,  but  that,  if  such  a  plan  wai 
in  contemplation,  it  would  be  neoessazy  to 
purchase  a  number  of  houses  in  tbe  vidnity 
of  the  Palace,  the  value  of  which  be  had 
no  means  of  ascertaining.  With  xefereoee 
to  furniture,  he  begged  leave  to  observe 
that  there  was  a  large  quantity  in  stOKy 
which  it  was  proposed  to  place  in  tbe  new 
Palace. 

Mr.  Hunt  saw  little  reason  for  the  boo. 
member  for  Surrey  to  congratulate  himself 
and  the  country  on  the  saving  to  tbe  public^ 
by  the  mode  Government  proposed  to  raise 
the  money  to  finish  this  buildLuig.  Was  it 
not  the  same  if  the  property  of  tbe  public 
in  Crown  lands  was  sold,  and  the  public 
revenue  thereby  diminished,  as  if  it  woe 
taken  away  by  direct  taxation  ?  By  taxa- 
tion, of  course,  they  must  supply  tbe  de- 
ficiency in  the  usual  annual  receipt  of 
Crown  land  revenue. 

Lord  A  thorp  said,  that  this  was  tbe  esd* 
mate  of  the  architect  for  the  building:  Mr. 
Blore  was  that  architect ;  and  from  what 
he  knew  of  him,  he  believed  that  the  build- 
ing would  be  completed  for  tbe  amount 
tiven  in  the  estimate:  undoubtedly,  the 
xtures  and  furniture  were  not  included*  but 
as  his  noble  friend  had  already  explained,  be 
hoi)ed  there  would  not  be  a  very  heavy 
charge  on  those  accounts,  from  the  quantity 
of  furniture  now  in  hand.  It  was  quite  tme 
that  the  Crown  lands  were  under  tbe  ooo* 
trol  of  Parliament,  and  no  difierence  could 
be  made  between  them  and  other  public 
property,  but  it  was  considered  the  present 
was  the  most  convenient  way  of  meeting 
the  expense. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  read,  and  the 
House  went  into  Committee. 

Lord  Duncannon  moved  that  the  first 
clause  of  the  Bill  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Goulburn  objected  to  the  principle 
of  taking  the  Crown  lands  to  defray  tbe 
expense,  and   he  hoped  the   Comniltoe 
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would  not  sanction  the  adoption  of  such  a 
measure. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  last  person  who  ought  to 
have  made  such  an  ohjection,  as  the  building 
of  the  Palace  had  been  carried  on  by  the 
late  Government,  and  a  certain  portion  of 
the  expense  had  been  provided  for  by  the 
sale  of  Crown  lands,  during  the  time  he 
had  been  in  office. 

Mr.  Courteiiay  observed,  that  it  might 
not  be  convenient  to  defray  this  cost  out  of 
the  taxes,  but  certainly  the  Crown  lands 
ought  not  to  be  alienated  for  the  purpose. 
It  would  be  better,  in  his  opinion,  to  make 
them  chargeable  for  the  amount  for  a  cer- 
tain number  of  years. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  regretted  to  hear  the 
hon.  member  for  Surrey  promulgate  a  doc- 
trine which  was,  in  efi*ect,  saying,  that  the 
property  of  the  Crown  was  the  property  of 
the  public,  whereas  that  property  was  as 
much  the  individual  property  of  the  Sove- 
reign on  his  coming  to  the  Throne,  as  was 
the  estate  of  any  gentleman  on  his  duly 
arriving  at  the  possession  of  it.  It  was,  how- 
ever, a  matter  of  arrangement  betweeTi  the 
Sovereign  and  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, whether  he  would  change  it  for  an- 
other species  of  revenue  of  adequate  value. 
Another  observation  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  still  more  important — he  seemed  to 
look  to  the  Crown  lands  as  the  source  from 
which  the  Palace  was  to  be  completed,  not 
considering  that  every  alienation  of  them 
must  be  made  up  to  the  Sovereign  from 
some  other  fund  on  a  future  occasion. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  the  Bill  could  not  pass 
into  a  law  without  the  consent  of  the 
Crown  itself,  and  that  was,  of  course,  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Baronet's  objection. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  public  knew  full 
well  that  the  charges  fer  the  Civil  List 
came  out  of  the  produce  of  the  taxes,  and 
therefore  they  would  have  no  objection  to 
see  these  Crown  lands  alienated,  instead  of 
the  produce  of  them  given  to  the  favourite 
Minister  of  the  day. 

Lord  Allhorp  begged  to  remark,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  that  he  was  fully  aware  that  the 
Crown  lands  could  only  be  considered  as 
belonging  to  the  public  during  the  life  of 
the  Sovereign  with  whom  the  bargain  had 
been  made  for  the  exchange  of  tfuch  lands 
against  the  grant  of  the  Civil  List. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  the  objection  to  the 
Bill  was,  that  it  would  be  found  a  wasteful 
means  of  providing  for  the  expense.  A 
total  alienation  of  the  lands  ought  not  to 
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be  tolerated,  although  it  might  be  advisable 
to  charge  them  with  the  expense  for  a  term 
of  years. 

The  House  resumed. 

Schools  OF  Anatomy.]  ^t .  Warhurton, 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
for  regulating  Schools  of  Anatomy,  said, 
that  he  should  not  feel  it  necessary  to 
detain  the  House  at  this  stage  upon  a  Bill, 
the  principle  of  which  had  been  recognized 
and  acted  upon  by  a  former  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  thought,  that  some- 
thing more  was  due  to  the  House  than  the 
brief  announcement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  a  Bill  of  a  similar  character  had  been 
already  before  them,  as  there  were  several 
objections  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill, 
which  required  to  be  obviated  before  it 
could  have  his  assent.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion he  had  endeavoured  to  introduce  a 
clause  into  that  Bill  without  success — 
which,  however,  he  was  glad  to  observe, 
was  a  distinct  enactment  in  the  present 
Bill,  and  separated  dissection  from  the 
crime  of  murder.  He  considered  it  inex- 
pedient that  such  a  penalty  should  remain 
on  the  Statute  Books,  while  they  were  en- 
deavouring to  procure  subjects  to  facilitate 
the  study  of  anatomy,  from  poor-houses  and 
hospitals.  This  was  undoubtedly  an  improve- 
ment— but  there  were  also  omissions.  One 
was,  that  no  provision  was  made  for  the 
decent  interment  of  the  remains  of  those 
persons  who  had  been  the  subjects  of  an- 
atomical investigation.  But  the  great  prin- 
ciple to  which  the  hon.  Member  ought  to 
have  directed  the  attention  of  the  House 
was,  the  paramount  necessity  of  procuring 
the  means  to  facilitate  the  study  of  surgery. 
He  believed  the  science  of  anatomy  could 
not  at  present  be  legally  followed.  He  was 
satisfied  that  the  study  of  that  science  was 
necessary  for  the  successful  practice  of 
medicine,  and  that,  therefore,  some  means 
must  be  taken  to  remedy  the  present  state 
of  the  law.  He  had  ascertained,  that 
^during  last  year  there  were  only  eleven 
bodies  which  could  be  legally  disposed  of 
as  subjects,  and  these  were  to  supply  800 
students  of  medicine,  who  ought  to  have 
obtained,  at  least,  for  the  necessary  com- 
pletion of  their  education,  one  or  more 
subjects,  each.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  this  Bill  would  not  remedy  that  de- 
ficiency, but  what  he  complained  of  was, 
that  the  operation  of  the  clause  which  went 
to  provide  subjects  would  chiefly  fall  upon 
the  poorer  classes.  The  Bill  provided,  that 
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any  peraon  "  having  the  lawful  custody  of 
a  body"  might  permit  it  to  be  anatomized. 
These  words  would  include  the  keeper  of  a 
workhouse,  or  the  head  of  an  hospital.  In 
the  former  Bill  a  provision  had  been  intro- 
duced, allowing  persons  to  dispose  of  their 
bodies  after  death ;  perhaps  that  provision 
might  be  improved  upon  by  a  registry  of 
such  sales  being  kept,  which  should  state 
the  sum  paid,  and  all  other  particulars.  A 
party  should  also  have  the  power  of  re- 
scinding such  a  contract  by  repaying  double 
tbe  amount.  This  would  prevent  frauds 
upon  the  purchasers.  But  the  great  point 
he  desired  to  establish  was,  that  poverty 
should  not  necessarily  subject  its  unhappy 
victim  to  the  knife  of  the  anatomist. 
Prisoners,  also,  who  died  in  gaol,  ought 
not  to  be  exposed  to  dissection  without  the 
consent  of  their  relatives.  These  were 
points  he  wished  to  see  amended  in  the  Bill, 
and  he  was  fully  satisfied  that  some  mea- 
sure of  the  kind  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Cresset  PcUiam  felt  satisfied  that 
while  men,  from  sordid  motives,  could  be 
induced  to  commit  such  crimes  as  those 
which  had  lately  excited  so  much  horror  in 
the  metropolis,  none  but  the  strongest  mea- 
sures could  be  effectual  to  prevent  a  repe- 
tition of  them.  He  did  not  take  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  be  one  of  that  kind ;  and, 
therefore,  if  upon  that  ground  only,  he 
should  be  disposed  to  object  to  it.  Perhaps 
it  might  be  necessary  to  inflict  some  punish- 
ment upon  the  receivers  of  bodies  as  well  as 
those  who  obtained  them  unlawfully.  He 
was  not  so  impressed  with  the  indispensable 
necessity  of  procuring  subjects  as  some 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  appeared  to  be.  In 
time  of  war  the  field  of  battle  furnished 
enough  of  subjects,  and  there  surgeons  might 
obtain  a  competent  knowledge  of  anatomy. 
He  considered  the  Bill  to  be  surrounded  by 
serious  difficulties.  On  the  one  hand  it 
could  not  be  overlooked,  that  the  present 
high  price  of  subjects  operated  as  a  bounty 
on  unlawful  means  of  obtaining  them ;  and 
on  the  othcr^  by  confining  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  jx)orer 
classes,  it  must  tend  to  perpetuate  existing 
prejudices  against  a  practice,  which  the 
usage  of  devoting  the  bodies  of  murderers 
only  for  the  purpose  of  dissection  had  invest- 
ed with  the  most  ignominious  associations. 
He  did  not  conceive  dissection  to  1)e  so 
alisolutely  necessary  to  the  advancement 
of  science,  as  that  the  feelings  of  indivi- 
duals, indeed  of  the  country  at  large, 
should  be  shocked  bv  the  means  necessarilv 
resorted  to  to  procure  a  sufficient  supply  of 


subjects.  Buty  ftt  all  events,  connderinff 
that  the  present  Bill  would  ^ve  a  I^gw 
encouragement  to  the  traffic  in  human 
blood,  he  would  decidedly  omiOBe  it* 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  hon  Member  could 
not  have  attended  to  the  evidence  given  by 
the  highest  medical  authority,  that  only 
about  ten  or  twelve  bodies  could  be  legally 
had  during  the  year,  while  1100  or  1200 
were  wanted,  and  of  which  900  were  actu- 
allv  obtained.     The  inducement  to  murder 

m 

for  the  sale  of  the  body  of  the  victim  r»- 
sulted  from  the  high  price  which  could  be 
obtained  for  subjects  for  anatomy.     Tbe 
effect  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to  r^ 
ducc  that  price,  and  consequently  to  leam 
the  premium,  if  not  entirely  to  remote  the 
inducement  to  murder.    The  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last  must  have  forgotten,  when  he 
alluded  to  the  facilities  which  were  affiicdfld 
to  the  study  of  anatomy  in  time  of  war,  that 
those  to  whom  those  facilities  were  aflbrdwi 
were  men  who  must  previouily  have  ooo- 
pleted  their  surgical  education.     The  ofajtct 
of  the  measure  now  proposed  was,  to  give 
some  facility  to  the  study  of  anatomy  to  uose 
who  liad  yet  to  leam.     Thirty  yean  mg^ 
subjects  could  be  procured  for  S/«  or  ^i 
but  now  they  could  not  be  had  for  less  than 
10/. :   was  not  the  Legislature,  therefore* 
bound  to  guard  against  the  repetition  of 
such  atrocious  crimes  as  had  been  lately 
committed,  by  reducing  the  temptation,  to 
commit  them  ?     There  might  be  some  dif- 
ference of  opinion  with  regard  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  but  he  trusted,  that  in  the  Com- 
m  it  tee  these  might  bo  so  improved  as  to 
give  general  satisfaction.     He   had  been 
informed  by  a  medical  gentleman,  that  he 
had  found  it  necessary  to  prohibit  wholly 
any  subjects  being  brought  to  his  dissediog 
rooms,  for  fear  of  giving  any  eucourafle- 
ment  to  the  horrid  practices  of  atffiaesinatwm 
which  had  recently  prevailed.     The  study 
of  surgery  must  necessarily  sufier  from 
such   impediments  and   difficulties.       No 
person  could  be  more  anxious  than  he  was 
to  prevent  individual  feelings  from  being 
lacerated,   and   he  hoped  that  that   was 
guarded  against,  by  the  provision  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  that  the  body  of  no  person 
should  be  dissected   without   his  oonseAt 
being  previously  obtained,  or  tluit  of  his 
nearest  relative.  Ho  should,  therefore,  vote 
for  its  being  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Perceval  thought,  that  aiW  the 
crimes  which  had  lately  been  perpetrated. 
some  measure  should  bo  introduced  which 
would  effectually  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
them.     To  this  end^  he  thought  it  would 
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wise  to  bring  in  a  tempohay  measure, 
which  should  make  the  possession  of  a 
bodj  obtained  for  the  purposes  of  anatomy, 
an  offence  liable  to  the  same  penalties  as 
those  inflicted  for  felony.  A  bill  of  that 
Idnd,  operating  for  a  particular  period — for 
instance,  for  two  years — would  he  conceived, 
be  the  best  check  to  the  horrible  and  re- 
Tolting  crime  which  had  taken  its  name 
from  Burke.  The  absolute  necessity  of  dis- 
section for  the  space  of  two  years  could  not  be 
argued,  because  every  one  must  feel  con- 
vinced that  there  were  at  the  present 
moment  in  this  country  enough  of  medical 
men,  perfectly  skilled  in  the  science  of 
anatomy,  to  meet  any  emergency  that  might 
occur  within  that  period.  Those  who 
were  anxious  to  gain  experience  and  ex- 
pertness  in  the  use  of  the  knife  (and  it  was 
to  that  that  the  attention  of  many  young 
men  was  materially  directed)  might  find  in 
the  dissection  of  animals  nearly  all  the  ad- 
vantage which  could  result  from  the  mere 
mutilation  of  human  bodies.  Looking  upon 
tile  present  Bill  as  one  which  would  lead 
to  the  violation  of  one  of  the  feelings  most 
strongly  implanted  in  our  nature,  without, 
at  the  same  time,  offering  a  strong  and 
decided  check  to  the  crime  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  he  should  certainly  feel  himself 
bound  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Frederick  Pollock  differed  from  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down.  As 
every  surgeon  had  frequent  occasion  to 
perform  on  the  living  subject  operations 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  life,  cessa- 
tion in  the  practice  of  qualifying  himself 
for  such  operations  for  two  years  would 
materially  impair  his  efficiency.  He, 
therefore,  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  although  he  conceived  some  of  its 
provisions  to  be  unnecessary,  as  only  going 
to  legalise  that  against  which  there  was 
no  law.  It  was  provided,  for  example, 
that  it  should  be  lawful  with  his  own 
consent,  or  the  consent  of  his  nearest 
known  relative,  to  permit  the  body  of 
any  person  to  undergo  anatomical  exami- 
nation. That  power  already  belonged  to 
executors*  Another  clause  made  it  lawful 
for  a  medical  man  to  examine  a  body  after 
death,  provided  he  had  the  consent  of  the 
•rarty  in  whose  lawful  custody  it  was. 
This  would  appear  to  throw  a  doubt 
upon  the  present  ability  of  medical  persons 
ieeally  to  examine  the  body  after  death. 
The  Bill  also  assumed,  that  no  medical 
student  had  a  right  to  be  in  possession  of 
any  part  of  a  dead  body,  although  it  was 
▼ery  doubtful  if  such  a  law  was  in  eadf  tence. 


Every  one,  he  thought,  must  feel  the  ne« 
cessity  of  some  provision  being  made  for 
the  supply  of  subjects  for  anatomy,  since  it 
was  a  manifest  absurdity  that  surgeons  who 
were  considered  civilly — nay,  often  even 
criminally — guilty  of  crime,  if  they  com- 
mitted a  mistake  in  their  practice,  should 
be  debarred,  from  the  only  means  of  attain- 
ing a  competent  knowledge  of  their  profes- 
sion. He  admitted,  that  if  public  horror 
was  excited,  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
study  of  anatomy  was  practised,  it  ought  to 
be  put  down,  but  where  it  was  conducted 
in  privacy,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
be  unlawful  for  a  medical  practitioner  to  be 
in  possession  of  a  subject.  Bodies  were  fre- 
quently imported  from  foreign  countries, 
and  this  Bill  presumed,  that  it  was  already 
unlawful  to  be  in  possession  of  such 
bodies,  or  even  of  mummies*  At  the  same 
time,  he  wished  that  every  care  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  bodies  of  even  the 
humblest  classes  from  being  disposed  of 
without  the  full  consent  of  their  relatives, 
as  a  feeling  of  affection  for  the  remains  of 
their  friends  was  very  prevalent  among 
such  persons,  and  he  was  the  last  man  to 
think  of  trifling  with  their  feelings  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  was  most  anxious 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  introduced 
the  Bill,  should  have  given  his  reasons  for 
bringing  forward  such  a  measure,  as  it  was 
evident  from  the  observations  of  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  it  would  be  found  perfectly  in- 
operative, seeing  that  the  only  two  clauses 
authorixing  parties  to  possess  and  dispose  of 
bodies,  gave  no  more  power  for  such  pur- 
poses than  already  existed.  This  Bill  gave 
a  power  to  persons  to  dispose  of  bodies,  but 
they  were  persons  who  ought  not  to  have 
that  power ;  for  not  only,  as  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  ,might  work-house-keepers  disposeof 
dead  bodies  u  nder  its  enactments,  but  gaolers, 
also,  who  had  the  custody  of  persons  who 
died  in  debt,  and  undertakers,  likewise, 
for  both  of  these  might  have  lawful  posses- 
sion of  bodies.  But  whatever  might  be  the 
nature  of  a  Bill  to  be  passed  for  such 
purposes,  its  operation  would  principally 
fall  upon  the  poor.  He  was  not  such  a 
Goth  or  Vandal  as  to  wish  to  impede  the 
study  of  surgery  and  anatomy,  but  he  held 
it  as  a  matter  of  great  regret  that  some  bill 
had  not  been  brought  forward  to  prevent 
the  practice  of  "  Burking;"  a  practice  which 
hail  been  carried  on  of  late  to  such  an  ex- 
tent, that  he  was  surprised  it  had  not  come 
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under  the  special  notice  of  Ministers.  The 
legal  price  to  be  given  for  dead  bodies 
would,  under  this  Bill,  act  as  a  premium  to 
needy  people  to  neglect  their  relatives. 
What  would  be  much  more  beneficial  than 
anything  contained  in  this  Bill,  would  be 
to  throw  open  the  hospitals  throughout 
England,  instead  of  suffering  them  to  be 
monopolized  as  they  now  were.  He  him- 
self knew,  some  years  ago,  and  he  had  been 
recently  again  informed  upon  the  best 
authority,  that  the  conduct  of  the  young 
students  in  the  dissecting-room  was  too 
often  perfectly  disgusting — too  disgusting 
to  be  described  even  in  an  assembly  like 
that,  composed  as  it  was  entirely  of 
men.  He  regretted,  that  the  Mover  of 
this  .Bill  had  not  been  able  to  devise  a 
better  plan  to  accomplish  his  object,  for 
there  were  many  clauses  in  the  Bill  which 
he  should  feel  bound  to  oppose.  They 
ought  not  to  be  satisfied  with  saying  that 
the  relative  of  a  party  might  give  his  body 
up  for  dissection  if  the  party  himself  had 
not  forbidden  it,  but  they  ought  to  insist 
upon  the  party's  mark  or  signature,  made 
in  the  presence  of  two  witnesses,  to  prove 
such  assent ;  for  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  poverty-stricken  wretch,  who 
would  wish  to  dispose  of  the  dead  body  of 
a  relative,  would  take  care  not  to  let  his 
expressed  desire  to  the  contrary  be  known. 
The  Attorney  General  thought,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  opposite 
could  have  meant  to  say  that  this  Bill  did 
not  give  executors  greater  powers  than 
they  now  possessed.  He  recollected  a  case 
in  which  a  party  was  convicted  and  brought 
up  before  the  Judges  of  the  King's  Bench, 
and  punished  for  having  part  of  a  dead 
body  in  his  possession.  The  hon.  member 
for  Preston  appeared  to  require  some  new 
law  to  be  passed  to  prevent  the  practice  of 
"  Burking  ;*'  but  what  kind  of  law  would 
he  have?  '^ Burking"  was  murder,  the 
punishment  for  which  was  as  great  as 
possible.  The  difliculty  with  respect 
to  "  Burking  "  was  its  detection ;  it  was 
generally  found,  that  the  more  severe  was 
the  punishment  for  an  offence,  in  the  same 
degree  was  the  difficulty  in  [detecting  it. 
The  obvious  and  only  mode  of  preventing 
this  crime  was,  to  take  away  the  motive  or 
inducement  to  it ;  and  that  could  only  be 
done  by  diminishing  the  price  of  subjects. 
At  present,  medical  men  must  pay  for  the 
murder  as  well  as  for  the  corpse ;  but  by 
making  the  corpse,  in  future,  easily  pro- 
curable, all  temptation  to  murder  would  be 


removed.  At  any  rate,  whatever 
be  the  mischief  likely  to  ariae  from  the 
legalized  sale  of  dead  bodies,  the  prgudioe 
against  it  must  be  removed  by  zeflecting  on 
the  still  greater  mischief  of  not  endeavoar^ 
ing,  at  least,  to  put  a  stop  to  the  fiightful 
practices  which  had  lately  prevailed  in 
London. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  he  should  veij 
shortly  reply  to  some  of  the  observatioiis 
which  had  been  made  on  the  present  coca- 
sion,  without  going  into  any  detail  with 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  measure.  He 
had  heard  it  remarked,  that  he  had  brought 
forward  this  Bill  in  thin  Houses,  but  hon. 
Members  must  know  how  difficult  it  was, 
except  upon  matters  of  great  public  or  politic 
cal  interest,  for  any  individual,  bringing  for- 
ward a  measure,  to  obtain  a  large  aawmUy 
of  Members ;  and  when  those  matters  oif 
public  interest  were  brought  forward,  they 
engrossed  and  absorbed  the  whole  time  oi 
the  House ;  so  that,  unless  advantage  were 
taken  of  such  evenings  as  the  present,  it 
was  vain  for  any  private  individual  to  at- 
tempt to  originate  a  legislative  enactment. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Inglis)  had 
said,  that  he  had  made  no  introductory 
statement  with  respect  to  the  Bill;  but 
this  had  been  done  when  it  was  first  intro- 
duced, and  he  had  then  fully  explained  the 
principal  clause-^which  allowed  permission 
to  be  given  for  the  anatomical  examination 
of  a  body,  except  where  the  party  him- 
self desired  that  such  an  examination 
should  not  take  place,  or  the  nearest  known 
relative  of  the  deceased  should  refuse  his 
consent  to  such  dissection.  He  did  not 
think  that  he  could  go  further  towards  con- 
sulting the  wishes  and  feelings  of  indi« 
viduals ;  and  these  clauses,  it  must  be  re- 
membered, applied  to  the  rich  as  well  as 
to  the  poor ;  although,  no  doubt,  the  bodies 
of  the  poor  would  be  more  numerous  than 
those  of  the  rich,  because  the  poor  were  in 
greater  numbers  than  the  rich;  but  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  applied  equally  to  both. 
Although  he  had  not  been  successful  in 
founding  a  Bill  upon  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  1 829,  he  was  happy  to  observe 
that  the  labours  of  that  Committee  had  not 
been  entirely  useless ;  for  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  free  Republican  States  of  Mas- 
sachusetts having  appointed  h  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  that  Committee 
had  quoted  largely  from  their  report,  in 
that  which  they  themselves  had  made; 
and,  ultimately,  a  bill  was  founded  upon 
their  report,  without  its  being  ooniddered 
that  injury  was  done  to  the  fedings  of  anj 
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part  of  the  communitj  by  provision  being 
made  for  this  want  of  subjects.  People 
talked  of  science  as  a  matter  of  curiosity— 
for  the  mere  gratification  of  those  who  had 
leisure^  rather  than  as  one  of  the  noblest 
and  most  beneficial  acquirements  of  man ; 
they  talked  as  if  surgery  were  like  astro- 
nomy, or  mathematics,  and  as  if  it  were  not 
a  matter  of  absolute  necessity  that  means 
should  be  provided  for  curing  the  wounds 
and  injuries  to  n^hich  the  bodies  of  the  poor 
were  liable  as  well  as  the  rich.  The  latter 
would  always  be  able  to  pay  for  the  very 
best  treatment ;  and  if  it  were  necessary 
that  a  medical  student  should  go  to  France 
or  Germany  to  complete  his  anatomical  edu- 
cation, they  could  defray  the  expense  con- 
sequent upon  his  so  doing;  but  if  the 
wounds  and  injuries  of  the  poor  were  to  be 
cured,  the  means  by  which  those  who  are 
to  attend  them  are  to  acquire  their  know- 
ledge must  be  rendered  cheap  and  accessible. 
He  would  beg  leave  to  conclude  the  few 
observations  he  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
make,  in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  hon. 
Gentlemen,  with  this  general  remark,  that, 
as  long  as  the  Judges  found  it  necessary  to 
inflict  punishment  for  transactions  such 
as  those  which  had  been  adverted  to  in  the 
debate,  so  long  would  it  be  necessary  for  the 
Members  of  the  Legislature  to  consider 
whether  the  evils  arising  out  of  the  law 
could  not  be  remedied  by  enactments  of 
their  own. 

Question  put  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. — There  not  being  forty  Mem- 
bers present,  the  House  adjourned. 
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MrivuTis.]  PttitioB  prewntod.  By  UwDukeofRicBMOirD, 
ftom  MUbonie  Port,  a  teocmd  FMitioo  against  the  Import- 
aCkm  of  Foivifn  Gloves. 

India— -Laws  relating  to  Pbo- 
PEBTY.]]  Lord  Bexley  presented  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  Ministers  of  the  Presidency 
of  Bombay,  praying  for  an  alteration  in 
the  administration  of  the  Hindoo  and 
Mohammedan  laws  of  property  and  in- 
heritance ;  the  prayer  of  which,  he  con- 
sidered particularly  deserving  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships.  He  was  aware  that  notice 
had  been  already  drawn  to  this  subject,  in- 
asmuch as  the  matter  had  been  brought 
before  the  Committee  which  sat  upon  the 
affairs  of  India  about  two  years  ago ;  and 
in  consequence  of  the  report  which  emanated 

^xo  that  Committeei  «  representatian  was 
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made  to  the  Court  of  Directors,  and  in- 
structions were  sent  out  by  them  to  the 
government  of  India,  recommending  the 
abolition  of  these  laws.  He  had  no  £ubt, 
therefore,  that  due  attention  would  be  paid 
to  the  subject  by  the  present  Governor* 
general.  Should,  however,  the  object  for 
which  the  petitioners  prayed,  not  be  at- 
tained in  consequence  of  what  had  already 
passed  upon  the  subject,  the  question  might 
be  brought  before  their  Lordships  when 
the  great  question  respecting  the  renewal 
of  the  Company's  Charter  came  under  their 
consideration. 

Lord  Eilenborough  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  prayer  of  the  petition ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  within  the  power  of  the  local  govern- 
ment of  India  to  do  all  that  the  petit|pners 
required.  It  was  particularly  desirable, 
in  his  opinion,  that  every  question  which  it 
might  be  necessary  to  discuss,  with  reference 
to  the  production  of  ultimate  benefit  to 
India,  should  be  considered  separately,  and 
not  be  deferred  until  they  came  to  consider 
the  greater  question  of  the  Charter ;  as  he 
was  fully  convinced,  that  in  determining 
what  should  be  the  future  system  of  govern- 
ment with  regard  to  India,  and  the  nature 
of  our  management  respecting  the  China 
trade,  their  Lordships  would  have  subjects, 
in  themselves  sufficiently  important,  to 
occupy  their  undivided  attention. 

Lord  Bexley  did  not  wish  to  defer  the 
consideration  of  this  question  until  the 
subjects  of  the  Charter  and  the  China 
trade  should  come  under  the  consideration 
of  their  Lordships ;  indeed,  he  had  stated^ 
that  he  understood  orders  had  been  already 
transmitted  to  the  local  government  on  this 
question.  All  he  intended  to  say  was» 
that  in  the  event  of  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion not  being  attended  to  in  the  meantime, 
the  subject  might  be  brought  forward  on 
the  occasion  alluded  to,  should  it  be  found 
necessary. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Tbeaty  pob  the  Settlement  op 
Belgium.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said, 
their  Lordships  would,  no  doubt,  recollect, 
that  on  the  opening  of  the  present  Session, 
his  Majesty  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
had  stated,  that  a  Convention  had  been 
concluded  between  the  five  great  Powers, 
for  the  arrangement  of  the  affairs  between 
Holland  and  Belgium,  and  that  it  should 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  so 
soon  as  ratifications  were  exchanged.  The 
Convention  was  dated  the  15th  of  Nc« 
yemberi  and  it  was  now  »  natter  of  thf 
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most  perfect  notoriety  that  no  ratiBcationt 
had  been,  up  to  that  moment^  exchanged ; 
although  such  ratifications  ought  to  have 
taken  place  on  the  15th  of  the  present 
month.  It  was  also  well  known,  that  hit> 
Majesty's  Government  had  agreed  to  extend 
the  time  for  that  expected  change  of  ratifi-> 
cations,  but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say, 
that  he  felt  some  satisfaction  that  such  an 
event  had  not  taken  place,  for  he  enter- 
tained the  strongest  objections  to  the 
principle  upon  which  that  Convention  was 
founded,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  if 
carried  into  cHect,  its  operation  would  be 
attended  with  injustice.  It  was  therefore 
with  much  pleasure  that  he  observed,  there 
was  still  time  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  tpms  of  that  Convention,  and  should 
then  give  notice  that  on  that  day  week  he 
would  submit  a  motion  to  their  Lordships 
on  the  subject. 

Slave  Thade.]  Viscount  Sirausford 
called  the  attention  of  the  Hou8e  to 
that  part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which 
related  to  our  foreign  policy,  and  referred 
to  a  Convention  which  had  been  entered 
into  between  this  country  and  France  for 
the  abolition  of  the  Slave-trade,  copies  of 
which  were  likewise  to  be  laid  before  the 
House.  Parliament  met  on  the  6'th  of 
December,  and  by  a  strong  figure  of  speech 
it  was  said,  they  met  for  the  despatch  of 
business.  Why  they  had  been  called 
together  at  so  unusual  a  time,  he  confessed 
he  did  not  know,  unless  it  was  in  obedience 
to  the  mandates  of  the  Press  and  the  Poli- 
tical Unions.  However,  during  the  time 
the  House  sat  before  Christmas,  its  pro- 
ceedings were  neither  so  numerous  nor  so 
important,  as  to  prevent  their  taking  into 
consideration  a  subject  of  so  much  import- 
ance as  that  to  which  he  alluded,  yet 
nothing  of  the  sort  had  been  done,  nor  any 
reason  given,  why  the  Convention  was  not 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  He  wished, 
therefore,  to  learn  from  noble  Lords  o))po- 
site,  how  s(X)n  they  might  expect  to  have 
that  document,  for  it  was  one  upon  which 
he  was  desirous  of  submitting  his  views  to 
the  House  ?  He  would  now,  however,  say 
thus  much,  that  we  ought  to  pause  before 
we  formed  new  engagements  with  France, 
while  the  old  remained  unfulfilled ;  and  he 
could  not  but  confess  himself  one  of  those 
who  doubted  the  utility  of  treaties  with 
France  relative  to  maritime  and  commercial 
aifairs ;  and  he,  for  one,  founded  this  doubt 
upon  the  non-execution  of  all  the  articles 
and  stipulations  contaioed  in  that  whicbj 


by  a  misnomer,  was  deugnatad  the  Treaty 
of  Reciprocity — a  treaty  which  he  was  mire 
would  be  regarded  by  the  French  only  lo 
long  as  their  interests  required  its  aid.  He 
would  give  notice,  that  he  would  on  an 
early  day,  move  for  some  Returns  which 
would  direct  their  Lordships'  attention,  not 
to  the  whole  of  that  momentoua  sulject, 
but  to  that  portion  which  wrought^  and 
was  likely  to  work  so  much  injury^  and  be 
productive  of  so  many  grievances  to  the 
shipping  interest  in  this  country.  He  would 
some  day  next  week  bring  the  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House 
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MiKUTSB.]  Bills  brought  tn.  By  Mr.  Spbiito  Rici, 
effectually  preventing  Embczdement  by  Public  SenraDts« 
and  to  Consolidate  the  I^ws  relating  to  Permits.  By  ttie 
Lord  Advocati,  for  the  making  ProrUlaa  tar  dM  D^ 
spatch  of  Buainoss  in  the  Scotch  Elxchequer  Court. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CkokbEi  tbe 
Amount  of  Assessed  Taxes  pud  in  dlflferent  CouBtiei(  and 
the  registered  SMpping  of  the  diffinrent  Ports  of  tlM  Unilad 
Kingdom:— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Spbis»  Rfc«»  of  aU 
Exchcquer-bilb  issued  between  5th  January,  1831,  and  5th 
January,  1B33;  and  for  all  sudi  to  be  Issued,  dinged  on 
tbe  Supplies  of  1832 ;  an  account  of  all  Half-pay  PculaM, 
and  Allowances  to  be  paid  by  the  East-India  Oompany  lo 
his  Majesty's  Forces  serving  in  India  between  5th  April, 
18.1$,  and  5th  April,  1833;  an  account  of  Money  in  the 
Exchequer,  and  remaning  to  be  received,  to  eompltta  tha 
year  accounts  up  to  5th  January,  1838 1-- On  tha  MoCkM  of 
Mr.  Crokkr,  a  comparative  statement  ot  the  Populatioa 
of  each  County  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  number 
of  Members  to  be  sent  by  each  according  to  tbm  RalbrM 
Bill.and  a  Return  of  the  last  year's  Revenue  for  EQglandt 
Scotland,  Wales  and  Ireland,  respectively,  disttngulshiqg 
the  Customs,  Excise,  Stamp,  and  Assessed  Taxes  for  eJeh. 
and  an  account  of  the  Custom  duties  colkcted  hi,  and  dM 
amount  of  roistered  Shii>ping,  belonging  to  the  aevetal 
Ports  of  England,  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland,  who  were 
to  return  Members  by  the  Reform  Bill : — On  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  Herri E8,  Copies  of  all  Communications  between 
the  Governments  of  this  country  and  tlw  Nathorlanda  re- 
lating to  the  payment  of  the  Runion  Loan : — On  the  Mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Alderman  TnoMPsojr.of  tbe  Eipeaaea  ineuned 
in  e<]uipping  hi»  M^esty*s  Ships  ^omnty  and  Ciyiea,  for 
Troop  Shiivs,  and  the  oomi>aratJve  Estimate  of  their  main- 
tenaucc  with  hired  Ships  of  the  same  tonnage. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Crauptok,  ftom  the  Catholic 
Tradesmen,  and  Catholic  Househoiden  of  Gahsay,  for  a 
provision  in  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  to  preserve  the  rwrUf 
frandiise  of  that  place.  By  Mr.  H u irr,  from  the  Membert 
of  the  North-western  Metropolitan  Politleal  Union,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Assessed  Taxes. 

General  Registry  of  Deedb.!    Mr. 

<S/ncA7an(i presented  a  Petition  from  Hedon, 
in  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  against  the 
Registry  Bill,  which  the  petitioners  alleged 
would  create  great  expense  and  its  opera- 
tion be  attended  with  considerable  risk  and 
dehiy.  They  particularly  complained  of  that 
provision  in  the  Bill,  which  prevented  tha 
officers  of  the  Registry  being  peraonallj 
liable  in  cases  of  mal  practioett    Ho  oouUl 
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dislinctly  affirm^  that  public  opinion  in  the 
counties  of  York  and  Somerset^  was  de- 
cidedly opposed  to  the  whole  machinery  of 
the  proposed  Bill. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  hoped^  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend^  the  member  for  Stafford^ 
would  postpone  the  further  consideration 
of  this  Bill,  until  the  House  had  disposed 
of  the  Reform  Bill.  Whilst  the  Reform 
Bill  was  under  discussion  he  was  certain 
that  tills  Bill  could  not  undergo  a  sufficient 
discussion. 

Mr.  Campbell  could  not  consent  to  post- 
pone the  further  progress  of  this  Bill.  He 
was  most  anxious  for  a  full  and  early 
discussion  of  it,  for  it  had  been  strangely 
misunderstood.  He  considered  it  to  be  a 
subject  which  called  for  the  early  consider- 
ation of  the  House. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelhatn  hoped  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  persevere 
in  pressing  this  Bill  at  present  on  the 
House. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  a  contrary  hope. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
would  press  this  Bill  forward  on  all  fitting 
occasions. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  advised  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  to  press  forward  the  Bill, 
notwithstanding  the  admonition  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend^  the  member  for  St. 
Mawcs.  It  was  not  to  be  tolerated  that 
the  Reform  Bill  should  be  made  to  stop  all 
the  other  business  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Daniel  JVhitile  Harvey  said,  the 
Bill  ought  to  undergo  a  thorough  investi- 
gation before  it  was  adopted,  but  as  it  was 
the  parent  of  all  the  other  bills  to  effect  im- 
provements in  the  laws  relating  to  real 
property,  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  carried 
forward  without  delay. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  he  was  only 
anxious  for  so  much  delay  as  would  enable 
the  country  gentlemen  fully  to  understand 
and  appreciate  the  nature  of  a  Bill  which 
pardcufarly  affected  them.  It  ought  not 
to  be  exclusively  left  to  lawyers  to  areue  it, 
nor  should  the  Laws  of  the  land  be  entered 
without  having  as  much  information  as 
could  be  procured  upon  every  subject.  The 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  was  in  error, 
in  saying,  this  Bill  was  the  parent  of  other 
bills;  it  really  had  very  little  connexion 
with  them. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Glove  T&aoe.)]  Mr.  Cramplon  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  the  Glove  Afanufao- 
turers  of  Milbome  Port,  against  the  import- 
ation of  French  CloTef.    The  petitioners 


slated,  that  since  that  importation  had  been 
permitted,  the  English  glove  manufacturers 
were  reduced  to  a  state  of  unprecedented 
distress.  The  trade  had  suffered  so  mucl\ 
depression  during  the  last  year,  that  prices 
had  fallen  from  twelve  to  fifteen  per  cent ; 
in  consequence  of  which  the  present  prices 
were  scarcely  adequate  to  pay  for  the  bare 
manufacture  of  the  articles.  The  peti- 
tioners represented,  that  their  trade  was 
one  of  a  domestic  nature,  and  was  carried 
on  in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent  the  neces- 
sity of  children  being  separated  from  their 
parents.  The  petitioners  attributed  the 
depression  of  their  trade,  entirely  to  the 
importation  of  French  gloves ;  and  they  con- 
sidered this  country  was  not  able  to  under- 
sell the  produce  of  foreign  markets.  They 
further  stated,  that  unless  the  Legislature 
afforded  them  some  protection,  they  must 
leave  the  country  or  be  reduced  to  the  last 
extremity.  The  gentlemen  whose  names 
were  affixed  to  the  petition,  employed  not 
less  than  500  persons  each;  and  he  was 
sorry  to  state,  that  within  a  very  short  period 
they  had  been  obliged  to  diminish  their 
work  by  at  least  one- third ;  the  consequence 
of  which  was,  that  a  number  of  persons 
were  thrown  out  of  employ,  many  of 
whom  were  already  in  the  workhouse. 
The  petitioners  concluded  by  praying,  that 
the  importation  of  foreign  gloves  might  be 

Srohibited.  This  was  a  subject  of  great 
ifficulty;  but  he  certainly  hoped,  that 
some  measure  might  be  devised,  to  afford 
these  petitioners  relief,  and  which  at  the 
same  time,  might  be  compatible  with  those 
great  principles  of  unshackled  commerce^ 
which  had  been  for  some  time  pursued, 
and  he  further  trusted,  that  such  relief 
might  be  given  without  detriment  to  the 
public  revenue. 

Mr.  Hunt  regretted,  that  he  did  not  see 
the  hon.  members  for  Worcester  and  Wood- 
stock in  their  places  as  he  wished  to 
address  them  particularly,  because  he  was 
constantly  receiving  letters  from  those  places^ 
and  from  Yeovil,  complaining  of  the  distress 
under  which  the  glove  trade  laboured. 
Unhappily,  these  towns,  which  for  so  many 
years,  had  ranked  among  the  most  prosperous 
in  England,  had  no\ir  become  the  most 
miserable,  and  he  had,  therefore,  hoped« 
the  Members  of  the  two  former  ptaces 
at    least,   would  have    attended  on    this 


occasion. 


Mr.  Hume  hoped,  that  the  petitioners 
would  not  allow  themselves  to  be  led  awftj 
by  the  representations  which  bad  been 
made  to  them>  as  to  the  cause  of  their  preieo( 
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condition.  He  would  ask  them^  when 
they  complained  of  the  pressure  under 
which  they  laboured,  to  say,  what  branch 
of  our  manufactures  was  not  in  a  distressed 
state.  His  great  object  was,  to  direct  their 
attention  to  the  proper  cause  of  their  dis- 
tress^ and  to  remove  from  their  minds  the 
impression,  that  if  this  trade  were  thrown 
open  to-morrow,  it  would  in  any  degree 
aid  their  return  to  a  more  prosperous  con- 
dition. With  the  sentiments  which  he 
entertained  on  the  subject,  he  did  hope  the 
House  would  suspend  their  opinion  for  the 
present;  because,  when  the  persons  in- 
terested in  this  trade,  brought  the  matter 
fully  under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
he  conceived  they  were  bound  to  make 
out  a  case  to  shew  that  what  they  com- 
plained of  had  been  created  by  the  free- 
trade  system.  He  was  satisfied,  that  no 
alteration  which  could  be  effected  in  our 
present  commercial  policy  would  benefit 
the  glove-trade  and  that  the  cause  of  its 
present  stagnation  did  not  originate  in  the 
adoption  of  the  system  of  free-trade. 

Mr.  Warburton  had  been  requested  by 
persons  interested  in  the  glove- trade  at 
Yeovil  to  support  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion ;  and,  so  far  as  it  prayed  for  relief,  he 
had  no  objection  to  do  so.  But  he  ap- 
prehended, that  no  Gentleman  in  that 
House,  whatever  interest  he  represented — 
whether  agriculture,  manufactures,  or  com- 
merce— would  support  a  proposition  for  ex- 
tending relief  to  one  body  of  persons  exclu- 
sively, to  the  prejudice  of  the  general  in- 
terests of  the  country.  The  whole  of  the 
manufacturing  interests  were  suifering  under 
pressure — for  instance,  the  iron  trade.  This 
country  exported  her  iron  to  the  whole 
world,  in  various  shapes ;  and  yet  no  branch 
of  her  commerce  suffered  greater  distress. 
The  petitioners  ought  not  to  delude  them- 
selves by  erroneous  conjectures  as  to  the 
origin  of  their  present  depression,  and 
ascribe  it  to  free- trade :  because,  before  the 
present  system  was  introduced,  smuggling 
had  been  carried  on  to  an  immense  extent. 
What  the  circumstances  were  which  had 
led  to  the  existing  depreciation  of  our 
trade,  he  would  not  stop  to  explain ;  but 
he  was  persuaded  that,  so  far  from  the  dis- 
tress of  the  petitioners  being  removed  by 
the  adoption  of  a  prohibitory  system,  such 
a  pourse  would  only  aggravate  the  evil. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  felt  it  to  be  impos- 
sible to  allow  one  observation  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  to  pass  unnoticed, 
as  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  a 
caie  could  not  be  made  out  b^  die  peti- 


tioners,  to  show  that  the  prevailing  system 
of  free-trade  had  been  the  cause  of  their 
distress.  But  it  was  a  notorious  fact,  that 
a  very  large  quantity  of  French  gloves  was 
imported  into  this  country,  and  he  appre- 
hended, that  it  was  not  for  the  petitioners 
to  make  out  a  case,  but  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  principles  of  free-trade, 
and  who  upheld  the  system  which  had 
permitted  this  large  foreign  importation,  to 
prove  that  the  present  policy  operated  be- 
neficiallv  to  the  home  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Sanford  was  glad  to  hear  the  ob- 
servations which  had  just  been  made  by  faon« 
Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  the  petition ; 
because,  during  the  last  Session,  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester  had  moved  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of 
the  distress  under  which  the  glove-trade 
laboured,  which  had  not  been  granted^  and 
he  regretted  this,  as  he  was  sure  many 
persons  could  be  found  competent  to  prove 
whether  the  country  had  been  benefitted  or 
not  by  the  present  system.  The  present 
condition  of  the  manufacturers  was  such  as 
to  force  the  consideration  of  the  different 
systems  upon  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  he  had  the  honour 
of  recently  receiving  a  deputation  of  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  glove-trade,  who 
had  stated  the  great  difficulties  under 
which  they  laboured,  and  had  endeavoured 
to  convince  him  that  no  other  remedy  could 
be  devised  to  lessen  their  distress  than  the 
prohibition  of  foreign  gloves.  They  had 
asked,  whether  there  existed  any  insuperable 
objection  to  revert  to  the  old  system  ?  Then 
a  doubt  arose,  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  put  down  smuggling  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  protect  the  manufacturer  ?  Or  whether 
it  was  possible  to  prevent  the  continual 
intercourse  between  the  dealers  in  the  two 
countries  in  England  and  France;  upon  this 
view  of  the  case,  the  gentleman  su^rested 
schemes  to  protect  themselves  by.  ^o  all 
their  suggestions,  the  utmost  attention  was 
pven,  and  many  communications  took  place 
m  consequence,  between  them  and  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  ultimate  result  was, 
he  believed,  that  the  parties  were  satisfied 
that  any  prohibitory  system,  instead  of  les« 
sening  would  only  aggravate  the  evils  they 
laboured  under,  because  smuggling  would« 
of  necessity,  increase  to  an  amazing  extent. 
With  regard  to  stamping  gloves,  it  was 
made  quite  clear,  that  forgedstamps  would 
speedily  be  fabricated,  and  thus  the  inven- 
tion would  become  useless.  He  had  onlj 
to  add|  that  then  existed  oa  the  ptut  €f 
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Government,  every  disposition  to  receive 
communications  from  the  glove-trade,  and 
adopt  any  suggestions,  that  were  likely  to 
lead  to  a  beneficial  result.   ' 

Mr.  Daniel  Whittle  Harvey  thought  it 
curious  to  observe,  upon  every  discus- 
sion in  which  the  subject  of  free- trade  was 
introduced,  how  careful  hon.  Gentlemen 
were,  to  avoid  all  sort  of  reference  to  that 
which  was  the  real  remedy  of  these  evils. 
The  petitioners  felt  the  effects  of  a  system 
which,  although  it  might  be  sound  in 
theory,  must,  under  the  existing  circum- 
stances, press  heavily  on  them;  and  he 
asked  any  man — whether  he  was  a  glove 
manufacturer,  or  a  manufacturer  of  any 
other  articles — whether  he  could  (generally 
speaking)  compete  with  foreign  markets.^ 
There  was  but  one  remedy  for  the  evil, 
and  that  was,  to  relieve  the  productive  in- 
dustry of  the  country  from  au  unjust,  ex- 
cessive, and  partial  taxation,  which  weighed 
down  the  millions  of  unrepresented  English- 
men, until  this  was  removed,  it  was  in  vain 
to  have  learned  disquisitions  on  free-trade  or 
prohibitive  systems. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Crampion  then  presented  another 
petition,  with  the  same  prayer  from  Mil- 
borne  Port.  He  felt  himself  incompetent  to 
enter  on  the  great  question  of  free  trade, 
but  he  could  assert  that  the  petitioners  were 
in  such  a  distressed  state  that  he  did  hope 
some  remedy  would  be  found  to  mitigate  it. 

Mr.  Robinson  had  unfortunately  not 
been  in  the  House  when  the  last  peti- 
tion was  presented;  he,  therefore,  eladly 
availed  himself  of  the  present  occasion  to 
say,  that  if  Government  were  determined 
to  continue  the  free  trade  system,  the 
manufacturers  of  gloves  must  give  up 
their  business,  and  the  trade  would  thereby 
be  totally  lost  to  this  country.  He  under- 
stood that  his  hon.  colleague  had  certain 
propositions  to  make,  with  reference  to  the 
glove  trade,  and  he  should  reserve  him- 
self, to  enter  minutely  into  the  business, 
for  that  occasion,  but  he  had  hoped  such 
a  course  would  have  been  unnecessary,  as 
he  expected  Ministers  would  have  made 
up  their  minds,  either  to  pro|X)se  some 
remedy  or  allow  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  investigate  fully  the  hard 
case  of  the  elove  manufacturer^,  to  see  if 
any  legislative  enactment  could  improve 
their  condition. 

Mr.  Weyland  regretted,  that  the  free 
trade  system  had  been  introduced,  as  he 
was  fully  convinced  that  it  was  impossible 
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those  of  .foreign  countries,  so  long  as  we 
were  oppressed  with  such  heavy  taxes. 
With  respect  to  this  particular  trade  which 
employed  so  many  women  and  children, 
and  was  quite  a  domestic  ocx^upation,  some 
relaxation  of  these  principles  ought  to  be 
immediately  made  in  its  favour. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Petitions  from  Political  Unions.] 
Mr.  Hunt  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
United  Political  Unions  of  Manchester,  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
but  complaining  of  that  clause  which  made 
an  invidious  distinction  between  the  renter 
of  a  house  of  10/.  a  year  and  one  who  paid 
a  shilling  less. 

The  Speaker  asked  how  the  petition  was 
signed. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  was  from  the  members 
of  the  Political  Union  at  Manchester,  in 
public  meeting  assembled,  and  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  meeting  by  Henry  Graves, 
their  Chairman. 

The  Speaker :  There  is  nothing  to  dis- 
qualify Mr.  Graves  from  sluing  a  petition, 
in  his  being  a  member  of  a  Political  Union, 
but  the  House  cannot  receive  a  petition 
signed  by  one  individual  on  behalf  of  a 
body  of  men,  except  that  individual  be  the 
legally  recognized  organ  of  that  body. 
Where  a  petition  is  presented  from  sevend 
individuals,  it  must  be  signed  by  those  in- 
dividuals, except  in  cases  of  a  corporation 
or  chartered  body. 

Mr.  Hunt  begged  to  withdraw  the  pe- 
tition. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Population  Returns  (Irbland).] 
Mr.  Leader  wished  to  know,  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  oppo- 
site, whether  he  would  be  prepared  at  an 
early  day  to  lay  the  population  returns  of 
Ireland  before  the  House,  and  whether^  in 
the  mean  time,  he  would  have  any  objec-* 
tion  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  comparative  ab- 
stract of  the  returns  of  1821  and  18S1  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
returns  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred 
would  not  be  ready  for  some  time.  But  if 
it  were  a  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  know  the  whole  amount,  he  would  refer 
him  to  a  paper  which  had  been  presMited« 
showing  that  the  whole  amount  WM 
7,734,000,  being  an  increase  of  1S|  per 
cent,  on  the  census  of  1821;  while  the 
average  increase  of  the  population  of  Ed^ 
land  during  the  same  period  was  between 
fifteen  and  sixteen  per  cent* 
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Mr.  L^cufer  movedfor  the  abstract^  which   proposition  that  the  same  prineipkt  of  Re« 
was  ordered.  presentation    ought  to  applj   to  the  two 

countries,  with  the  questioiij  and  that  bj 
no  means  a  contemptible  one— ^uppoae  tlm 
general  proposition  to  be  corrects  wai  this 
the  time  when  it  could  be  safely  applied  ? 
Was  this  a  proper  period  to  extend  the 
principle  of  popular  Kepresentatkm  in  Ire- 
land, when  disorder  and  disccmtent  were 
spread  so  widely  in  that  countiy-^-when 
people  were  found  in  so  many  instances 
openly  resisting  the  power  of  the  law— «nd 
when  agitation  was  carried  on  in  so  many 
places^  To  this  he  would  answer^  that 
he  was  well  aware  of  the  disorders  and 
difficulties  to  which  he  had  adverted;  he 
was  aware  of  the  conduct  of  those  who 
called  themselves  the  friends  of  Refonn> 
yet  whose  minds  were  bent,  on  exciting 
agitation  and  discontent  through  the  conn* 
try,  and  by  that  and  every  other  means 
in  their  power^  were  doing  all  they  oould 
to  embarrass  a  Reforming  Government. 
With  a  full  knowledge  of  aU  these  circum- 
stances, he  would  say,  that  if  the  proposed 
changes  in  the  system  of  Representation 
were  called  for  by  justice  in  both  countries, 
they  were  bound  by  the  principles  of  juslioe 
to  apply  them  equally  to  each^  and  m  the 
case  of  Ireland,  to  make  them  applicahl^ 
not  because,  but  in  despite  of,  agitation. 
He  was  also  aware  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  carry  the  principle  of  Reform  in 
the  Representation  to  the  same  extent  in 
Ireland  as  in  England;  because  much  of 
what  was  to  be  done  in  this  country  had  been 
already  effected  in  Ireland.  Much  less  re- 
mained to  be  done  in  that  country^  because 
so  much  had  been  done  already.  If  thcgr 
looked  to  the  Representation  of  Irekndy 
faulty  as  it  was  at  the  present  time,  and 
compared  it  with  the  description  given  of  it 
by  Mr.  Grattan  in  1793,  it  was  impossible 
not  to  observe  that  a  real  and  substantial 
progress  had  been  made  in  the  cause  of 
Reform  in  that  country.  In  Ireland  there 
were  no  Gattons  nor  old  Sarums ;  no  bo- 
roughs, in  short,  which  had  not  a  respect- 
able number  of  voters.  The  Reform,  Uien, 
which  would  be  necessary  for  Ireland,  was 
only  an  application  of  the  principle  to  a 
certain  extent  which  had  been  adopted  here. 
The  case  would  have  been  different  but  for 
the  changes  which  were  made  at  the  Union. 
Of  the  state  of  the  Representation  in  Ire- 
land in  179^,  some  idea  misht  be  formed 
from  the  following  passage  in  Mr.  Grattan's 
speech  on  that  occasion : — "  Of  300  Mem- 
bers," said  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
''above  200  are  returned  I7  indiYidiMlij 


Parliahbntaby  Reforh — Bill  for 
Irbland — First  Stage.]     Mr.  Stanley 
rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Representation  of  Ireland.     He 
said  it  was  not  expedient  for  him  to  enter 
into  the  various  subjects  which  would  na- 
turally suggest  themselves  in  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  less  so,  as,  in  the  first  place, 
he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  House 
would  not  refuse  him  leave  to  bring  in  the 
Bill,   which  had  been  introduced  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  principles  on  which  it  rested  were 
such  as  could  not  be  affected  by  local  cir- 
cumstances.    They  were  such  as  were  con- 
nected with  reason  and   justice,  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  Empire.     Nei- 
ther was  it,  on  this  occasion,  necessary  for 
him  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  already  recognized 
for  England,  and  which  must  be  held  to 
apply  equally  to  Ireland,  unless  some  speci- 
fic reasons  could  be  shown  why  the  same 
rules  should  not  apply  to  both  countries. 
He  trusted  it  would  not  be  disputed  that 
the  House  had  acknowledged,  that  nominal 
Representation  was  contrary  to  the  spirit 
and  intention  of  our  Constitution,  and  that 
the  return  of  Members  by  individuals  was 
no  longer  to  be  tolerated.     The  House  had 
admitted  that  the  members  of  a  small  cor- 
poration should  not  enjoy  the  monopoly  of 
th^  Representation  of  a  town,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  great  body  of  the  inhabitants — 
they  had  admitted,  that  residence  in  a  town 
should  be  a  necessary  qualification  for  voters 
in  boroughs,  and  they  had  also  admitted, 
that   certain   qualifications  as  to  property 
should  become  the  foundation  of  the  right 
of  voting  in  certain  cases ;  and  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  contend,  that  what  was  true 
with  respect  to  England  was  false  wlien 
applied  to  Ireland — unless  there  were  hon. 
Members  prepared  to  maintain,  that  the  re- 
ality  of  Representation  should  apply   to 
England  while  only  the  mockery  should  be 
continued  in  Ireland,  on  them  must  rest 
the  onus  of  proving  their  statements :  but 
unless  they  did  so,  it  must  be  admitted,  that 
the  same  general  principles  of  Representa- 
tion applied  to  both  countries.     It  would 
devolve  on  those  who  held  the  opposite 
opinion  to  prove  why  the  principles  of  Re- 
presentation to  be  applied  to  the  one  coun- 
try should  not  also  be  carried  into  operation 
in  the  other*    He  was  aware  that  he  might 
be  met,  by  many  disposed  to  concur  in  the 
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from  (arty  to  fifty  are  returned  by  ten  per- 
"tons;  several  of  your  boroughs  have  no 
resident  elector  at  all ;  some  of  them  have 
but  one^  and  on  the  whole  two-thirds  of 
the  Representatives  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons are  returned  by  less  than  100  per« 
sons  I  This  is  not  that  ancient^  that  vener- 
able constitution  of  King,  Lords,  and  Com- 
mons— it  is  not  even  an  aristocracy,  it  is  an 
oligarchy.  It  is  not  an  oligarchy  of  pro- 
perty, but  of  accident — not  of  prescription, 
but  of  innovation."  Much  had  been  done 
to  reform  this  state  of  things  at  the  Union. 
On  that  occasion,  the  principles  of  disfran- 
chising nomination  and  rotten  boroughs  had 
been  introduced  and  acted  on  to  a  consi- 
derable extent.  He  would  not  then  enter, 
nor  indeed  was  it  necessary  for  him  to  do 
80,  into  the  inquiry  whether  the  proportion 
of  Members  left  for  Ireland  at  the  Union 
ought  to  have  been  ^00  or  100,  nor  would 
he  discuss  the  means  by  which  that  measure 
was  carried.  All  that  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  show  was,  that  that  which  was  now 
recommended  in  England,  had  been  partly 
adopted  in  Ireland  at  the  period  of  the 
Union.  On  that  occasion  S^OO  Members 
were  cut  off,  and  100  left,  which  were  thus 
divided: — sixty-four  for  the  counties  (two 
for  each),  two  each  for  the  two  principal 
cities,  one  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
and  thirty-one  for  the  several  towns  and 
boroughs  which  were  not  disfranchised. 
The  Parliament  was  now  about  to  do  for 
this  country  much  of  what  had  been  already 
done  for  Ireland:  When  Mr  Grattan  brought 
forward  his  motion  for  Parliamentary  Re- 
form in  1793,  this  was  the  language  he  held ; 
and  the  principles  he  then  laid  down  were 
those  on  which  Government  now  acted. 
"  We  agree,  I  apprehend,"  said  Mr.  Grat- 
tan, "  mat  twelve  burgesses  should  not  re- 
turn two  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament; 
that  is,  we  agree  to  the  destruction  of  close 
boroughs.  We  agree  on  the  principle 
which  is  to  conduct  your  compasses — a 
mass  of  propertied  people — the  precise  num- 
ber only  to  be  a  subject  of  discussion ;  but 
we  agree  that  we  are  to  look  to  a  mass  of 
people  having  property.  How  far  we  are 
to  go,  and  what  geographical  line,  whether 
the  circle  or  any  lesser  circumscription, 
may  be  a  subject  of  discussion,  but  not  of 
discord."  And  again,  "  we  cannot  differ 
about  the  propriety  of  residence ;  of  ex- 
tending the  right  of  franchise  to  freemen 
by  birth»  marriage,  or  the  exerdse  of  a 
trade  for  a  certain  time.  Perhaps  we  shall 
not  differ  on  the  propriety  of  extending  the 
right  of  voting  to  landjudden  &r  jears 


having  a  certain  valuable  interest;  an  uni« 
versal  registry ;  elections  to  be  limited  in 
time,  and  to  be  carried  on  in  different 
places  at  once ;  an  oath  to  be  taken  by  the 
candidate,  and  to  be  repeated  at  the  bair  by 
the  Member."  Now  much  of  this  had  been 
accomplished  by  the  Act  of  Union,  and  the 
remainder,  he  hoped,  was  about  to  be  effected 
by  the  Bill  for  which  he  was  about  to 
move.  One  great  mistake  had  been  made 
in  the  system,  by  which  so  much  had  been 
completed  at  the  Union,  and  that  was,  that 
in  cutting  off  the  rotten  boroughs,  little 
attention  had  been  paid  to  provide  a  com- 
petent and  respectable  constituency  in  the 
towns  to  which  Representatives  were  left* 
It  was  absurd  to  say,  that  either  Bath  or 
Belfast,  with  each  a  large  population,  were 
adequately  represented,  if  only  such  a 
mockery  of  Representation  was  given  as 
placed  the  representation  of  50,000  people 
in  the  hands  of  ten  or  twelve  electors. 
When  the  principle  of  Representation  was 
admitted,  it  ought  not  to  consist  merely  in 
name,  but  in  reality.  As  to  the  qualification 
of  electors,  it  was  made  an  essential  principle, 
that  in  the  boroughs  of  this  country  they 
must  be  resident,  and  as  that  necessary 
preliminary  had  been  fully  adopted  in  the 
English  Reform  Bill,  it  ought  also  to  be  ap- 
plied to  Ireland,  unless  good  cause  could  be 
shown  why  the  franchise  should  not  be  on 
the  same  principle  in  the  one  country  aa 
in  the  other.  But  before  he  went  further 
into  the  Bill,  he  would  say  one  word  aa 
to  a  subject  on  which  he  differed  from  many 
whose  opinions  he  respected,  as  well  as 
from  those  of  some  others  on  whose  opinion 
he  set  no  value.  It  was  as  to  the  number 
of  Members  which  should  be  allotted  to 
Ireland  in  addition  to  those  she  already 
had.  In  the  former  Bill,  it  was  proposed 
to  give  five  additional  Members  to  Ireland. 
In  the  present,  no  change  was  made  in  that 
respect;  and  here  he  could  not  conceal  from 
himself,  that  he  spoke  in  the  hearing  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  thought  that 
Ireland  was  not  fairly  dealt  with  in  not 
having  a  much  greater  addition  of  Mem« 
bers.  He  was  not,  and  those  hon.  Mem« 
bers  would  admit  that  they  were  not,  then 
discussing  what  were  the  conditions  of 
the  Union  of  two  independent  nations. 
They  were  considering  what  were  the 
changes  which  circumstances  rendered  ne- 
cessary in  the  system  of  Representation  la 
it  now  existed.  He  admitted,  that  the  ob* 
jection  could  not  be  made  as  to  the  number 
of  Members,  if  they  themselves  had  not 
deviated  from  the  number  established  a| 
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the  Union.     He  knew  that  that  deviation 
would  he  urged  against  them  hy  their  op- 
ponents^ and  that,  having  once  made  the 
deviation,  for  the  avowed  object  of  giving 
Ireland  the  advantage  of  such  an  increase, 
it  would  be  urged  that  she  had  not  got 
such  an  increase  as  her  increased  population 
entitled  her  to.     If,  however,  they  looked 
at  the  debates  in  the  British  as  well  as  in 
the  Irish  House  of  Commons  in  the  year 
1800,  it  would  be  seen  that  no  principle 
was  laid  down  of  having  the  number  of 
Representatives  fixed  for  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  population  and  wealth.     Without 
any  reference  to  that  rule,   558  Members 
were  allotted  as   the  number  for  Great 
Britain,  and  100  for  Ireland ;  and  here  he 
begged  leave  to  remark,  that  the  treaty  of 
Union  was  not  a  tripartite  treaty,  as  be- 
tween England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  but 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  and 
therefore,  whatever  might  be  taken  from 
England  in  the  number  of  her  Represent- 
atives, and  added  to  those  of  Scotland,  pro- 
vided the  whole  number  were  not  altered, 
did  not  affect  the  relative  proportions  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  nor  give 
the  latter  country  any  claim  to  an  addi- 
tional  number   on   account   of  any   such 
changes.    That  was  the  doctrine  laid  down 
by  Mr.  Pitt ;  for  that  distinguished  states- 
man, in  recommending  the  British  Parlia- 
ment to  consent  to  the  Act  of  Union,  made 
use  of  the  following  words : — "  Upon  a  full 
consideration  of  the  subject,  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland  is  of  opinion,  that  the  number  of 
Representatives  for  that  country  in   the 
united   House  of  Commons  ought  to  be 
100;    upon  this  subject,  the  first  question 
to  which  I  have  to  call  the  attention  of 
Gentlemen  (supposing  that  they  adhere  to 
the  resolutions  of  last  session)  is,  whether 
the  number  so  mentioned  by  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland  is  so  reasonable,  and  founded  in 
such  fair  proportions,  that  we  ought  to 
agree  to  it  ?     For  my  own  part.  Sir,  I  will 
fairly  confess,  that  upon  this  part  of  the 
subject,  it  does  appear  to  me  extremely 
difficult  to  find  any  precise  ground  upon 
which  to  form  a  correct  calculation,  or  to 
entertain  a  positive  preference  for  any  one 
specific  number  of  Members  rather  than 
another;  but  I  am  the  less  anxious  about 
it>  because  I  do  not  consider  the   conse- 
quences as  very  important.    In  my  view  of 
Representation,  founded  upon  the  experience 
of  our  Constitution,  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  say,  that  if  a  nation  becomes  united  with 
lis  in  interests  and  in  affection,  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  but  small  importance  whether  the 


number  of  Representatives  from  one  part 
of  the  united  empire  be  greater  or  less.    If 
there  are  enough  to  make  known  the  local 
wants,  to  state  the  interests,  and  canytj 
the  sentiments  of  the  part  of  the  empire 
they  represent,  it  will  produce  that  degree 
I  of  general  security  which  will  be  wanting 
'  in  any  vain  attempt  to  obtain  that  d^ree 
of  theoretical  perfection,  about  which  in 
modern  times  we  have  heard  so  mudi. 
Considering  it  in  this  point  of  view  (if  the 
interests  of  the  two  countries  are  identiSed, 
and  the  number  of  Representatives  are  ade« 
quate  to  the  purposes  I  have  mentioned),  I 
really  think  the  precise  number  is  not  a 
matter  of  great  importance.    At  the  same 
time,  when  it  is  necessary  that  the  number 
should  be  fixed,  it  is  necessary  to  have  re-* 
course  to  some  principle  to  guide  our  deter- 
mination ;  and  I  am  not  aware  of  any  one 
that  can  more  properly  be  adopted,  than 
that  which  was  laid  down  in  the  discus* 
sions  upon  this  part  of  the  subject  in  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland :  I  mean  a  referdnce 
to  the  supposed    population  of  the  two 
countries,  and  to  the  proposed  rate  of  con^ 
tribution.    i  do  not  think  that  the  propor- 
tion  of  the  population,  or  the  capalnlity  of 
contribution,  taken  separately,  would  either 
of  them  form  so  good  a  criterion  as  when 
taken  together ;  but,  even  when  combined, 
1  do  not  mean  to  say,  that  they  are  perfectly 
accurate.     Taking  this  principle,  it  will 
appear  that  the  proportion  of  contribution 
proposed  to  be  established,  is  seven  and  a 
half  for  Great  Britain,  and  one  for  Ireland; 
and  that,  in  the  proportion  of  population. 
Great  Britain  is  to  Ireland,  as  two  and  a 
half  or  three  to  one:  so  that  the  result, 
upon  a  combination  of  these  two,  will  be 
something  more  than  five  to  one  in  favour 
of  Great  Britain,  which  is  about  the  pio- 
portion  that  it  is  proposed  to  establish  be* 
tween  the  Representatives  of  the  two  coun* 
tries.''*     The  same  line  of  argument  was 
adopted  by  Lord  Castlereagh  in  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons.     It  was  not  intended 
that  the  addition  now  proposed  to  be  made 
in  the  number  of  Irish  Members  arose  from 
any  feeling  that  the  conflicting  interests  <rf 
the   two  countries  required  that  Ireland 
should  have  more  than  her  present  propor- 
tion;   but  the  additional  Members  were 
given  to  Limerick,  Belfast,  and  Waterford, 
not  on  account  of  the  increased  population 
of  60,000,   40,000,  and  28,000  in  those 
places ;  but  because  there  were  great  and 
important  interests  in  those  towns  wludi 
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required  Representation.  This  was  as  much 
as  Ireland  could  fairly  daim^  according  to 
the  general  principles  on  which  the  whole 
measure  of  Reform  was  grounded.  In- 
preparing  the  Bill  which  he  was  ahout  to 
introduce,  it  was  found  that,  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  there  was  no  necessity  for  adopt- 
ing the  principle  of  disfranchisement  which 
bad  heen  acted  on  here,  in  any  extent  what- 
soever; and  it  was  also  conceived  to  he 
equally  reasonable,  in  granting  additional 
Representatives,  to  take  a  different  prin- 
ciple for  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
from  that  which  had  been  adopted  in  this 
country.  Ministers  had  done  this  in  order 
that  they  might  avoid  the  conflicting  claims 
of  different  places,  the  individuals  connect- 
ed with  which  might  be  anxious  that  those 
places  should  be  specifically  represented. 
This  course  was  the  more  advisable,  be- 
cause there  were  very  few  places  now  re- 
turning Members  for  Ireland  that  could  not 
boast  of  containing  the  elements  of  a  re- 
spectable constituency.  Therefore,  they 
bad  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  do  the  same 
with  reference  to  Ireland  as  had  been  done 
with  the  small  boroughs  in  England.  It 
was  intended  to  extend  to  Ireland  the  right 
of  voting  in  the  same  manner  that  it  was 
extended  to  England.  That  right  would 
be  given  to  freeholders  and  to  leaseholders 
also.  If  any  Gentleman  thought  that  they 
bad  not,  in  this  respect,  gone  so  far  with 
respect  to  Ireland  as  they  ought  to  have 
done,  he  believed  they  would  find,  if  they 
compared  the  one  case  with  the  other,  that 
the  leaseholder  of  Ireland  had  no  fair  cause 
of  complaint.  It  was  proposed,  as  the 
system  to  be  acted  on  in  England,  that  a 
lease  of  sixty  years,  with  a  beneficial  inter- 
est of  10/.,  or  a  lease  of  twenty  years,  with 
a  beneficial  interest  of  50/. ;  or,  according 
to  the  motion  of  a  noble  Lord  opposite,  a 
tenancy  at  will  of  not  less  than  50^  a  year, 
should  give  the  right  of  voting.  In  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  Ireland,  which  he  had 
introduced  last  Session,  the  right  of  voting 
was  made  to  depend,  in  a  great  degree,  on 
the  amount  and  the  payment  of  rent.  But, 
as  in  Ireland  the  apparent  amount  of  rent 
was  not  always  a  just  criterion  of  the  re- 
spectabUity  of  a  voter,  it  was  proposed  to 
alter  that  point,  and  to  grant  the  right  in 
Ireland,  as  it  was  proposed  to  be  granted 
in  England,  with  reference  to  the  beneficial 
interest  of  the  tenant.  It  had  been  in- 
tended to  restrict  the  right  to  a  beneficial 
interest  of  twenty  years;  but  as  it  appeared 
on  consideration  that  such  a  period  would 
exclude  a  considerable  number  of  persons, 


holding  under-leases,  who  were  fairly  en- 
titled to  vote,  it  was  deemed  advisable  to 
alter  the  term.  It  was  right  that  this 
should  be  done,  because,  in  cases  where  the 
original  lease  was  for  twenty-one  years,  the 
occupying  tenant  might  have  an  interest  of 
not  more  than  fifteen  or  sixteen  years.  It 
was  therefore  proposed  that  a  lease  of  four- 
teen years,  with  a  beneficial  interest  of 
20/.,  should  •give  the  right  of  voting  in 
Ireland.  If,  therefore.  Gentlemen  would 
compare  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  in 
England  with  that  wkich  was  proposed  to  be 
done  in  Ireland^  they  would  perceive  that  the 
latter  was  very  fairly  treated.  In  England, 
it  required  a  lease  of  twenty  years,  and  a 
beneficial  interest  of  50/.,  to  confer  the  right 
of  voting ;  while  in  Ireland  a  lease  of  four- 
teen years,  and  a  beneficial  interest  of  20/., 
secured  that  right.  Those  who  objected  to 
the  intended  extension  of  the  right  of  voting 
in  Ireland,  need  not  be  much  alarmed  as  to 
the  class  of  persons  by  whom  the  con- 
stituency was  likely  to  be  filled.  By  a 
paper  presented  to  the  House  in  May, 
1830,  the  respectability  of  the  county  con- 
stituency was  most  clearly  shown.  He 
found  there,  that  of  the  freeholders  of  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  amounting  to  52,152,  no 
lest  than  22,000  were  registered  as  50/. 
freeholders;  10,000  as  20/.  freeholders; 
leaving  of  the  lowest  class,  the  10/.  free- 
holders, only  20,000.  In  Catholic  Mun- 
ster,  where  the  freeholders  amounted  to 
15,382,  he  found  upwards  of  8,000  free- 
holders  of  50/. ;  3,113  of  20/. ;  and  3,500 
of  10/.  In  the  province  of  Ulster,  where 
the  Protestant  interest  strongly  prevailed 
— where  the  lower  classes  consist^  almost 
entirely  of  Protestants — ^he  found  8,536 
10/.  freeholders,  out  of  a  total  of  15,650. 
It  thus  appeared,  that  where  the  popula- 
tion was  chiefiy  Protestant,  the  10/.  free- 
holders greatly  overbalanced  the  others; 
but  that  the  contrary  was  the  case  where 
the  great  body  of  the  population  was 
Catholic.  He  did  not  say  this  for  the  pur- 
pose of  setting  those  parties  at  variance,  as 
two  conflicting  interests.  God  forbid  that 
he  should  do  so ;  so  far  from  meaning  to 
create  any  such  feeling,  he  could  conscien- 
tiously declare,  that  if  there  were  any  wish 
nearer  to  his  heart  than  another,  it  was, 
that  he  should  never  again  hear  the  term 
Protestant  interest  and  Catholic  interest 
used  for  any  hostile  or  unfriendly  purpose. 
But  he  should  perhaps  be  told,  that  by  this 
extension  of  the  elective  franchise,  the 
Protestant  interest  would  be  entirely  over- 
whelmed.   He  could  very  easily  show  that 
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this  was  a  most  fallacious,  a  most  unfound 
ed  apprehension.  He  did  not  wish  to  over- 
throw the  Protestant  interest,  or  to  give 
undue  power  to  the  Catholic  interest.  His 
desire  was,  to  see  all  parties  fairly  and 
properlj  represented.  He  did  not  indeed 
wish  to  overthrow  that  system,  the  only 
ohject  of  which  appeared  to  he  the  acquire- 
ment of  political  power,  and  of  which  he 
might  say,  that  the  Protestantism  or  Catho- 
licism of  those  hy  whom  it  was  supported 
w^as  only  shown  in  their  violent  and  into^ 
lerant  spirit.  In  the  horough  Representa- 
tion it  was  intended  hy  this  Bill  to  make 
extensive  hut  necessary  alterations.  Here, 
again,  he  should  no  douht  he  told,  that  the 
whole  strength  and  vigour  of  the  Protest- 
ant influence  in  Ireland  depended  on  the 
preservation,  in  their  present  state,  of 
fifteen  or  sixteen  rotten  horoughs.  He 
utterly  denied  the  assertion.  Frotestant 
property,  wealth,  and  influence,  would  still 
have,  as  they  always  had,  their  due  share 
in  the  Representation  of  the  country ;  and 
he  did  not  wish  that  they  should  possess 
more  than  their  due  share.  But  this  he 
would  say,  that  if  the  assertion  of  these 
ohjectors  were  true — if  the  security  of  the 
Protestant  estahlishment  in  Ireland  did  in- 
deed depend  on  fifteen  or  sixteen  rotten 
horoughs,  then,  whether  they  passed  this 
Reform  Bill,  or  did  not  pass  it,  that  estah- 
lishment could  not  last.  At  the  time  of 
the  Union  it  was  also  said,  that  the  de- 
struction of  a  number  of  these  rotten  bo- 
roughs was  a  most  dangerous  act,  as  they 
formed  the  great,  the  only  protection  for 
the  Protestant  interest.  Perhaps  it  was  so 
then,  when  the  Government  ruled  by  a 
small  body  of  what  was  termed  the  Ascend- 
ancy. But  that  time  had  gone  by.  The 
Roman  Catholics  had  been  allowed  the 
right  of  voting,  other  great  privileges  had 
been  extended  to  them,  and  tliev  must  be 
allowed  that  weight  in  society  which  their 
property  could  not  fail  to  command.  When 
this  objection  was  urged  at  the  time  of  the 
Union,  what  was  the  answer?  It  was 
said,  "  If  your  affairs  were  always  to  be , 
managed  by  an  Irish  Parliament,  it  would, 
perhaps,  be  a  difl'erent  thing.  But  here- 
after you  will  not  have  a  separate  legisla- 
ture— these  will  not  be  divided  countries, 
but  will  form  one  united  Empire,  the 
affairs  of  which  will  be  directed  by  one 
united  Parliament.  Your  Protestant  in- 
terest will  not  rest  on  the  existence  of  cer- 
tain rotten  boroughs,  but  on  the  super- 
intending wisdom  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland."   Such 


was  Lord  CastlereagVi  answer  to  obfeo* 
tions  of  a  similar  kind,  and  it  wai  a  very 
proper  answer.  By  the  articlea  of  the 
Union,  thirty-one  boroughs  were  left  to 
return  Members.  Now  he  would  ask,  was 
it  right  or  just  that  those  borongha  should 
be  left  in  their  present  situation  ?  Or  wai 
it  not  absurd,  if  they  did  not«  following  up 
the  principle  of  Reform,  alter  the  existing 
system  ?  Was  it  fitting  that  the  real  con* 
stituency  of  those  towns  should,  in  point  of 
fact,  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  electkm 
of  representatives  ?  Belfast,  Armagh,  and 
Dundalk,  together  with  several  other  towm^ 
were  placed  in  this  situation.  There  wen 
eighteen  out  of  thirty-one  boroughSf  in 
which  the  number  of  electors  were  under 
100,  and  there  were  ten  which  had  a  con- 
stituency of  fifteen  each,  or,  in  other  wodi^ 
which  had  no  constituency  wfaatsoeref. 
Thus,  whether  it  was  Belfast  or  Old  Sarma, 
the  Member  returned  had  nothing  wliatefw 
to  do  with  those  who  were  called  hii  eon- 
stituents.  llie  matter  was  the  aame  in 
both  cases.  In  making  the  alteration  wllkh 
occurred  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  not 
much  trouble  was  taken  in  the  formatioa 
of  the  scale  that  was  then  acted  on.  The 
Legislature  proceeded,  not  on  the  principle 
of  population,  but  of  taxation-— the  paj« 
ment  of  the  hearth  and  window  tas.  It 
however  happened,  that  twenty-four  of  the 
places  selected  had  the  advantage  of  com- 
bining the  largest  amount  both  of  popula* 
tion  and  taxation ;  but  the  remaining  seven 
stood  very  low  with  respect  to  population. 
But  this  was  of  no  consequence,  aa  the 
scale  did  not  proceed  on  the  mixed  prin- 
ciple of  population  and  taxation.  The 
fact  was,  that  at  the  period  of  the 
Union,  the  Legislature  acted  upon  a  sivcn 
principle,  upon  which  the  Articles  of  Union 
were  founded;  and  that  principle  hang 
once  granted,  they  did  not  cavil  about  thu 
or  that  borough.  Indeed,  many  of  those 
concerned  were  of  opinion,  that  the  dis« 
franchiscment  of  many  of  the  then  esiatbig 
boroughs  would  be  beneficial  to  the  country. 
I'he  only  Amendment  moved  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  that  part  of  the  Bill  wasi,  fur  the 
disfranchisement  of  Mullingar,  and  the 
substitution  of  Enniskillen  in  its  place.  He 
never  could  find  any  reason,  either  with 
respect  to  |H)pulation  or  taxation,  which 
should  have  decided  the  (fuestion  in  favour 
of  Enniskillen.  But  Mullingar  was  ex« 
eluded,  and  the  claim  of  Enniskillen  was 
adniitteil.  In  the  boroughs  of  England  it 
was  proposed  that  the  bond ^ fide  lOiThous^ 
holder  should  have  the  right  to  tote.    Ilw 
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same  provision  would  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land ;  but  as  some  difficulty  might  occur  in 
ascertaining  exactly  the  value  of  such 
houses  in  Ireland^  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  unreasonable^  if  those  claiming  to  vote 
in  towns  where  local  taxes  for  lighting  and 
paving,  &c.  were  levied,  were  called  on  to 
show  that  they  had  paid  those  assessments 
up  to  the  preceding  half  year.  He  did  not 
mean  that  the  payment  of  ministers  money^ 
or  assessments  of  that  kind,  should  come 
under  this  rule,  but  merely  local  taxes. 
Thus  far  he  had  spoken  of  the  county  and 
borough  constituency.  There  was,  how- 
ever, a  third  class  of  constituents,  he  meant 
those  connected  with  counties  of  cities. 
These  districts  included  the  borough  itself, 
and  a  considerable  extent  of  the  country 
around  it.  It  was  proposed  in  these  cases, 
that  the  10/.  householder  should  vote  in  the 
town,  and  the  freeholders  and  leaseholders 
ia  the  county.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  just  to  restrict  the  fVeeholder  and  the 
leaseholder  to  a  vote  for  one  Member  for  the 
town,  when  their  property  ought  to  com- 
mand a  vote  for  two  Members  for  the 
county.  Therefore  a  right  would  be 
ffranted  to  them  to  vote  for  the  county  at 
large.  There  was  one  other  point  to  which 
he  particularly  wished  to  allude,  because  he 
was  aware  that  it  might  lead  to  discussion, 
since,  in  this  instance,  they  had  departed 
from  the  principle  laid  down  in  the  Enfflish 
Bill.  He  referred  to  that  provision  of  the 
present  English  Bill  which  was  not,  how- 
ever, a  part  of  the  furmer  English  Bill,  by 
which  the  existing  rights  of  treeraen  were 
secured  to  themselves  and  to  their  posterity. 
That  provision  they  had  not  deemed  it 
proper  to  insert  in  the  Irish  Bill,  and  he 
conceived  that  they  were  justified  in  the 
omission.  The  reason  was,  because  there 
was  an  objection  to  this  particular  class  of 
voters  in  Ireland,  which  was  not  at  all  in 
force  in  England.  And  what  was  that  ob« 
jection  ?  It  was,  that  these  freemen  were 
mixed  up,  not  with  political,  ,but  with 
strong  religious  and  exclusive  feelings.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  considered  wise  to  per- 
petuate a  generation  of  Protestant  voters, 
who  acquired  their  rights,  not  because  they 
were  householders  —  not  because  they 
were  landed  proprietors,  but  because,  as 
Protestants,  they  were  considered  exclu- 
sively qualified  to  fill  the  situation  of  free* 
men.  It  was  proposed  that  those  who  now 
possessed  rights,  or  those  who  had  inchoate 
rights,  should  be  allowed  to  preserve  them, 
but  it  was  considered  wise  not  to  per- 
petuate them,  as  they  were  founded  on  a 


system  of  exclusion.  It  could  not  but  be 
observed,  that  the  40^.  freeholders,  who  were 
almost  exclusively  Catholic,  had  been  dealt 
with  in  the  same  manner.  With  respect  to 
elections,  they  would  remain  as  heretofore. 
It  was  not  thought  advisable  to  limit  the 
time,  or  to  try  the  experiment  of  taking 
the  polls  in  different  places.  He  had  now 
gone  through  the  principal  divisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  not  trouble  the  House 
by  entering  into  those  minute  details, 
which  would  be  more  properly  considered 
in  Committee.  It  would,  he  hoped,  be 
found,  that  while,  on  the  one  hand,  they 
had  not  departed  from  the  principle  of  the 
English  Bill,  they  had,  on  the  other,  not 
unsuccessfully  laboured  to  do  that  justice 
to  Ireland  which  they  had  strenuously  en- 
deavoured to  do  to  England.  They  had 
not  considered  the  interests  of  the  one 
country  as  different,  in  any  degree,  from 
the  interests  of  the  other.  Nothing  could 
be  more  mischievous  or  fallacious  than  such 
an  idea.  And  he  was  perfectly  convinced, 
that  if  they  wished  to  convert  into  a  warm, 
honest,  and  sincere  union  of  the  heart, 
that  union  which  had  been  effected  by  the 
Legislature — that  object  could  only  be 
achieved  by  acting  towards  the  one  country 
on  exactly  the  same  principles  as  those 
which  they  adopted  towards  the  other. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  and  im« 
prove  the  Representation  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Leader  observed,  that  the  necessity 
of  a  conservative  link  between  Great  Bri« 
tain  and  Ireland  was,  on  all  hands,  ad- 
mitted to  be  indispensable,  and  it  did  not 
appear  to  him,  that  the  right  hon*  Gentle* 
man  had  given  the  consideration  it  required 
to  that  great  constitutional  object.  The 
Crown  constituted  one  great  link  between 
the  two  countries  undoubtedly,  and  he 
trusted  the  connexion  would  ever  continue, 
but  there  were  other  links  requiredi  of  great 
strength  and  value  in  upholding  the  inti.* 
roacy  between  the  countries,  which  were 
now  loose  and  inefficient,  as  would  fully 
appear  on  a  due  examination.  The  Minis* 
ters  of  the  Crown,  from  want  of  local  know- 
ledge, did  not  form  that  link.  The  Irish 
Members,  filling  places  in  England — the 
English  Members,  returned  for  Irish 
boroughs  —  the  Irish  and  English  ab* 
sentee  landed  proprietary — all  these  form- 
ed no  conservative  link.  The  con- 
servative link  was  only  to  be  found  in 
a  full,  fair  and  equal  Representation  for 
Ireland.  And  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that   this  link  should  be  more 
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strongly  forged  than  the  Bill  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  intro- 
duce was  calculated  to  effect^  although  he 
admitted  some  good  might  be  derived  from 
it.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who  would 
raise  light  and  trivial  objections,  but  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  loudly  called  for, 
and  demanded  from  that  House,  such  mea- 
sures as  would  convince  the  people  of  that 
country,  that  proper  attention  was  given  to 
their  interests,  and  that  their  just  and  indis- 
putable claims  would  be  acceded  to ;  and 
by  thus  shewing  that  a  wise  anxiety  pre- 
vailed to  meet  their  wishes,  prove  to  them 
that  the  only  real,  permanent,  and  con- 
servative link  between  the  two  countries 
was  about  to  be  established.  There  was 
undoubtedly  great  cause  of  complaint,  that 
the  county  Representation  of  Ireland  con- 
sisted of  only  sixty-four  Members,  and  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  grant  an  additional  num- 
ber under  this  Bill  was  considered  hard.  If 
additional  Members  were  not  to  be  given 
to  Ireland,  what  great  favour,  what  addi- 
tional advantage  of  importance  was  Ireland 
to  obtain  ?  Had  she  not  already  her  sixty- 
four  county  Members,  returned  by  a  fran- 
chise similar  to  that  about  to  be  extended  to 
Great  Britain?  Had  she  not  her  five 
cities — Dublin,  Cork,  Limerick,  Waterford, 
and  Kilkenny,  with  large  constituencies 
composed  of  freemen  and  40^.  freeholders/ 
returning  seven  Members?  Had  she  not 
her  University  returning  its  Member? 
Had  she  not  her  ten  open  towns,  with 
large  constituencies,  based  upon  the  5/. 
franchise,  and  returning  their  Representa- 
tives? Was  it  not  her  great  ground  of 
complaint,  that  she  had  eighteen  rotten 
boroughs,  like  those  of  Great  Britain,  which 
were  so  justly  condemned  as  a  mockery  of 
Representation  ?  He  knew  that  an  objec- 
tion had  been  raised  to  enlarging  the  num- 
ber of  Irish  Representatives,  on  t  he  pretence 
that  it  would  give  a  Catholic  Representa- 
tion to  Ireland.  He  asserted  that  it  would 
have  no  such  effect.  Of  the  ten  open 
towns,  half  were  situated  in  the  north  of 
Ireland,  where  the  constituencies  were  all 
Protestant ;  of  the  rotten  boroughs,  six  of 
them  .were  situated  in  the  heart  of  a  Pro- 
testant county  in  the  North  of  Ireland; 
namely,  Armagh,  Belfast,  Carrickfergus, 
Dungannon,  EnniskiUen,  and  Lisbum. 
The  six  boroughs  likely  to  have  a  Catholic 
constituency  were  Carlow,  Clonmell,  Dun- 
dalk,  Ennis,  Kinsale,  and  Tralee;  while 
the  remaining  six,  Athlone,  Bandon, 
Cashel,  Portarlington,  New  Ross,  and 
Sligo,  might  be  fairly  considered  as  likely 


to  have  a  preponderating  Protestant  interest' 
Under  these  circumstances  there  was  an 
end  to  all  argument  drawn  from  a  sap- 
posed  danger  of  a  Catholic  oonsdtuency. 
No  person  locally  acquainted  with  the  coun- 
try could  with  any  reason  maintain  such  a 
proposition.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  had 
alluded  to  the  calculation  made  by  Lord 
Castlereagh  at  the  time  of  the  Union.  That 
noble  Lord  took  the  population  as  202»  ibe 
exports  as  100,  the  imports  as  93,  and  the 
revenue  as  39 ;  and  then,  by  dividing  the 
aggregate  of  them  by  four,  the  result  wis 
108.  Lord  Castlereagh,  therefore,  pro- 
posed, that  this  number  of  Members  should 
be  allotted  to  Ireland.  But,  mistaken  as 
Lord  Castlereagh  was  in  his  calculatioiu^ 
Newenham  found  that,  by  taking  thtt 
noble  Lord's  own  ratio,  Ireland  ought  to 
have  had  169  Members.  At  present,  how- 
ever, they  were  not  called  upon  to  decide 
upon  such  vague  information  as  was  pos- 
sessed cither  by  Lord  Castlereagh  or  the 
historian;  for  official  documents  were  in 
existence  upon  which  they  could  confidently 
rely.  He  was  surprised  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  bringing  forwara  suchi 
subject  as  this,  had  not  examined  more  ac- 
curately the  statistical  information  within  his 
reach.  Looking  either  to  the  territory,  to  the 
population,  or  to  the  revenues  of  Ireland,  to 
the  houses  or  to  the  trade,  they  would  find 
that  country  was  fairly  entitled  to  more 
Members  than  were  allotted  to  her  by  the 
present  plan.  According  to  the  best  author- 
ities, Ireland  contained  20,437i974  statute 
acres:  Great  Britain,  according  to  the 
trigonometrical  survey,  had  a  territory  dt 
56,000,000  of  acres,  which  taking,  extent 
of  territory  as  the  basis  of  the  calculation, 
would  entitle  Ireland  to  SOI  Memben. 
By  the  census  of  1821,  the  population  of 
Ireland  was  (),800,827^  and  that  of  Great 
Britain  was  1 4,39 1 ,63 1 ,  entitling  the  former, 
on  the  basis  of  population,  to  261  Members. 
In  1821,  Ireland  had  1,142,602  houses* 
while  Great  Britain  had  no  more  than 
2,429,629,  thereby  proving,  if  the  number 
of  dwellings  was  consider^  as  a  criterioo, 
that  Ireland  was  entitled  to  261  Membeis. 
According  to  the  financial  returns,  the 
revenue  of  Ireland  was  4',660,98Si!.  exclu- 
sive of  the  duty  on  tea ;  while  that  of  Great 
Britain  amounted  to  50,786,682iL  Looking 
to  these  figures  alone,  Ireland  would  only 
be  entitled  to  fifty-seven  Members;  but  if  the 
enormous  sums  were  taken  into  the  account 
that  were  drawn  out  of  that  country  by  the 
absentee  proprietors,  Ireland  would  be  eo« 
titled  to  a  much  larger  share  of  Memben 
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than  she  at  present  enjoyed.     In  point  of 
tradej  likewise,    she  had  claims  for  more 
Memhers  than  it  was  proposed  to  give  her. 
By  the  last  official  documents,  in  1 825,  the 
amount  of  the  imports  into   Ireland  was 
8,596,785/.  sterling,  whilst  the  amount  of 
the  imports  of  Great  Britain  for  1 828  was 
43,4:67,74'7/.;  this  proportion  would  entitle 
Ireland  to  1 09  Memhers.     The  exports  of 
Ireland  for  1 825,  amounted  to  9,000,000/. 
and  those  of  Great  Britain  to  61,082,695/. 
so  that,  if  the  exports  alone  were  taken  as 
the  test  of  right  to  Representation,  Ireland 
could  only  have  eighty-six  Members.  Upon 
the  whole  of  these  statements  he  wished  the 
House  fully  to  consider,  whether  a  country 
with  a  trade,   population,    revenue,    and 
territory,   such  as  he  had  described,    was 
likely  to  rest  satisfied  with  105  Members 
while  it  considered  itself  fully  entitled  to 
161.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  well  knew 
the  state  of  excitement  which  prevailed  in 
Ireland  ;  and  he  appealed  to  his  reason  to 
say,  whether  it  was  likely  to  be  diminished 
by  the   award  of   such  a  disproportioned 
share  of  the  Representation  as  was  given  it 
by  this  plan.     He  asked  him,  whether  he 
thought  it  unreasonable  that  thirteen  new 
Members  should  be  given  amongst  the  coun- 
ties which  had  a  population  of  upwards  of 
200,000  souls  each,  with  one  to  Dublin, 
and  one  to  Kilkenny?     The  last  place  had, 
by   the  census  of  1821,   a  population  of 
23,000,  with  169  houses  more  than  Water- 
ford  ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  Waterford 
and  Limerick  should  be  preferred  to  it,  or, 
why  one  of  the  most  ancient  cities  in  Ire- 
land,  of  great  manufacturing  importance 
and  wealth,  which,  when  a  domestic  legis- 
lature  existed,    returned   four    Members, 
should  be  excluded  from  having  a  second 
Representative.   Certainly,  in  the  Commit- 
tee he  should  feel  himself  bound  to  press 
its  claims  for  an  additional  Member  upon 
the  attention  of  Government ;  for  him,  that 
would  be  but  a  small  acknowledgment  to  a 
city  to  which  he  should  ever  feel  the  most 
lasting  obligation,  for  having  done  him  the 
honour  of  inviting  him,  who  was  a  perfect 
stranger,  to  become  its  Representative ;  he 
only  wished  that  his  ability  was  equal  to  his 
desire  of  promoting  its  prosperity.     The 
difi^erent  facts  he  had  brought  before  the 
House  were  well  worthy  the.  attention  of 
statesmen,  and  no  man  of  common  sense 
could  undervalue  a  population  of  7,000,000, 
which  employed  75,000  British  seamen  in 
the  cross-channel  trade ;  which  gave  sub- 
sistence to  half  a  million  of  British  subjects 
dependant  on  their  industry,   and  whose 

Vol.  IX.  {£2} 


commerce  with  England  was  greater  than 
that  of  France.     Let  no  man  flatter  him- 
self that  he  could  induce  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  believe  they  would  be  adequately 
represented  by  105  Members.     They  knew 
they  had  no  representative  in  the  King's 
Councils,  and  no  person  to  protect  their 
interests  in  the  Cabinet.     He  had  compared 
the  statistics  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  was  not  ashamed  to  make  the  claim  he 
did  on  behalf  of  his  country.     It  was  not 
as  an  Irish  Gentleman  that  he  alone  was 
interested  in  this  question,  for  all  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  heard  him  were  equally 
interested  in  it.     He  presumed  not  to  im- 
pugn the  motives  or  depreciate  the  exertions 
of  others ;  but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say, 
that  he  had  never  been  a  member  of  any 
union.     He  found  no  fault  with  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  believed  that 
they  were  acting  so  as  to  maintain  the  in- 
stitutions of  their  country.     But  while  he 
had  supported  his  own  opinions,  and  zeal- 
ously combated  and  confronted  the  objec- 
tions raised  against  them,  he  had  at  the 
same  time  made  allowance  for  the  course 
which  others  had  thought  it  their  duty  to 
pursue.     All   he  requested  was,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  consider  the  facts  upon 
which  his   claim  was  made,  and   to  bear 
in  mind,  that  all  his  arguments  were  drawn 
from   official   documents.      The   navy    of 
England  might  spread  its  sails  into  the  har- 
bours of  Ireland,  its  army  might  cover  its 
soil,  and  the  people  of  the  country  would 
be  glad  of  the  presence  of  both,  for  both 
would  spend  considerable  sums  of  money, 
without,  however,  guaranteeing  the  safety 
of  the  country,  as  might  be  seen  from  its 
present  condition,  after  100,000,000/.  had 
been  expended  on  the  military  establish- 
ments of  Ireland  since  the  Union.     He  had 
always  been  anxious,  as  Gentlemen  who 
had  held  official  situations  in  Ireland  could 
testify,  to  induce  the  people  to  cultivate  a 
feeling  of  affection  towards  this  country, 
and  to  endeavour  to  improve  their  condition 
by  augmented  industry,  and  extending  their 
commercial  intercourse  with  England ;  but 
it  would  be  in  vain  for  any  one  to  attempt 
to  pursue   that  course  unless  the  people 
were  convinced   that  their  interests  were 
fully  attended  to,  and  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment not  only  meant  justly,  but  gave 
decided  and  practical  proofs  of  that  deter- 
mination.    What  was  it  that  he  required 
for  Ireland  ?     Only  that  the  great  counties 
which  had  two  or  three  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants,  should  return  three  Members 
instead  of  two.     The  Members  for  Ireland 
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considered  that  so  much  at  least  was  due  to 
their  country.  There  were  ten  counties  in 
Ireland,  containing  6,000,000  Irish  acres, 
and  nearly  3,000,000  inhabitants,  being 
half  the  territory  and  half  the  population^ 
which  returned  only  twenty-nine  Members; 
whilst  the  other  half  of  the  country  re- 
turned seventy.  Was  that  just  or  reason- 
able, and  should  not  Government  avail 
itself  of  this  great  and  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  remedying  this  injustice  ?  From 
the  Shannon  to  Londonderry,  where  this 
great  want  of  Representation  existed,  Ire- 
land possessed  a  number  of  the  safest  har- 
bours and  the  greatest  variety  of  other  na- 
tional capabilities :  it  was  near  to  France, 
Spain^  and  Portugal,  and  had  a  facility  of 
communication  with  all  parts  of  Europe,  and 
that  most  flourishing  and  happy  country, 
America,  which  rendered  it  peculiarly  fitted 
for  commercial  enterprise.  He  had  not  risen 
to  complain    of    any  part  of  the  speech 


,  of  the  right  honourable  Secretazy  for  Ire< 
land,  which,  as  far  as  related  to  the  mode 
of  regulating  the  franchise,  waa  aUe  and 
j  udidous ;  nor  did  hemake  any  objections  to 
the  leasehold  qualification  beingrauedto  20L, 
but  his  great  desire  had  been  to  lay  before 
the  House  official  data  to  prove  that,  with 
regard  to  Representation,  Ireland  had  been 
badly  treated  by  this  Bill ;  and  he  fdncerely 
hoped  that  his  Majesty's  Ministera  would 
give  their  serious  consideration  to  thu  point 
In  calling  their  attention,  and  that  of  the 
House  to  those  matters,  he  felt  that  he  bad 
only  done  his  duty,  and  he  hoped  that  be 
had  discharged  it  without  giving  offence  to 
either  party  in  that  House.  In  condusim 
he  would  entreat  of  Government  and  of 
Parliament  to  act  towards  Ireland  with 
justice,  temper,  and  moderation,  and  he 
would  ensure  to  them  the  best  posaihle  re- 
sults from  such  a  system.* 


*  The  following  Statistical  Calculations  form  the  basis  of  Mr.  Leader's  speech : — 

The  Circumstances  and  Data  on  which  Viscount  Castlereaj^h  adjusted  the  Representation  at  the 
Union,  compared  with  what  it  should  have  been,  as  calculated  by  Newenham,  in  bis  *'  Natural 
and  Political  View  of  Ireland  in  1809." 


By  Castlereagh. 


By  Newenham. 


1.  Population 

2.  Exports     • 

3.  Imports 

4.  Revenue 


Members. 
.      202 
.      100 
.       93 
.       39 

4)434 

108| 


1.  Population 

2.  Kx  ports 

3.  Imports    • 

4.  Revenue 
i>.  Rental     .. 


•  • 


238 
179 
168 

as 

186 


6)846 
1691 


The  Political  Strength  of  Ireland,  as  far  as  relates  to  Population,  and  as  compared  with  Great  Britun, 
in  1821 ;  showing  the  proportion  within  the  age  of  Labour, and  the  number  capable  of  beariof 
Arms.  [Census  of  1821.] 


IRELAND. 


Provinces. 


I^instcr 
Munster 
Ulster 
Connaught 


•  •  •  •         •  • 

•  •  •  • 


Total 


Proportion  of  Males  capable  of  bearing  arms 


The  Age  of  I^ahour, 

15  to  50. 

^15  to  CO. 

«0  to  30. 

30  to  iO. 

40l«S0b 

Total.  "^ 

200,811 
238,752 
2i>0.084 
13.S,646 

326,998 
335,678 
343.009 
189,793 

206,383 
231,501 
215,374 

127,498 

142,846 

148,450 

159,166 

79|885 

877,03S 
948^1 
967,633 

828,293 

1,195,478 

780.756 

524,;M7 

3,328,374 

414,196 

597,739 

390,378 

262,173 

1,664,437 

Total  within  the  age  of  labour 


CREAT  BRITAIN. 

..     j  1,248,780    1,997,475   1,468,656 


Proportion  of  Males  capable  of  bearing  arms 


624.390 


5357,903 
2,998,951 


The  foregomg  Table  exhibits  the  nnti.mal  powor  of  the  Biiu^h  people  in  1821.  It  demoiwtimleft 
clearly  that  the  numerical  strena^th  of  the  prod urilve  classes  in  Ireland  to  those  in  Great  Britain 
stond  m  the  proportion  of  3  to  5,  or.  a^  a  military  population,  in  the  mtio  of  1|  to3;  and  on  thli 
point  alone,  if  Great  Britain  is  to  have  553  Membenj  as  the  Represeatation  of  Iter  ptophL  Inland  li 
pre-eminently  entitled  to  claim  314.  ' 
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Mr.  Ruihven  said,  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  had  attended  a  meeting  of  Irish 
gentlemen  and  Memhers  of  Parliament 
that  had  heen  lately  held  in  Dublin,  and 
he  begged  to  deny  that  that  meeting  was 
connected  with  any  Political  Union  what- 
ever. With  reganl  to  the  agitation  which 
prevailed  in  that  country,  it  would  require 
all  the  power  and  energy  of  Ministers  and 
of  that  House,  to  allay  the  excitement  that 
existed ;  and  that  object  would  not  be  ac- 
complished by  palliatives  administered  from 
day  to  day.  It  must  be  effected,  if  at  all, 
by  a  system  of  comprehensive  and  complete 
justice,  and  the  present  Bill  was  not,  he 
thought,  a  mark  of  that  justice.  The  right 
hon.  Secretary  had  referred  to  the  compact 
made  by  the  Irish  Parliament  at  the  period 
of  the  Legislative  Union :  a  bargain  such  as 


that  made  by  a  venal  and  corrupt  body  like 
the  Irish  Parliament,  that  sold  its  country 
and  itself  to  the  English  Government,  was 
not  one  that  should  be  cited  in  the  way  of 
precedent  or  authority,  and  though  he  did 
not  regret  the  Union,  he  would  say,  that  it 
was  accomplished  by  the  most  disgraceful 
means.  It  was  a  disgraceful  period  in 
Irish  historv,  and  one  that  should  never  be 
referred  to  as  an  example.  But  even  allow- 
ing that  100  Representatives  were  a  fair 
proportion  for  Ireland  at  that  time,  it  was 
absurd  to  continue  nearly  the  same  Mem- 
bers under  an  altered  state  of  circumstances. 
He  maintained  that  the  present  Bill  did  not 
give  a  sufficient  number  of  Representatives 
to  Ireland,  or  such  a  number  as  that  coun- 
try was  fairly  entitled  to ;  and  he  begged 
to  inquire,  whether  it  was  expected  that 


IimiiiD  compared  with  Oriat  Bamni,  as  to  Territory,  Population,  Houmi,  Revenue,  Imports 
and  fixportfl,  with  the  relative  Proportion  of  each,  calculating  553  Members,  as  proposed  to  form 
the  RepresentMtioa  of  Great  Britam. 


I. — TrmnrroRY 
Acres 


Y.    Statute  Acres  in  Ireland  (by  Parliamentary  Reports,    1813-1814),   and  Statute 
in  Great  Britain  (deduced  from  the  Trigonometrical  Surveys  of  Great  Britain). 


IRBLAlfJ).  GREAT  BRITAIN. 

80,437,974  56,029.400 

II.— PoPULATiOH  i!f  1821  (Census  Returns] 


RELATIVE  PROPORTION, 
201 

261 


6,801,827  14,391,631 

III. — iNHiBmo  Houses  IN  1821  (Census  Retunis). 

1,142,602  2,629,629  260 

IV. — RcvEii UB  (Annual  Finance  Accounts — tee  Haruard't  Parliamentary  Debates,) 

^4,660,983  ^50,786,682  57 

v.— iMPORra  (Ireland,  in  1825,  from  Report  on  State  of  Poor  in  1830— Great  Britain,  in  1828,  from 
Annual  Finance  Accounts). 

£  8,596.785  £  43,467,747  1 09 

VI.— Exports  (Ireland,  in  1825,  from  Report  on  State  of  Poor  in  1830— Great  Britain,  in  1828,  from 
Annual  Finance  Accounts). 

^9,243,210  «£61,082,695  83 


By  the  foregoing,  Ireland  claims 


•  • 


6)971 

161 1  Members. 


Ten  Counties,  exhibiting  in  Territory  one  half  of  Ireland,  and  in  Population  in  1821  considerably 

more  than  all  Scotland  in  1831,  returning  only  29  Members. 


Coondet. 

Memben.    p,„mjon  Acm. 

Popolatioa 
In  1821. 

1.  Donegal         

2.  Sligo 

3.  RoMommou 

4.  Leitrim         ..          ••         •• 

5.  Mayo         . .            • . 

6.  Galway    ..       ..     #  .. 

7.  Clare           

8.  Kerry 

9.  Limerick       ..         .. 

2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 

679,550 
247,150 
346,650 
255,950 
790.600 
989,950 
476,200 
647,650 
386,750 

248,270 
146,229 
208,729 
124,785 
293,112 
309,599 
208,089 
216,185 
218,432 

10.  Cork 

23 

6 

4.820.450 
1,048,800 

1,973.430 
629.716 

Totel 

29          5,869,250 

2,603,916 

X9 
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Ireland^  constituting;  as  it  did,  one-third  of 
the  population  of  the  empire,  should  be 
contented  with  only  one-sixth  of  its  Repre- 
sentation ?  Was  that  country  always  to  be 
kept  prostrate  at  the  feet  of  England  ?  He 
repeated,  that  he  did  not  think  that  Ireland 
had  been  fairly  treated  by  this  Bill,  as  far 
as  regarded  Representation,  and  he  con- 
tended that  thirty- two  additional  Members, 
instead  of  five,  ought  to  be  allotted  to  her. 
There  was  one  point  connected  with  the 
details  of  the  Bill  which  he  wished  to 
notice;  that  was,  there  were  three  towns  in 
Ireland  in  which  the  franchise  was  in  the 
hands  of  51.  householders ;  he  hoped  their 
rights  were  not  to  be  disturbed  by  the  Bill. 
There  were  other  large  towns,  as  well  as 
counties,  that  fully  deserved  additional  Re- 
presentation ;  and  he  believed  a  Committee 
of  that  House  sittingat  Dublin,  with  powers 
to  make  inquiries^  and  the  inclination  and 
skill  to  render  them  effectual,  would  do 
more  good  by  obtaining  local  information, 
than  any  other  measure  w^hatevcr.  It  was 
the  mind,  not  the  land  of  the  country,  that 
wanted  improvement,  and  the  great  want 
was  that  of  moral  and  social  cultivation. 
The  people  of  Ireland  wishing  for  this, 
looked  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  to 
his  Majesty's  Government,  for  that  share  of 
Representation  to  which  they  were  fairly 
entitled.  When  they  got  this,  then  would 
their  complaints  be  made  through  the  na- 
tural channel,  and  find  their  way,  as  they 
ought,  to  the  Legislature ;  but  if  adequate 
Representation  were  denied,  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  always  subject  to  the  de- 
lusions of  every  agitator  who  might  wish 
to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  the  highest  injustice  not  to  de- 
stroy the  rotten  boroughs  of  Ireland,  which 
were  as  close,  and  as  much  under  control,  as 
Gatton  or  Old  Sarum  ;  but  the  ccmsidera- 
tion  of  the  whole  state  of  Ireland  was  a 
subject  too  wide  for  him  at  present  to  enter 
upon,  wherefore  he  would  reserve  his  opin- 
ion upon  it  until  a  future  occasion. 

Sir  John  Bourke  expressed  his  disap- 
pointment at  finding  that,  notwithstanding 
the  opinions  of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
those,  too,  who  had  given  unflinching  sup- 
port to  Ministers,  no  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  proposed  Bill,  with  respect  to 
an  increase  in  the  Representation  of  Ire- 
land. This  was  a  subject  which  he  should 
wish  to  see  fairly  put  to  the  test  of  a  divi- 
sion before  the  English  Bill  was  further 
proceeded  in.  Fie  entirely  concurred  in 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  memlier  for  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  Leader),  whose  data  were  such 


as  could  not  be  denied,  and  he  agreed  widi 
him  in  thinking,  that  every  county  with  a 
p.opulation  of  250,000  inhabitants  was  en- 
titled to  an  additional  Representative.  He 
had  heard  with  delight  the  speech  of  the 
right  lion.  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  but  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  made  a  most  grievous 
mistake,  in  not  bestowing  the  same  advan- 
tages upon  the  agricultural  peculation  of 
Ireland,  which  the  Reform  Bill  extended 
to  the  agricultural  class  in  England.  For 
instance,  the  county  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  Gal  way,  and  its  neighbouring 
county.  Mayo,  were  of  vast  extent,  of  great 
fertility,  and  possessed  an  immense  popula- 
tion ;  and  yet  they,  by  this  Bill,  were  to 
have  no  greater  number  of  Members  than 
Carlow  and  Longford.  It  would  no  longer 
be  tolerated  in  England  that  Rutland  and 
Yorkshire  should  have  the  same  number  of 
i  Members ;  why,  then,  not  extend  the  nme 
principle  to  Ireland  ?  He  would  also  prefer 
having  the  polling  at  elections  to  be  taken 
by  baronies,  instead  of  at  the  county  town : 
as  an  instance  of  the  inconvenience  of 
which,  he  would  just  observe,  that  these 
were  places  in  the  county  of  Gal  way 
seventy-five  miles  distant  from  the  place  of 
election.  The  basis  of  Rcpreaentatum 
established  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  was 
unjust  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  Now  was 
the  time  to  remedy  that  injustice,  and 
place  the  west  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
north  and  south,  by  giving  that  part  an 
addition  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  John  Browne  thought,  that  the  data 
upon  which  the  hon.  member  for  Kilkenny 
had  founded  his  speech  were  so  incontro- 
vertible, as  to  render  it  almost  unnecessary 
for  any  further  comment  to  be  made  upon 
the  subject.  It  was  enough  for  the  friends 
of  Ireland  to  say,  that  they  subscribed  to 
the  truth  of  the  facts  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  so  ably  stated  to  the  House.  H( 
implored  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  as  a 
member  of  the  Government,  to  take  those 
facts  into  his  most  serious  consideration— 
to  direct  his  attention  to  the  real  state  of 
Ireland — to  frame  measures  to  alleviate  its 
sufferings —  and,  above  all,  upon  the  quea- 
tion  of  its  Representation,  to  deal  out  such 
a  measure  of  justice  as  should  establish  the 
confidence  of  the  people  in  the  good  faith 
of  the  Government.  Thus  would  the  agi- 
tators of  Ireland  be  shorn  of  their  real 
strength,  and  with  tranquillity  and  oonB- 
dence  would  return  prosperity  and  happi- 
ness. It  would  be  vain  to  look  for  this 
while  the  Representation  of  Ireland  ifr* 
mained  as  it  was ;  for,  while  the  hunger 
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counties  of  England  were  admitted  to  an 
additional  share  of  Representation,  how 
was  it  possible  to  reconcile  the  monstrous 
anomaly,  that  in  Ireland  the  great  county 
of  Mayo,  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, containing  no  less  than  380,000 
inhabitants,  should  remain  with  but  two 
Representatives  ?— that  county  had  within 
itself  resources  which,  properly  developed, 
would  enable  it  to  support  its  population  in 
the  highest  state  of  prosperity;  and  one 
of  the  means  of  developing  those  resources 
would  be,  to  give  that  immense  population 
its  just  share  in  the  general  Representation 
of  the  country.  The  time  had  arrived 
when  nothing  bnt  strict  and  equal  justice 
could  keep  the  two  kingdoms  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  together.  He  further 
regretted  to  observe,  that  there  appeared  no 
inclination  to  adopt  the  polling  in  baronies 
instead  of  carrying  all  the  electors  to  the 
county  towns.  That  would  in  itself  go  far 
to  deprive  agitators  of  the  power  they  pos- 
sessed, under  the  present  system,  of  effecting 
their  purposes  by  the  influence  they  ac- 
quired over  assembled  masses  of  the  inha- 
bitants. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  happy  harmony  in  which 
those  who  usually  sup|X)rtcd  the  Reform 
Bills  now  united  to  express  their  regret  and 
their  vituperation  in  respect  to  the  Irish 
Bill.  He  would  have  left  the  question  to 
them  if  it  had  not  been  for  two  or  three 
passages  in  the  speech  with  which  the  Mo- 
tion was  prefaced,  and  to  which  he  thought 
it  important  that  the  same  House  which 
heard  them  should  have  its  attention  re- 
called, with  a  view  to  some  answer.  He 
would  himself,  however,  notice  one  only  of 
those  points — a  point  which,  to  him,  was 
the  most  important,  as  the  clue  to  the  rest. 
In  alluding  to  this  he  should  be  ashamed 
to  avail  himself  of  an  inadvertent  and  unin- 
tentional expression ;  but  in  this  instance 
the  expression  and  the  argument  were 
identical.  His  Majesty's  Ministers  (for  he 
would  not  refer  to  the  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  in  which  it  occurred,  recollecting 
gratefully  his  defence  of  the  Protestantism 
of  Ireland  in  1824)  having  resolved  not  to 
concede  to  Ireland  that  boon  with  which 
they  had  at  last  indulged  England  (the 
continuance  of  the  franchise  to  freemen  and 
their  descendants  for  ever),  proceeded  to 
give  the  reason — and  to  this  reason  he 
begged  the  attention  of  the  House.  "  We 
do  not  continue  this  right  to  Ireland,  be- 
cause we  should  thereby  perpetuate  a  gene- 
jratioQ  of  Protestant  freemen/'    Let  Fro« 


testant  Ireland  mark  this.     '^  That  system 
we  wish  to  get  rid  of."     He  took  the  words 
down  at  the  moment.     Now  let  the  House, 
and  let  the  country  see  the  design  here 
avowed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers.     He 
would  not  ask  for  what  objects  the  Irish 
boroughs  were  originally  created  ;    every 
one  knew  how  many  were  raised  specifically 
as   nuclei    of    Protestant    interests.      He 
would  not  stop  to  ask  what  was  the  propor- 
tion of  Protestants  in  the  present  popula- 
tion of  Ireland;  though,  recollecting  the 
use  which  had  too  often  been  made  of  the 
argument  of  numbers  in   respect   to   the 
Roman  Catholic  emancipation,  he  could  not 
resist  the  opportunity  of  stating  his  belief 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  Episcopa- 
lians and  Dissenters  together,  would,  by  the 
last  census,  be  found  to  be  three  millions. 
He  would  not  stop  to  consider  what  was 
the   proportion   of  the  property  and  the 
intelligence  of  the  Protestant  body  in  Ire- 
land.    But  he  would  ask,  bigot  as  he  might 
be  thought  for  asking,  whether  this  country 
had  not  prospered  exactly  in  proportion  as  it 
had  maintained  its  Protestant  character,  and 
had   defended    Protestant  interests   every 
where  ?  and  whether  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters thought  that  this  country  would  bear 
to  have  its  Protestant  interest,  as  such,  de- 
stroyed ?  whether  they  thought,  that  in  the 
present  excitement  of  Ireland,  they  could 
hope   to  carry  this  the  worst  of  the  bad 
effects,  of  their  Irish  Reform  Bill  ?     The 
question  was  not  as  to  equality ;  against 
equalizing  the  two,  indeed,  except  as  to  the 
exercise  of  the  religion  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics and  the  enjoyment  of  property,  he 
had  struggled  to  the  last ;  but  he  did  not 
wish   to  revive  that   discu8.sion.     In  the 
present  case,  however,  the  object  sought 
was  the  annihilation  of  the  Protestant  in- 
terest, as  such — "  that  system  we  \vish  to 
get  rid  of,"     Say  only  that  the  proportions 
were  to  be  altered,  it  was  clear  that  so  far 
the  Protestant  interests  would  be  injured. 
But   this  country  was   still   a  Protestant 
country,   and   in  a  great  proportion   this 
House  was  Protestant :  and  he  trusted  that 
no  Minister  would  be  able  to  prostrate  the 
Protestant  strength  in  Ireland.     His-  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would   fail,   he   trusted, 
alike  in  their  Education  Bill  and  in  their 
Reform  Bill.     In  both,  let  them  beware  of 
loosening   that   interest  in   Ireland  which 
was  the  last  and  only  link  between  the 
countries.' 

Mr.  James  Grattan  begged  to  inform  the 
hon.  member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
that  he  had  entirely  mislaken  the  purport 
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of  the  expression  upon  which  his  observa- 
tions hod  been  founded.     The  right  hon. 
Secretary  did  not  say  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Government  to  destroy  the  Protest- 
ant interests   of  Ireland^   but   that   they 
wished  to  get  rid  of  the  system  of  perpe- 
tuating the  succession  of  Protestant  free- 
men.    Had  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford 
a  more  intimate  knowledge  of  the  manner 
in  which  elections  were  conducted  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  know  that  the  practice  of 
making  Protestant  freemen  for  the  purpose 
of  keeping   up    Protestant  interests,   had 
prevailed  to  an  almost  incredible  extent.  It 
was  high  time  that  a  stop  should  be  put  to 
this  pernicious  system,  and  he,  therefore, 
rejoiced  to  lind  that  Ministers  proposed  to 
do  so.     The   Bill  which   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  submitted  to  their  attention 
was^  in  his  opinion,  fair,  just,  and  reason- 
able ;  but,  at  tlie  same  time,  he  felt  bound 
to  say,  that  it  could  not  be  satisfactory  to 
all  parties  in  Ireland.     For  his  own  part, 
he  thought,  it  would  be  only  just  that  that 
country  should  have  the  number  of  its  Re- 
presentatives increased  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as   Scotland.     If  Scotland,  with  its 
more   limited    population,   were   to    have 
eight  additional  Representatives,  he  thought 
that  Ireland,  in  consideration  of  its  superior 
size,  and  more  numerous  population,  ought 
to  have  sixteen  or  seventeen.     He  differed 
from   the  hon.  Baronet,  the   member  for 
Gal  way,  as  to  the  polling  of  the  county 
electors  in  each  separate  barony,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  not  be  an  advantage. 
Such  an  arrangement  would  only  give  rise 
to  inconvenience  and  expense.  He  certainly 
thought  that  some  diflerent  mode  of  regis- 
tering   votes    should    be    adopted,    since 
nothing,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  more  ob- 
jectionable  than    that    the  Assistant-bar- 
rister should  have  it  in  his  power  to  post- 
pone the  right  of  voting  until  it  was  too 
late  to  be  of  any  value.     This  was,  un- 
doubtedly, a  point  of  great  im^iortance,  and 
one  which  demanded  the  most  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  because,  as 
long  as  dif&culties  were  thrown  in  the  way 
of  registering  the  votes,  it  was  idle  to  talk 
of  any  beneficial  Reform. 

Sir  GcorfTc  Warrender  would  not  have 
obtruded  himself  upon  the  House  at  that 
period  of  the  debate,  had  it  not  been  for 
the  obser^'ation  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  that  if  Scot- 
land had  eight  new  Members,  Ireland 
ought  to  have  sixteen.  He,  on  the  contrary, 
tiiought,  that  eight  were  not  enough  for 
Scotlandj  and  in  giving  that  as  his  opinion, 


I  it  was  but  fair  and  candid  to  the  hon.  nem- 
her  for  Kilkenny,  who  had  ao  eloquently 
pleaded  the  cause  of  his  country,  and  to 
the  other  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  who  had 
supported  his  views,  to  protest  that  he  did 
not  think  they  could  make  out  any  case, 
for  even  the  five  additional  Members  al» 
lowed  them  by  the  Government.      Their 
chief  argument  appeared  to  be,  that  Ireland 
was  inadequately  represented.     Duiing  the 
twenty-five  years  he  had  sat  in  Parliament 
he  had  not  found  that  to  be  the  case.     He 
had  always  been   ready  to  act  with  the 
Members  for  Ireland  in  any  measure  that 
could  promote  the  prosperity  of  that  coun- 
try ;  and  if  he  could  discover,  either  from 
history  or  experience,  that  since  the  Union 
the  interests  of  Ireland  had  been  neslected, 
he  should  be  willing  to  join  them  in  their 
demand  for  more  Members,  but  the  very 
contrary  was  the  fact,  as  appeared  from  the 
result  of  their  exertions.     Led  by  the  pa* 
triot — Sir  John  Newport— whoso  name  he 
might  mention,  since  he  was  not  present, 
they  had  obtained  the  privilege  that  Irish 
produce  of  all  kinds  should  be  freely  admit- 
ted into  this  country  at  a  period  when  Great 
Britain  was  burthened  with  the  Property- 
tax  and  the   Assessed-taxes,  from  which 
Ireland  was  exempt.     Nor  was  this  all: 
religious  liberty  had  also  been  obtained  for 
Ireland — princi]jally  by  the  splendid   and 
overpowering  eloquence    of  the  father  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  lately  addiesMd 
the  House,  for  it  was   he  who  laid  the 
foundation  of  that  triumph  in  the  House 
of  C-ommons.     But  did  these  things  prove 
the  insufficiency  of  the  Hepresentation  of 
Ireland  ?      Certainly  not,    but  quite  the 
contrary,  every  Administration,  for  a  long 
time  past,  must  have  felt  the  importance, 
and  occasionally  the  pressure,  of  the  Irish 
Representation   uixm   the  Government  of 
this    country.     He    therefore    could    not 
per.suade   himself    that    even  an   increase 
of    five    Members   for    Ireland    was    ne- 
cessary;   though,  at   the   same  time,   he 
hoped  that  this  expression  of  his  opinion 
would  not  cause  him   to  stand  ill  with 
the   Representatives  of  that  country,  for 
whom   he   had  the   greatest    respect.     In 
making  the  arrangement  which  took  place 
at  the   Union  with  Ireland,  the  compact 
then  entered  into  was  between  Great  Bri- 
tain  and  Ireland.     That  bargain  he  held  to 
be  conclusive;  and    he    therefore    looked 
ui)on  these  additional  five  Members  as  a 
great  concession  in  favour  of  Ireland,  and 
that  it  was  rather  early  at  this  time  of  daj 
to   disturb   the  proportional  Repreteokft* 
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tion  of  that  part  of  the  empire.  But  the 
hon.  member  for  Wicklow  8aid>  that  be- 
cause Scotland  was  to  have  eight  additional 
Members^  Ireland  ought  to  have  sixteen :  in 
answer  to  which  he  must  beg  that  hon. 
Member  to  recollect,  that  the  Union  with 
Scotland  had  now  existed  upwards  of  1 20 
years.  Edinburgh  had  now  one  Member ; 
but  no  other  town  throughout  Scotland 
had  one  to  itself,  while  Dublin  had  two 
Members.  Cork  had  a  Member,  the  thirty- 
two  counties  of  Ireland  had  two  Members 
each;  and  Limerick,  Galway,  Waterford, 
and  Belfast,  were,  under  this  new  Bill,  to 
have  two  Members  each.  He  trusted^  after 
this  statement  of  facts,  that  he  might,  as 
a  Scotchman,  be  allowed  to  mention,  that 
Dundee,  Aberdeen,  Paisley,  and  Greenock 
had  important  claims  upon  the  Legislature, 
and  yet  they  were  only  to  be  allowed  one 
Member  each.  Inverness  was  not  to  have 
a  Member,  and  he  could  enumerate  other 
considerable  towns  in  the  same  situation. 
With  respect  to  the  counties,  too,  Scotland 
was  to  have  no  additional  Representation — 
not  even  the  important  counties  of  Edin- 
burgh, Lanark,  Aberdeen,  and  Ayr.  In 
his  opinion,  that  debate  had  effectually 
shewn  the  justice  of  giving  Representa- 
tives to  the  places  he  had  named  ;  and  how 
cold  must  be  the  patriotism  of  Scotland,  if, 
after  the  example  that  Ireland  had  set, 
Scotch  Members  were  to  be  content  to  see 
the  great  counties  and  the  large  manufac- 
turing towns  of  that  part  of  the  empire 
left  in  their  present  condition.  These  ob- 
servations had  been  drawn  from  him  by 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Wicklow.  He  found  no  fault  with  the 
five  additional  Representatives  allotted  to 
Ireland,  but  be  could  not  perceive  that  a 
strong  case  had  been  made  out  for  even 
these,  much  more  for  the  larger  number 
claimed  by  the  Representatives  of  Ireland. 
Mr.  Shell  said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  G.  Warrender)  had  compared  Ireland 
with  Scotland,  while  Ireland  compared 
henself  with  England.  The  comparison 
skmild  be  between  the  two  countries  and 
England.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  intimated 
that  Ireland  was  concluded  or  estopped  by 
the  Union.  Pray  was  there  not  an  estop- 
pel of  his  own  country,  of  Scotland,  by  her 
Union  in  1706?  His  argument  was  ex- 
ceedingly Irish  in  favour  of  Scotland.  He 
concluded  that  because  Scotland  had  got 
eight  Members,  Ireland  ought  to  have  no 
additional  Members;  and  he  in  the  same 
breath  relied  upon  the  Union,  which  applied 
to  one  oomitrjr  at  wdl  at  to  the  oAcr. 


But  he  (Mr.  Shell)  would  reserve  his  ob- 
servations on  this  part  of  the  case  for  the 
motion  which  he  should  give  notice  of  for 
to-morrow,  which  would  bring  the  rights  of 
Ireland  distinctly  before  the  House.  One 
word  respecting  the  hon.  member  for  Ox- 
ford (Sir  R.  Inglis).  The  member  for 
Wicklow  had  implied  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  never  been  in  Ireland.  What  a  mis- 
take !  Why,  the  hon.  Baronet  (though  few 
people  were  aware  of  it  in  Dundalk)  had 
once  been  member  for  Dundalk ;  of  course 
he  must  needs  have  had  a  very  close  connec- 
tion with  that  important  town.  By  the 
way,  the  Representatives  of  Dundalk  stood 
in  singular  order ;  there  was  Mr.  Barclay, 
the  brewer,  whose  name  appeared  so  conspi- 
cuous on  so  many  posts,  in  the  splendid  in- 
timation of  "  Barclay's  Entire ;"  there  was 
a  Colonel  Cradock,  who,  he  believed,  never 
had  seen  Dundalk  in  his  life ;  and  there 
was,  though  last  not  least,  the  present  hon. 
Member,  who  certainly  had  seen  it,  because 
there  was  scarcely  a  part  of  Ireland  with 
which  he  was  not  familiar.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said  there  were  3,000,000  of  Protest- 
ants in  Ireland.  Where  did  he  find  them? 
Did  he  see  in  the  town  of  Dundalk,  when 
he  was  its  Member,  the  data  from  which 
this  inference  was  to  be  drawn?  He  sus- 
pected that  he  must  have  seen  it  in  the  ga- 
zette of  orthodoxy  and  of  loyalty,  the 
Dublin  Evening  Mail  He  saw  some  cal- 
culation of  this  kind  of  these  3,000,000  in 
buckram  in  that  journal,  which  is  certainly 
the  organ  of  a  strong  party  in  Ireland. 
But  the  hon.  Baronet  imould  take  courage 
from  his  own  statement,  and  not  be  bo  read- 
ily cast  down  by  the  mere  proposition  of  ad- 
mi  tting  the  Catholics  to  the  rights  of  citizen- 
ship in  Ireland.  With  his  3^000,000  at  his 
back,  what  need  he  fear?  He  told  the 
House  that  the  Protestants  constituted  the 
wealth  and  intelligence  of  Ireland ;  if  so, 
why  dread  so  mu(£  the  poor  and  ignorant 
Catholics?  Aye,  says  the  hon.  Baronet, 
bat  we  must  keep  up  the  Protestant  ascend- 
ancy in  Ireland,  and  that  can  only  be  done 
by  shutting  out  the  Catholics  from  civil 
power;  for  such  was  the  only  meaning 
which  his  words  bore.  Did  the  hon.  Banm- 
et  fear  for  the  Protestant  interest  in  tke 
House  of  Commons?  Surely  he  did  not 
stand  in  need  of  the  Protestant  freemen, 
with  his  millions  at  his  back.  The  caae  of 
the  freemen  was  simply  this: — ^the  40#. 
freeholders  were  to  counterpoise  the  free- 
men, and  the  one  being  removed,  the  other 
must  pass  away.  A  little  nursery  of  faction 
was  not  to  be  maintainod  in  ererj  Cofpo* 
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ration.  Who  were  tlie  men  who  call  on  the 
Govcrament  to  maintain  this  offensive  as- 
cendancy? Men,  who  sleep  on  in  iheir 
dreams  of  domination  with  the  broad  day- 
light about  them — men  who  conceive  that 
Ireland  should  be  governed  in  1 832  on  the 
same  principles  of  misrule  as  half  a  century 
ago.  What  claim  have  they  on  the  English 
people  ?  They  are  arrayed  in  hostility  to 
their  rights.  But  even  if  he  admitted,  that 
Catholic  influence  was  to  be  increased,  what 
inference  unfavourable  to  Reform  could  be 
deduced  from  that  hypothesis?  Had  the 
fourteen  Roman  Catholics  in  the  House 
(there  were  no  more)  acted  such  a  part,  as 
tojustify  the  imputation  on  them  ?  Had  they 
proved  that  slavery  was  a  part  of  their  re- 
ligion ?  Why  should  they  commit  a  trespass 
on  the  estate  of  which  they  were  joint  te- 
nants ?  "Here  I  stand  (said  the  hon. Gentle- 
man), a  Roman  Catholic  before  you,  once,  in- 
deed, banned  and  degraded,  with  the  doors  of 
this  House  closed ignom in iou sly  against  me; 
but  now  (and  I  speak  it  with  equal  grati- 
tude and  exultation),  though  inferior  in 
station  and  in  faculty  to  most  of  those 
around  me,  I  feel  that  I  stand  on  the  ma- 
jestic and  lofty  level  of  British  citizenship  ; 
to  all  constitutional  intents,  and  for  all 
l)olitical  purposes,  the  equal  of  the  best  and 
proudest  of  you  all;  and  shall  I,  madly 
and  perversely,  all  Roman  Catholic  as  I 
am,  commit  upon  my  own  rights  an  insane 
suicide?  But,  away  with  these  distinc- 
tions !  let  the  words  Catholic  and  Protest- 
ant be  heard  no  more ;  and  if  it  be  wise 
and  well  to  commit  the  sacred  rancours  of 
theology  to  oblivion,  shall  we  not  bury  in 
the  same  profound  forgetfulness  those  jea- 
lousies which  we  lay  to  provinciality  far 
more  than  to  genuine  patriotism  ?  Or,  if 
we  must  remember  on  which  side  of  the 
channel  we  were  bom,  let  it  be  in  order  to 
do  complete  justice  between  countries,  and 
build  the  common  greatness  upon  the  im- 
perishable fabric  of  their  everlasting  concord. ' 
But  hadthisin  junction  been  followed  ?  Had 
justice  been  done  to  Ireland  ?  He  thought 
not.  On  what  principle  did  the  Ministers 
go  ?  They  had  stated  none.  Taxes  and 
houses  were  to  regulate  the  borough  Repre- 
sentation, population  the  county  Represent- 
ation ;  by  what  standard  did  they  mean  to 
regulate  the  proportions  between  the  two 
countries?  And  here  he  must  be  permitted 
to  add  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill,  from  which  he  had  been 
led  by  the  remarks  that  had  fallen  from 
others.  He  had  endeavoured  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  with  his  best 


attention ;  and  he  had  understood  him  to 
propose  to  raise  the  qualification  of  lease- 
holders in  counties  to  20/.|  while  the  free- 
holders stood  at   10/.     For  the   borough 
franchise  he  had  announced  a  similar  t)'s- 
tem ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  omit- 
ted  all   mention   of  other    qualifications. 
The   English  Reform  Bill  provided  that 
hereafter  (saving  the  present  rights  of  in- 
dividuals) there  should  be  no  40s.  voters, 
except  tenants  in  fee;    but  he  had  not 
heard  a  word  on  this  subject  with  respect 
to  Ireland  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  wished  to  be  informed  what  he  intended 
to  do  ?  because,  at  present,  the  40s.  tenant 
in  fee  in  Ireland  had  no  vote,  but  he  there- 
fore begged  leave  to  ask,  why  this  franchise 
was  not  to  be  given  to  Ireland  as  well  is 
to  England  ?     He  felt  some  surprise  that 
the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford, when  alluding  to  different  places  in 
Ireland,  had  made  no  mention  of  the  Dub- 
lin University — a  topic   which  he  expect- 
ed would  have  been  referred  to  by  him  with 
particular  delight,  as  the  franchise   there 
was  so  framed  as  to  prevent  a  single  Roman 
Catholic   voting.      It    was    intended,    he 
believed,  to  give  Trinity  College  an  exclu- 
sive right  of  voting.     He  had  nothing  to 
say  against  that  College :  he  knew  tliat  it 
was  a  valuable  addition  to  the  University: 
he  knew  that  it  was  rich,  splendid,  and  (ts 
some  said)  lazy ;  but  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  why  another  Member  was  to  be 
given  to  a  place  that  had   l^testantism, 
and  therefore  exclusiveness,  for  its  principle 
of  action.     It  was  for  these  reasons  that  he 
reprobated  the  notion  of  giving  two  Mem- 
bers to  the  University   of  Dublin,  which 
was  only  famed  for  its  taciturnity,  and  was 
best  known  as  the  silent  sister  in  the  family 
of  science.      The   fact  was,  that   it  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  mere  sacer- 
dotal coq)oration,  and  it   was,   therefore^ 
monstrous  to  give  it  two  Members,  while  the 
town  of  Kilkenny  had  but  one.  With  respect 
to  the  larger  question  contained  in  the  Bill, 
he  thought  that  full  justice  had  not  been 
done  to  Ireland.     When  he  heard  the  right 
hon.  (lentleman  refer  to  certain  passages  in 
the  speeches  of  Mr.  Pitt,  he  went  out  of 
the  House,  and  read  the  speech  of  Mr. 
Grey  on  the  same  subject.     He  did  not, 
however,   require  that  the  opinions  there 
exprcsseil  by  Mr.  Grey  were  now   to  be 
adopted ;  but  at  least  he  required  to  know 
on   what  principle  of  Representation  they 
were  al)out  to  proceed;  for  af^r  listening  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
had  come  to  the  conduiioo,  that  Miaiifeeii 
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were  acting  on  no  principle  at  all ;  for  in 
God's  name,  if  there  was  any  principle, 
how  was  it  that  three  Members  were  given 
to  Wales ;  that  Denbigh,  with  its  82,000 
inhabitants  was  to  have  another  Member, 
while  Cork  with  its  700,000  was  refused  a 
like  favour  ?  If  people  were  to  be  ruled 
with  ease  and  satisfaction,  their  minds  must 
be  convinced ;  and,  therefore,  instead  of  a 
measure  founded  on  the  dictum  of  the 
tax-gatherer,  it  would  be  better  to  intro- 
duce one  in  the  true  spirit  of  legislative 
wisdom,  and  which  should  take  moral  re- 
sults as  well  as  financial  products  into  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  Croker  agreed  with  hon.  Members 
who  had  preceded  him,  that  the  Committee 
was  the  fitting  stage  for  discussing  the  de- 
tails of  the  proposed  Bill,  but  he  still  felt, 
that  the  very  enunciation  of  those  details 
bore  on  the  face  of  them  objections  that 
involved  the  obnoxious  principle  against 
.'which  he  had  on  so  many  recent  occasions 
raised  his  voice.  If,  indeed,  the  measure 
were  of  a  temporary,  or  merely  local  charac- 
ter, he  would  not  so  early  have  protested 
against  these  details;  but  as  they  formed 
part  of  a  scheme  under  which  no  portion 
or  principle  of  the  representative  system  of 
England  and  Wales  was  to  be  permitted  to 
remain  unchanged,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  invite  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
their  true  character.  These  details,  he 
begged  leave  to  say,  would  be  found  to 
contain  a  direct  contradiction  of  those  of 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Bills.  By  their  own 
principles.  Ministers  were  bound  to  go  the 
length  proposed  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  demanded  a  much  greater  increase  uf 
the  Irish  Representation  than  was  promised 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Either  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  English  Bill  was  wrong,  or  it 
was  right.  If  the  latter,  how,  in  the  name 
of  consistency,  could  Ministers  withhold 
its  application  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  ? 
If  it  was  wrong  to  extend  its  application 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  what  peculiarity 
of  circumstances  could  make  that  right  and 
politic  here,  which  was  wrong  and  impolitic 
in  the  sister  countries?  Ministers  were 
bound  to  furnish  satisfactory  answers  to 
these  questions  before  they  proceeded  one 
step  further  with  any  one  of  their  three 
Bills.  When  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland  saw  the  complicated  apparatus  of 
Ministers  for  upturning  all  the  institutions 
of  this  country — saw  their  mathematicians 
and  their  new-li^ht  philosophers^  and  their 

furreys  and  ^visioiis— was  it  to  be  sup- 


posed that  they  would  not  put  in  their 
claim  for  a  fair  share  of  the  great  harvest 
of  change?  And  on  what  ground,  he 
should  like  to  know,  could  Ministers  ven- 
ture to  refuse  to  the  people  of  those  portions 
of  the  United  Kingdom  what  they  were 
told  was  essential  to  the  political  well-being 
of  Englishmen  }  The  Ministers  declared 
that  they  took  population  as  their  basis, 
and  they  accordingly  gave  this  county  and 
that  town  one  or  more  additional  Members, 
whom  they  took  away  from  this  and  that 
unpopulous  borough.  "  Agreed,"  says  the 
hon.  and  learnied  member  for  Louth;  "then 
give  us  Members  in  proportion  to  our  po- 
pulation." And  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  consistent  and  unassailable  on 
this  ground,  which  most  fully  applied  to 
their  own  favourite  argument.  There  was 
the  county  of  Cork,  with  a  population  of 
700,000  souls,  and  yet  it  was  not  to  receive 
one  additional  Member,  while  the  county  of 
Cumberland,  with  its  1 60,000  inhabitants, 
was  to  have  two  additional  Members.  Cork, 
it  was  true,  had  not  the  advantage  of  hav- 
ing a  member  of  the  Cabinet  for  one  of  its 
Representatives,  like  the  more  fortunate 
county  he  had  just  alluded  to ;  but  still,  if 
population  was  the  basis  of  the  Ministerial 
Reform  Bills,  the  inhabitants  of  Cork  had 
every  reason  to  be  dissatisfied.  Ministers, 
he  repeated,  were  bound,  in  consistency,  to 
abide  by  their  own  principles  and  asser- 
tions ;  and  if  they  did  so,  the  demand  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  an  increased  Re- 
presentation must  be  complied  with.  The 
members  of  the  present  Government,  at 
least,  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  tone 
in  which  this  demand  was  made ;  for  they 
who  so  zealously  encouraged  and  catered 
to  every  appetite  for  change,  ought  not  to 
be  surprised  if  the  people  now  and  then 
took  them  at  their  word,  and,  what  was 
more  to  the  purpose,  endeavoured  to  make 
them  abide  by  it. 

And  now  he  requested  to  be  permitted 
to  add  a  few  words  in  reference  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Louth,  touching  the  Dublin  Uni- 
versity. He  thought  the  reproach  relating 
to  the  lazy  and  *'  silent  sister"  came  with 
an  ill  grace  from  one  who  was  indebted  to 
that  University  for  the  education  of  which 
his  country  was  now  reaping  the  benefit 
and  honour.  It  might  be,  that  the  Fellows 
of  their  common  Alma  Mater  devoted 
themselves  so  exclusively  to  the  instruction 
of  their  pupils  as  to  incur  the  reproach  of 
being  "  silent  in  general  literature."  That 
wouU  indeed  be  an  ample  excuiei  if  on^ 
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were  necessary ;  but  the  fact  assumed  by 
the  bon.  Gentleman  was  not  well  founded. 
No  doubt  the  Fellows  of  Dublin  College 
did,  as  was  their  duty,  devote  their  chief 
care  to  the  instruction  of  their  pupils,  but 
there  was  no  walk  of  science,  and  few  of 
literature,  in  which  they  had  not  also  dis- 
tinguished themselves,  and  this,  indeed,  to  a 
degree  that  surprised  him,  when  he  recol- 
lected that  Dublin  College  offered  none  of 
those  opportunities  of  a  learned  leisure, 
which  were  so  liberally  afforded  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge — none  of  the  means  by 
which  men  were  placed  at  liberty  to  follow 
a  favourite  study ;  all  were  at  hard  and 
constant  work,  and  therefore  the  wonder 
was,  not  that  they  had  done  so  little,  but 
that  they  had  done  so  much.  But  even 
those  who  repnmched  them  with  their  own 
silence  would  confess,  that  the  University 
sent  forth  very  many,  of  whom  silence,  or 
a  neglect  of  either  political  duties  or  literary 
pursuits,  were  not  particularly  characteristic. 
He  (Mr.  Croker) remembered  the  hon.  and 
and  learned  Gentleman's  making  his  dchut 
as  an  orator  in  that  University,  when  he 
gave  the  promise  of  ability  which  he  had 
since  so  completely  made  good,  and  surely 
it  was  exceedingly  ungrateful  in  the  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  to  reproach  with  a  neglect 
of  duty  those  very  persons  to  whose  care 
and  instruction  he  was  himself  so  largely 
and   so   cminentlv  indebted.      He  would 

m 

not  then  offer  an  opinion  on  the  proposition 
for  bestowing  a  second  Member  on  the 
Dublin  University,  and  would  merely  ob- 
serve, that,  if  any  change  in  the  franchise 
were  to  be  made,  he  should  much  prefer 
that  its  franchise  were  assimilated  to  that 
of  the  English  Universities ;  that  is,  that 
instead  of  ueing  vested  exclusively  in 
Fellows  and  Scholars,  it  were  placed  in 
the  hands  of  Masters  of  Arts.  While 
he  was  upon  the  subject  of  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  he  must  remark,  that,  in 
order  to  enable  the  House  to  judge  fully 
and  fairly  of  the  weight  of  the  objections 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  Irish  Bill, 
he  would  to-morrow  move  for  returns  of 
the  population  in  the  several  towns  and 
counties  in  Ireland,  so  as  to  show  their  re- 
lative proportion  to  that  of  the  population 
of  the  English  towns  and  counties. 

Mr.  Stanley :  The  returns  are  in  prepa- 
ration, and  will  be  laid  before  the  House 
in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Croker  was  glad  to  hear  it,  but  had 
little  doubt  that  the  returns  would  1)C  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  the  day  aj}cr  the 
debate  on  the  Bill.    That|  however,  would 


be  better  than  what  occurred  in  the  last 
Session,  when  there  were  two  or  three 
debates  on  the  English  Bill  without  any 
returns  at  all.  If  the  returns  arrived  in 
time,  he  should  not  make  his  Motion. 
The  House  and  the  country  ought  to 
follow  the  advice  which  had  been  given 
by  an  hon.  Member,  and  to  look  at  the 
subject  as  an  imperial  question;  but  he 
was  sure  that  the  mere  declaration  of  Mi^ 
nisters,  that  no  further  additional  Memben 
were  necessarv  for  Ireland  or  Soot]and4 
would  not  be  considered  satisfactory  by 
those  countries.  He  could  not  in  hia  con- 
science (enemy  as  he  was  to  the  principle 
of  change  which  pervaded  the  propoecd 
Reform)  say,  that  it  ought  to  be  bo.  When, 
by  the  English  Bill,  a  new  and  interminable 
source  of  claims  of  right  had  been  opened  to 
the  people,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
any  portion  of  the  people  would  allow  tboie 
claims  and  demands  of  right  to  be  limited 
or  rejected  merely  by  the  sic  voio  of  a  Mi- 
nister. It  would  be  much  more  statesman- 
like, and  much  more  satisfactory,  if  Minia- 
ters,  on  the  motion  for  the  Speaker's  leav- 
ing the  Chair  on  the  English  Bill,  were  to 
state  at  once  what  was  their  final  resolution 
with  respect  to  the  Representation  of 
Ireland  and  Scotland.  If  he  ( Mr.  Croker) 
understood  that  the  vote  with  respect  to  the 
English  Bill  was  to  be  conclusive  with 
respect  to  the  claims  of  Ireland  and  SooU 
land,  he  should  certainly  give  that  vote  with 
very  different  sentiments,  and  with  veiy 
different  expectations,  from  those  which  he 
should  entertain  if  he  understood  that  those 
claims  were  still  left  o]>cn  to  consideration. 
In  his  opinion,  it  behoved  every  Scotch  and 
every  Irish  Member,  before  he  consented 
to  disfranchise  a  single  English  borough^ 
or  to  enfranchise  a  single  English  town,  or 
to  divide  a  single  English  county,  dia* 
tinctly  to  understand  that  justice  would  be 
done  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  It  was  im- 
possible not  to  be  sensible,  from  the  great 
disijuietude  which  the  general  propositioa 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  had  created  in 
the  country,  that  if  their  nlan  with  reject 
to  England  were  carried  into  eflect,  it 
would  be  indispensably  to  increase  the  nuan- 
ber  of  Members  for  the  other  parts  of  the 
empire. 

Sir  lioberi  IngUs  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Louth  had  asked  him 
three  questions,  the  answers  to  two  of 
which  could  not  be  of  the  least  inteicit  to 
the  House.  He  had  been  asked,  first,  whe- 
ther he  had  been  in  Ireland ;  and,  secoodl^t 
whether  he  had  read  the  Evenmg  Mmk 
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He  replied,  that  he  had  heen  in  Ireland, 
and  had  not  read  the  Evening  Mail.  The 
third  question  was  one  of  more  importance. 
He  was  asked  where  he  found  the  three 
milKons  of  Protestants  in  Ireland.  He  re- 
plied, that,  in  the  first  place,  he  had  not 
stated  it  as  a  fact,  hut  only  as  his  helief ; 
but  from  a  document,  which  the  courtesy 
of  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  permitted  him  to  hold  in  his  hand, 
it  appeared  that  the  population  of  Ulster 
alone  was  2,293,128;  now,  as  in  this  pro- 
vince the  proportion  of  the  Protestant  po- 
pulation was  immensely  large,  he  thought 
that,  recollecting  the  large  masses  of  Pro- 
testants in  other  counties  in  every  other 
province,  he  had  laid  a  good  basis  for  the 
number  stated. 

Mr.  Sheil  was  still  of  opinion,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  exaggerated  the  number 
of  Protestants  in  Ireland ;  there  were  no 
data  to  prove  that  their  numbers  were  so 
great  as  the  hon.  Member  had  assumed. 

Lord  AUhorp  observed,  that  the  present 
was  not  a  fit  time  for  discussing  the  details 
of  the  Bill  which  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in.  He  could 
not  help,  however,  remarking,  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  Just 
spoken  attributed  the  various  claims  and 
demands  of  increased  Representation  to 
the  measure  which  had  been  brought  in  by 
his  Majesty's  Government,  and  implied 
that  those  claims  and  demands  had  no  pre- 
vious existence,  he  was  in  a  great  error. 
The  wish  for  Parliamentary  Reform  did  not 
arise  for  the  first  time  when  Ministers  sub- 
mitted the  subject  to  the  consideration  of 
Parliament ;  it  existed,  and  had  frequently 
been  manifested,  long  before.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  Ministers,  in 
moving  for  the  Committee  on  the  English 
Bill,  ought  to  state  unequivocally  the  num- 
ber of  Members  which  it  was  their  inten- 
tion ultimately  to  propose  for  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  He  would  then  state,  that  it  was 
the  determination  of  Ministers  to  abide  by 
the  number  of  Members  which  they  had 
already  proposed  for  Scotland  and  Ireland ; 
and  that  they  would  endeavour  to  persuade 
the  House  to  agree  to  that  proposition.  It 
had  been  asserted  that  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  said  something  against  the  Protestant 
interest  in  Ireland.  He  was  not  aware  of 
anything  of  the  kind.  All  that  his  right 
bon.  friend  had  said  was,  that  the  system 
of  perpetuating  freemen  in  Ireland — they 
being  in  general  sectaries — was  a  vicious 
one*  The  hon.  member  for  Downpatrick 
luid  alio  laboured  under  a  misapprehensioD, 


in  supposing  that  in  what  had  fallen  from 
his  right  hon.  friend  he  meant  to  allude  to 
the  part  which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  on  the  subject.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  member  for  Downpatrick,  that  that 
was  not  the  case  ;  and  he  (Lord  Althorp) 
would  add,  that  from  what  he  had  seen 
of  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  in  that 
House,  if  any  observations  derogatory  to 
him  had  been  made,  they  would  have  been 
much  misplaced.  He  would  not  then  go 
into  the  question  of  the  fit  number  of  Mem- 
bei*s  for  Ireland.  But  he  certainly  did  not 
think,  that  because  the  Representation  for 
England  was  apportioned  by  one  rule,  the 
same  rule  must  necessarily  be  observed  with 
respect  to  the  other  portions  of  the  empire. 
Other  circumstances  must  be  taken  into 
consideration.  The  general  state  of  each 
country  ought  to  be  regarded ;  and  it  was 
necessarv  to  ascertain  in  this  view  of  the 
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case  whether  each  particular  portion  of  the 
United  Empire  was  sufficiently  represented 
to  protect  any  of  its  various  interests  from 
sunering  in  that  House,  and  on  looking 
back  with  such  intentions  he  must  say;  that 
Irish  questions  had  been,  in  general,  most 
ably  supported.  The  population  was  in  a 
very  different  state  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land from  that  in  which  it  was  in  England ; 
and  there  were  other  circumstances  which 
did  not  recommend  any  great  increase  of  the 
number  of  Members  for  the  former  country. 
Indeed  the  number  of  Members  for  Ireland 
might  be  considered  as  having  been  settled 
so  short  a  time  ago  as  thirty-two  years ;  and 
any  great  change  was  unnecessary,  and  un- 
called for  by  subsequent  alterations  in  the 
state  and  condition  of  the  people*  He  had 
always  felt  the  strongest  interest  for  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland,  although  he  was  in 
no  way  whatever  connected  with  that  coun- 
try ;  and  he  had  always  felt  that  no  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  did  his  duty  unless  he 
considered  the  prosperity  of  Ireland  as  in- 
separably associated  with  the  prosperity  of 
the  empire  at  large.  At  the  present  moment, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  that  however  they 
might  lament  the  disturbed  feeling  which 
existed  in  Ireland,  the  wealth  of  that  coun- 
try was  evidently  increasing.  In  Eng- 
land, the  Excise  duties  during  the  last 
year  had  fallen  off;  in  Ireland  they  had 
increased.  This  was  a  proof  of  the  im- 
proving condition  of  the  middle  and  lower 
classes ;  and  another  proof  was,  that  there 
had  been  a  considerable  augmentation  of 
deposits  in  the  Savings'  Banks  in  Ireland* 
With  respect  to  other  circumftances  by 
which    the  tranquillity   of   Ireland  wai 


631     Parliamentary  Reform--     {COMMONS}  Bill  for  Scotland—         632 


threatened,  he  trusted  that  all  disturbances 
and  agitation  would  subside  or  be  put  down  ; 
for  he  was  fully  persuaded,  that  to  so  in- 
telligent and  active  a  people,  possessed  of  a 
soil  sp  fertile,  and  of  so  many  other  mate- 
rials of  prosperity,  tranquillity  was  all  that 
was  wanting  for  the  rapid  improvement  of 
their  condition. 

Mr.    Goulburn  observed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  asserted,  that  one  of  the  reasons 
which  influenced  him  against  granting  an 
additional  number  of  Representatives  to  Ire- 
land was  the  fact  that  the  various  interests 
of  that  country  had  met  with  adequate  pro- 
tection  in  that   House.     Why,   that   was 
the  very  line  of  argument  taken  by  those 
who  opposed  any  meddling  with  the  Re- 
presentation of  England  ?     Over  and  over 
again  had  they  insisted  on  the  notorious  fact, 
that   the  real  interests  of  the  country  had 
left  no  tangible  ground  for  grafting  these 
pretended  improvements  on  the  system  of 
Representation.     And  how  had  their  argu- 
ment been  met  ?     By  a  reference  to  popu- 
lation, to  the  number   of  houses,   to  the 
amount  of  taxation.     Yet  when  the  Irish 
Gentlemen  appealed  to  the  same  principles, 
the  noble  Lord  took  refuge  in  the  argument 
resorted  to  by  the  opponents  of  the  Eng- 
lish Bill,  and  ex[)ected  that  the  Irish  Gen- 
tlemen would  be  satisfied  with  it !     There 
could  be  no  doubt  that,  upon  the  principle 
of  the  English   Bill,    Cork    and  Galwuy 
were  entitled  to  an  increase  of  Representa- 
tion.    The  argument   to   that  effect   was 
unanswerable,   particularly   so  far  as  the 
former  county  was  concerned.  If  the  House 
agreed  to  the  English  Bill,  they  could  not 
justly  resist  the  claims  of  Ireland ;  and  if 
they  did  resist  those  claims  at  present,  that 
would  not  get  rid  of  them,  they  would  be 
brought  forward,  year  after  year,  with  ad- 
ditional force.     He  disclaimed  the  opinion 
that  the  Representation  of  Ireland  ought  to 
be  increased ;  but  Government  had  opened 
the  subject,  and  the  Irish  had  a  right  to 
complain  if  they  were  not  treated  on  an 
equal  footing  with  England.  If  the  English 
Bill  might  be  justly  characterised  as  leading 
to  revolution,  might  not  the  Irish  Bill  be 
justly  characterized  as  leading  to  immediate 
discord,  and  to  the  ultimate  separation  of 
the  two  countries.^     Into  the  details  of  the 
measure  he  would  not  then  enter,  but  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  make  these  few  remarks 
because  he  conceived  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  at  length  began  to  discover,  that  their 
principles  of  Reform  were  untenable  when 
they  wefc  compelled  to  resort  to  the  argu- 
ments of  their  adversaries  to  bear  them  out. 


Mr.  MulUns  would  say  only  a  few  words 
considering  that  he  owed  it  to  liimself  and 
to  his  constituents,  not  to  allow  the  right 
lion.  Secretary's  motion  to  be  carried  with- 
out expressing  his  decided  disapprobation 
of  the  measure  of  Reform  as  it  regarded 
Ireland.     He  was  convinced  it  would  not 
satisfy  that  country ;  they  anxiuualj  hoped, 
and  had  a  right  to  expect,  that  many  im- 
portant alterations  and  improvements  would 
be  made  in  the  third  edition  of  their  Reform 
Bill     They  expected  that  Ministers  would 
become  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  con- 
ciliating their  feelings,  which  had  been  irri- 
tated by  a  long  course  of  injustice  and 
cruelty,  by  giving  them  a  more  equal  share 
in  the  Representation  of  the  United  King- 
dom.    But  they  were  to  be  again  disap- 
pointed,   and  he  feared  the  conaequences 
would  be  dreadful.    Every  individual,  in  or 
out  of  that  House,  who  knew  any  thing  of 
the  condition  of  the  Irish,  must  look  tot 
the  consequences    of  the  disappointment 
that  awaited  them,  with  very  great  appre- 
hension.    The  Irish  expected  nothing  un- 
reasonable ;  they  sought  for  that  to  wnichj 
he  considered  they  were  entitled — a  further 
extension  of  the  franchise  and  additional 
Members  for  the  larger  counties ;  but  these 
objects  were  not  granted  them  in  the  Bill 
about  to  be  introduced,  and  he  anxiously 
and  earnestly  called  upon  the  rieht  hon. 
Secretary  for   Ireland,  as  he   vuTued  the 
peace  and  happiness  of  the  United  King- 
dom,  as  he  valued  justice,  to  revise  this 
measure  of  Reform  before  it  should  be  com- 
mitted, that  disappointment  might  not  lead 
to  results  equally  disastrous  and  irreme- 
diable. 

Lord  A  f thorp  begged  to  say,  that  he  had 
not  argued  the  question  as  the  right  hoo. 
( lentleman  appeared  to  understand;  what  he 
had  stated  was,  that  it  did  not  appear  to  him 
that  the  interests  of  Ireland  had  been  neg- 
lected in  that  House.  That  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  saying,  as  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  asserted^  that  be- 
cause the  system  had  worked  well  they  were 
bound  to  preserve  it. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  BilL 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  fob 
Scotland— First  Stage.]  The  Lord 
y^divcaie,  pursuant  to  notice,  rose  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Re- 
presentation of  Scotland.  It  was  not  his 
intention,  nor,  he  was  sure,  would  the  Houie 
ex])ect  him  to  enter  into  any  detail  on  the 
subject ;  because  it  must  be  in  the  recdl* 
lectioa  of  every  one  that  towazdi  tlie  dam 
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of  the  last  Session,  and  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure,  he  had  then  ad- 
vocated, he  had  summed  up  all  that  it  had 
appeared  to  him  to  be  necessary  to  say  on 
that  which  was  almost  identically  the  same 
Bill,  as  the  Bill  for  which  he  was  about  to 
have  the  honour  of  moving.  In  principle 
there  was  no  alteration  whatever ;  nor  was 
there  any  change  in  the  details  calculated 
to  raise  a  difference  of  opinion  on  the  two 
propositions.  In  the  former  Bill  the  town 
of  Port  Glasgow  had  been  united  to  Green- 
ock ;  it  was  now  intended  that  it  should 
be  separate.  The  way  in  which  the  other 
boroughs  were  grouped  remained  the  same. 
V/ith  regard  to  the  qualification  for  fran- 
chise, there  was  no  difference  whatever  in 
the  new  Bill  with  respect  to  counties ;  and 
hardly  any  with  respect  to  boroughs — 
merely  such  as  to  render  the  measure  in 
some  degree  conformable  to  that  for  Eng- 
land. There  was  another  little  difference 
with  respect  to  the  working  part  of  the 
Bill.  Instead  of  the  former  mode  of  ad- 
judication, a  new  tribunal  was  to  be  formed 
of  three  Sheriffs,  who  were  to  visit  the 
various  counties  with  the  least  possible  de- 
lay, in  order  to  review  the  registration  of 
votes.  Such  were  the  slight  points  in 
which  the  proposed  differed  from  the  last 
Bill.  The  learned  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  observed,  that  the 
purpose  professed  by  the  Bill  was,  to  amend 
the  Representation  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land ;  while  its  real  object  was,  to  pull  that 
Representation  entirely  to  pieces.  Those 
who  proposed  such  a  measure  were  like 
tinkers,  who  in  mending  one  hole  made  six. 
The  former  Bill  was  sonurried  through  the 
House,  that  the  people  of  Scotland  had  not 
understood  it;  but  they  had  afterwards 
come  to  understand  it,  and  then  thev  found 
there  were  most  serious  objections  to  it. 
They  had  shown  this  by  petitions  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  by  Addresses  to  the  Throne.  In 
particular  they  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  county  Representation  was  to  be 
regulated.  They  objected  to  the  uniform 
franchise  for  counties ;  they  would  not  have 
cared  if  it  had  been  carried  much  lower,  so 
that  the  present  principle  had  been  preserved, 
instead  of  the  uniform  plan  of  the  learned 
Lord.  That  plan  would  give  rise  to  much 
trouble,  difficulty,  and  dissatisfaction.  Be- 
sides, it  was  a  positive  robbery  of  the  just 
and  legal  rights  of  the  proprietors.  The 
freeholders  held  their  qualifications  by  a 
title  that  was  as  good  as  that  by  which  the 
landlords  of  England  owned  their  land. 


It  was  a  gross  injustice  to  take  that  from 
them  without  compensation,  and  they  had 
as  good -a  right  to  compensation  for  their 
superiorities,  as  if  their  land  were  taken 
away  to  form  a  road  or  a  canal.  The  Bill 
was  a  revolutionary  measure,  which  would 
ruin  the  country. 

Mr. «/.  E.  Gordon  did  not  wish  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  but  to  ask  the  learned  Lord  on 
what  principle  it  was  founded.  He  saw 
small  boroughs  in  England  preserving  their 
two  Members,  while  large  counties  in 
Scotland  had  only  one.  He  wished  the 
learned  Lord  would  tell  him  why  the  same 
principles  were  not  applied  to  Scotland  as 
to  England  ? 

Sir  George  Warrender  had  experienced 
great  disappointment  at  learning  that  no 
addition  was  to  be  made  to  the  number  of 
Scotch  Representatives ;  but  as  a  better  op- 
portunity would  be  afforded  for  discussing 
that  topic  in  the  Committee,  he  would 
abstain  from  pressing  the  question  upon  the 
present  occasion.  With  respect  to  compen- 
sation, which  the  hon.  Baronet  claimed  for 
the  Scotch  superiorities,  that  was  out  of 
the  question  ;  the  only  compensation  that 
he  would  ask  for,  or  wish  to  have,  was  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  Members  to  de- 
fend the  interests  of  Scotland.  A  com- 
pensation which  appeared  to  him  to  be  rea- 
sonable in  itself,  and  fully  called  for  by  the 
increasing  importance  of  that  country: 
numerous  and  great  interests  had  grown  up 
there,  and  were  daily  increasing.  They 
had  contributed  in  an  eminent  degree  to 
the  general  welfare  of  the  country,  and 
which,  on  every  principle  of  justice  and 
equity,  demanded  an  increased  number  of 
Representatives.  Scotland  had  an  addi- 
tional claim  to  this  increase  of  Members, 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  facility 
with  which  Scotch  Gentlemen  had  hitherto 
obtained  seats  in  that  House,  through  the 
medium  of  close  English  boroughs,  would 
be  considerably  diminished,  if  not  altogether 
annihilated  by  the  present  measure.  That 
country  was  so  inadequately  represented, 
that  she  was  frequently  compelled  to  resort 
to  English  Members  for  assistance ;  and  he, 
representing  an  English  borough,  had  been 
occasionally  called  upon,  in  common  with 
many  other  English  Members,  to  assist  in 
carrying  bills  through  the  House  connected 
with  the  affairs  of  Scotland.  He  affirmed, 
therefore,  upon  all  those  accounts,  that 
Scotland  was  justly  entitled  to  claim  an 
increased  number  of  Members  ;  and  he, 
who  certainly  was  not  disposed  to  go  the 
whole  length  of  the  Bill,  had  for  manj 
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years  contended  for  the  necessity  of  a 
change  in  the  Representation  of  Scotland^ 
8o  far  as  rektcd  to  its  numerical  amount. 
He  said  to  Ministers  plainly  and  openly, 
that  they  had  not  fairly  attended  to  the 
interests  of  Scotland.  It  would  lx»  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  tt)  enter  into  any 
details  for  the  purpose  of  proving  the  im- 
portance of  Scotland,  after  the  very  able 
statements  which  were  made  in  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  hy  two  meml)crs  of 
the  late  Administration.  He  alluded  to 
the  late  right  lion.  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  the  late  right  hon.  Sccrctar}'  for  the 
Admiralty.  He  had  not  the  good  fortune 
to  hear  their  speeches,  but  he  had  seen  a 
pamphlet  which  had  been  widely  circulated 
in  Scotland,  in  which  they  were  contained ; 
and  he  knew  that  this  difl'usion  of  their 
sentiments  had  procured  for  those  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  great  and  deserved  popu- 
larity in  that  country.  He  would  tell  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  introduced  this  mea- 
sure, that  the  people  of  Scotland  were  not 
satisfied  with  it ;  even  the  Reformers  were 
dissatisfied ;  and  he  would  say  further,  that 
those  persons  were  mistaken  if  they  sup- 
posed the  people  of  Scotland  would  quietly 
sec  their  country  deprived  of  her  rights.  The 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Perthshire  were  alone  sufficient  to  convince 
the  people  that  the  gradual  increase  and  great 
prosperity  of  Scotland  entitled  her  to  a 
proportionate  increase  of  Representation.  It 
was  a  singular  feature  in  the  condition  and 
history  of  Scotland,  that  although  she  pro- 
duced a  revenue  of  five  millions,  she  retained 
but  a  very  small  portion  of  that  income 
herself,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
either  her  civil  or  military  estahlishmcnts. 
Fortunately,  that  happy  country  was  in  that 
state  of  tranquillity,  that  she  required  no 
greater  force  than  some  four  or  five  hundred 
men  for  her  internal  protection.  He  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  saying,  that  in  the 
discussions  which  would  arise  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  English  Reform  Bill,  his 
conduct  would  be  guided  by  a  feeling  of 
the  necessity  for  increasing  the  Representa- 
tion of  Scotland.  He  had  shewn,  bv  the 
votes  he  had  already  given,  that  he  consi- 
dered this  a  most  important  question  ;  and 
he  certainlv  should  not  consent  to  the  en- 
franchisement  of  small  towns  in  England, 
when  he  found  large  towns  in  Scotland 
were  tohave  only  one  Representative.  With 
reference  to  some  observations,  he  lx?gged 
leave  also  then  to  say,  that  he  opposwl  (le- 
neral  Gascoyne's  motion  fnim  a  sincere  de- 
termination to  advocate  the  interests  of 


Scotland.  He  felt  that  if  he  had  voted  in 
favour  of  hia  proposition,  he  should  have 
defeated  the  object  he  had  in  view ;  and, 
therefore,  in  a  perfect  spirit  of  fairness,  he 
resisted  that  motion,  because  he  oonndered 
that  it  had  a  direct  tendency  to  prevent 
any  addition  from  being  made  to  the 
Representation  of  Scotland*  He  oonndered 
that  the  best  course  he  could  adopt  would 
be,  to  discuss,  and  to  endeavour  to  amend, 
the  proposition  of  his  Majesty's  Ministen 
in  Committee ;  and  he  subsequently  voted 
in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Perthshire,  which  had  for  its 
object  the  addition  of  eight  Members  to 
Scotland.  These  were  the  principles  on 
which  he  had  acted,  and  he  was  convinced 
that  in  Scotland  one  and  all  of  its  inhabit- 
ants, however  their  political  opinions  might 
difier  in  other  respects,  were  united  ia 
thinking  that  the  number  of  Memben  at 
present  allotted  to  Scotland  was  in  efoy 
respect  inadequate  to  the  wealth  and  mn 
portance  of  that  portion  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  Gumming  Bruce  said,  he  saw  no 
material  diiicrence  between  the  fiiO  of  last 
Session  and  the  one  which  the  learned  Lad 
was  about  to  introduce.  They  both  coo- 
tained  the  same  extensive  propositions^  and 
both  excluded  the  great  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation fn)m  the  right  of  voting.  The  same 
levelling  injustice,  and  the  same  violation 
of  existing  rights  were  a  stnmg  feature  in 
both  Bills ;  he  was  determined,  therefon^ 
to  oppose  this,  as  he  did  the  lost  Bill,  lo  the 
utmost  of  his  ]K)wer.  He  could  not  at 
present  enter  into  any  discussion  relating 
to  the  details  of  the  measure,  but  he  must 
take  the  opportunity  of  saying^  that  he  fully 
agreed  in  the  observations  made  by  his  n^ 
hon.  friend  ( Sir  G.  Warrender)  with  ic« 
spect  to  the  impression  which  existed  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Scotland  on  dui 
question,  and  more  particularly  in  the  part 
of  the  country  with  which  he  was  oonneetad. 
The  Bill,  in  fact,  committed  several  glarr^g 
acts  of  injustice^  and  he  hoped,  at  leasts  in 
the  Committee,  that  they  would  be  reme* 
died. 

Mr.  GiUon  entered  his  protest  against 
the  declaration  which  had  been  madebj  an 
hon.  Baronet,  that  the  freeholders  of  Seot- 
land  were  opposed  to  the  proposed  BiU,  as 
beinp  a  spoliation  of  their  rigjhts*  He 
would  take  it  on  him  to  say,  that  no  reso* 
lution  expressive  of  such  an  omnion  had 
been  agreed  to  by  any  respectable  body  of 
persons  in  that  country,  except  by  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  continuance  of 
the  present  system,  which  ensured  to  then 
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the  possession  of  exclusive  rights.  He  was 
•orry  to  have  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  the  scandalous  claim  of  compensation 
urged  on  behalf  of  the  superiority  holders. 
The  House  had  been  told  that  these  supe- 
riorities were  property,  and  that  large  sums 
had  been  paid  for  their  purchase.  He  could 
conceive  no  reason  why  they  should  have 
been  purchased  at  a  high  rate,  unless  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  making  them  the 
means  of  a  disgraceful  jobbing  in  places 
and  offices.  He  believed  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  generally  Siitisfied  with  the 
ihare  of  Representation  proposed  to  be 
given  to  that  country,  though  he  confessed 
that  he  should  not  have  been  displeased  to 
have  seen  another  Member  added  to  the 
number.  There  was  one  point,  however, 
in  which  he  quite  agreed  with  tlie  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him,  and 
that  was,  that  he  thought  Irish  Gentlemen 
ought  to  be  satisfied  with  the  number  of 
Bepresentatives  allotted  to  that  part  of  the 
empire  by  the  Reform  Bill.  When  he 
compared  the  revenues  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  and  the  immense  cost  of  main- 
taining the  government  of  the  former,  and 
the  small  charge  for  the  government  of  the 
latter,  he  thought  there  could  be  no  reason- 
able claim  for  a  greater  share  of  Representa- 
tion to  Ireland  than  had  been  given. 

Sir  George  Murray  could  not  remain 
wholly  silent  when  a  measure  of  so  much 
importance  was.  brought  forward  affecting 
his  country.  The  feeling  of  alarm  and 
apprehension  had  increased  in  Scotland, 
and  great  danger,  it  was  conceived,  would 
result  from  the  introduction  of  the  measure. 
The  greater  part  of  the  people  of  property 
there,  who,  from  their  intelligence,  were 
capable  of  judging  of  the  effects  of  a  com- 
plicated measure,  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  consequences  likely  to  result  from 
this  Bill  would  be  very  dangerous.  He 
was  at  the  same  time  aware  that  the  mea- 
aure  had  many  supporters,  some  of  whom 
were  gentlemen  of  rank  and  station,  but 
the  great  majority  of  those  who  advocated 
it,  were  actuated  chiefly  by  the  spirit  of  in- 
novation and  the  desire  of  power.  It  had 
been  held  out  to  them  as  a  lure,  that  the 
Bill  would  increase  their  influence,  which 
very  naturally  induced  them  to  give  their 
sanction  and  cordial  support  to  this  formid- 
able innovation.  Although  there  might  be 
lome  individuals  who  were  aware  of  the 
danger  that  might  accrue  even  to  themselves 
if  placed  in  possession  of  too  much  power, 
yet  it  was  out  of  the  question  to  suppose 
that   the  great  body  of  the  people  could 


reason  in  this  manner,  and  would  ever 
think  of  entertaining  any  diffidence,  or 
suppose  that  the  possession  of  power  nlight 
be  ultimately  prejudicial  to  their  own 
interests.  The  measure  was  one  of  complete 
innovation  ;  it  was  upsetting  and  altering 
the  Constitution  of  the  country ;  and  in 
doing  that,  reconstructing  the  Representa- 
tion upon  an  entirely  new  basis,  at  least  all 
parts  of  the  empire  ought  to  have  been 
fairly  treated.  According  to  the  principles 
of  the  Bill,  however,  Scotland  was  not 
fairly  treated,  and  was  not  adequately  re- 
presented. He  concurred  in  opinion  with 
those  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  who  com- 
plained that  Ireland  was  unjustly  dealt 
with;  and  so  was  Scotland.  Why  were 
the  principles  which  were  applied  to 
England,  not  applied  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland  ?  He  did  not  approve  of  those 
principles;  he  thought  it  dangerous  to 
legislate  on  general  principles;  but  in 
adopting  them,  they  ought  to  be  carried 
fully  into  effect,  and  be  extended  equally  to 
all  places.  Small  boroushs  in  England 
were  allowed  to  retain  their  two  Members, 
and  the  counties  which  had  150,000  in- 
habitants were  to  have  four  Members, 
while  two  Representatives  were  denied  in 
Scotland  to  counties  containing  a  large 
population.  Ireland  and  Scotland  had  both 
ample  cause  for  complaint  that  the  number 
of  their  Representatives  was  not  increased. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, said,  he  did  not  see  why  the  same 
principles  should  be  applied  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland  as  to  England ;  but  he  asked,  why 
should  they  not  ?  The  people  of  those  parts 
of  the  empire  were  not  conscious  of  any 
inferiority,  and  claimed  that  the  same  prin- 
ciples should  be  applied  to  them  as  to 
England.  Would  the  noble  Lord  point  out 
in  what  the  difference  consisted,  that  dif- 
ferent principles  should  be  a))plied  to  them  ? 
A^in  he  begged  to  leave  to  observe,  that  the 
new  Members  that  were  given  to  Scotland, 
were  all  allotted  to  the  commercial  in- 
terests ;  but  were  the  agricultural  interests 
of  Scotland  deserving  no  increase  ?  There 
was  no  part  of  the  empire  where  agriculture 
had  made  greater  progress,  or  was .  con- 
ducted with  more  skill  and  science  than  in 
that  country.  The  agriculturists,  had  as 
good  a  claim  to  an  increased  Representation 
as  the  commercial  classes,  and  they  were 
unjustly  treated  when  it  was  denied  to 
them.  There  was  another  part  in  this 
Bill  in  which,  no  departure  was  to  be  made 
from  the  provisions  of  the  measure  which 
was  brought  forward  last  Session;  he  alluded 
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to  the  alteration  in  the  boundaries  of  some 
of  the  Scotch  counties.  He  remembered 
hearing  the  noble  Lord,  the  Representative 
for  Yorkshire,  state,  that  part  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  £nglish  Bill  was,  that  no  altera- 
tion was  intended  to  be  made  in  the 
boundaries  of  counties.  Why  was  this 
principle  not  applied  to  Scotland  ?  Why 
was  a  portion  of  the  county  of  Perth  to  be 
taken  oil*,  and  added  to  Kinross  and  Clack- 
mannan ?  Why  was  a  portion  of  the  county 
of  Argyle  to  be  taken  off  and  added  to  Bute? 
He  saw  no  reason  whatever  for  a  partial 
disfranchisement  of  these  great  counties, 
which,  for  their  extent,  magnitude,  and 
general  importance,  were  very  prominent 
in  the  system  of  Scotch  Representation, 
especially  Perth.  There  was  no  county  in 
the  United  Kingdom  more  purely  inde- 
pendent in  its  Representation,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  most  unjust  to  mutilate  it?  He 
saw  no  other  reason  for  the  mutilation  but 
an  attempt  to  render  it  and  other  counties 
to  which  the  severed  portions  were  to  be  at- 
tached, dependent  on  some  oligarchy  or  great 
family.  Again,  he  could  see  no  reasons  for 
the  augmentation  of  Kinross  and  Clack- 
mannan; these  counties  were  sufficiently 
extensive  to  send  Representatives  to  Parlia* 
ment,  as  they  had  hitherto  done.  He  could 
conceive  nothing  more  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple intended  to  belaid  down  by  the  English 
Bill,  than  such  a  mutilation.  In  like  manner, 
why  was  the  county  of  Argyle  to  have  one 
of  its  districts  severed  from  it  ?  If,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  it  was  proposed  to  extend 
the  Representation  of  the  Scotch  counties 
in  proportion  to  their  magnitude  and  the 
amount  of  their  population,  they  would  be 
defrauded  of  their  rights  by  this  very 
process  of  mutilation.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  those  hon.  Members  who  considered 
this  great  measure  as  one,  the  fate  of  which 
was  dependent  on  that  of  the  other  Bills,  and 
not  as  a  separate  measure  unconnected  with 
them.  He  had  always  considered  that  one  of 
the  greatest  disadvantages  under  which  they 
laboured,  in  the  course  of  these  discussions, 
was,  the  being  called  upon  to  decide  sepa- 
rately on  the  three  Bills.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible that  justice  could  be  done  to  Ireland 
or  Scotland  by  such  a  course  of  proceeding. 
The  experience  of  last  Session  warranted 
him  in  saying,  that  very  little  attention 
would  be  bestowed  upon  the  Scotch  Bill 
when  the  English  one  was  passed;  and 
this  observation  would  apply  also  to  the 
Irish  Bill.  During  the  course  of  last  Ses- 
sion, the  attendance  of  Members  was  very 
small  on  discussing  these  Bills,  except  when 


a  division  was  about  to  take  place— and 
then,  indeed,  a  number  of  Members  flowed 
in  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  the 
claims  of  the  sister  countries.  The  only 
way,  therefore,  by  which  he  could  protect 
his  country  from  the  act  of  gross  injustice 
which  he  conceived  was  to  be  committed  on 
it,  through  the  means  of  this  Hi  11^  was,  not 
to  wait  for  any  future  stage  of  the  Bill^  but 
to  begin  his  opposition  at  once,  because  he 
knew  that  the  second  step  would  do  in- 
justice to  Scotland,  and  the  third,  injustice 
to  Ireland. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fcrffusson  agreed  with  the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman,  that  Scotland  ought 
to  receive  a  greater  number  of  Members,  and 
he  therefore  differed  with  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Gillon),  who  said  that  Scotland  was 
satisfied.  Scotland  was  not  satisfied,  and 
it  was  not  likely  she  could  be  so,  when  the 
allot  men  t  of  M  em  bers  was  manifestly  partiaL 
He  complained  that  this  Bill  increased  the 
number  of  Members  for  England  twenty- 
three  more  than  the  last  Bill,  while  it  gave 
no  increase  whatever  to  Scotland.  He  did 
not  grudge  England  her  number  of  Mem- 
bers, but  he  claimed  for  Scotland  an  equil 
and  proportionable  share.  The  present 
measure  was  to  effect  a  great  and  complete 
change  in  the  Representation,  and  Scotumd, 
as  a  part  of  Great  Britain,  was  entitled  to 
an  equal  portion  of  Representation.  The 
partiality  to  England  would  only  injure 
the  measure.  No  Representative  for  the 
other  parts  of  the  empire  could  be  ntii* 
fied  with  it.  The  Members  now  re- 
served for  the  English  small  boroughs, 
would  have  been  more  appropriately  given 
to  represent  counties  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  He  denied  that  Scotland 
satisfied  with  her  share  of  Representa 
as  settled  at  the  Union.  That  event 
mainly  brought  about  by  corrupting  her 
nobles,  and  their  country  was  m  conse- 
quence unfairly  dealt  with.  That  injustice 
ought  now  to  be  remedied ;  but  even  ad- 
mitting, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
justice  was  done  to  Scotland  at  the  UnioB, 
the  great  alteration  which  had  since  taken 
place  in  her  condition  made  a  great  increase 
in  her  Representation  necessary.  At  the 
period  of  the  Union,  the  amount  of  her  re- 
venue to  that  of  England  was  only  as  one  to 
about  thirty-five  but  the  proportion  she  now 
contributed  was  as  much  as  one  to  seven  or 
eight  On  the  very  lowest  calculation^  there- 
fore,  that  country  ought  at  least  to  havesixty 
Representatives  under  the  provisions  of  any 
just  principles  of  general  Representatiao* 
He  objected  whoUy  to  two  Represenla* 
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tives  being  retained  for  small  boroughs^  and 
the  same  portion  allotted  to  towns  of  small 
account^  while  only  one  was  given  to  the 
largest  and  wealthiest  county  of  Scotland. 
Were  not  the  counties  of  Perth,  Argyle, 
and  Fife,  each  better  entitled  to  two  Re- 
presentatives than  Brighton  ?  It  was  said 
that  there  were  many  advantages  in  giving 
two  Members  to  places  generally,  and 
why,  then,  not  allow  the  Scotch  coun- 
ties to  have  those  advantages?  If  it 
were  thought  advisable  to  give  such  a  place 
as  Brighton  two  Members,  why  not  give 
to  Lanarkshire,  with  250,000  people,  a 
similar  share  in  the  Representation?  He 
was  not  of  opinion  that  two  Members 
should  be  given  to  each  place  ;  he  thought 
in  many  cases  one  was  enough ;  but  as  the 
BiU  gave  more  than  one  to  small  and  un- 
important boroughs,  why  not  give  two 
to  oil  places  of  greater  wealth  and  import- 
ance? He  did  not  object  to  England 
having  500  Members,  but  he  must  say, 
that  while  England  had  500,  and  Scot- 
land only  the  number  allowed  by  this 
Bill,  Scotland  ought  not  to  be  satisfied. 
He  objected  to  any  compensation  for  Supe- 
riorities. Who  was  to  give  it,  or  from 
whence  was  it  to  come  ?  In  his  opinion, 
as  a  general  principle.  Representation 
should  be  based  on  property  or  means— 
on  property  which  would  insure  independ- 
ence, or  on  means,  by  the  exercise  of  in- 
dustry, of  insuring  subsistence  and  in- 
dependence. Voters  should  also  be  inde- 
pendent of  the  will  of  others,  and,  there- 
fore he  disapproved  of  that  part  of  the 
English  Bill  which  allowed  votes  to  tenants- 
at-will  for  counties,  and  to  weekly  tenants 
in  towns.  Such  persons  could  not  be  in- 
dependent. There  was  a  part  of  the 
English  Bill,  however,  which  confirmed 
to  freemen  all  the  rights  which  they 
inherited  as  their  birth-right.  Freemen 
and  their  descendants  were  allowed  to 
retain  their  votes,though  they  had  no  pro- 
perty. This  was  a  concession  on  the  part 
of  Ministers.  Now  there  were  superiorities 
in  Scotland  without  beneficial  property 
attached  to  them  -,  and  he  would  suggest 
to  the  learned  Lord,  and  strongly  recom- 
mend, as  a  concession,  also,  that  the 
principle  adopted  with  regard  to  the  free- 
men should  be  extended  to  the  superiority 
voters  in  fee  in  Scotland.  The  superiority 
was  at  least  connected,  and  nearly  con- 
nected, with  the  property,  which  was  not 
the  case  with  the  rights  of  freemen.  Cer- 
tainly he  would  take  care  that  no  superiorities 
should  be  separated  to  make  votes  hereafter; 
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but  preserving  those  now  in  existence 
would,  he  thought,  do  no  harm:  if  he 
thought  preserving  them  would  perpetuate 
the  present  right  of  voting,  which  was 
the  worst  system  that  ever  existed,  he 
would  be  the  last  man  to  advocate  their 
continuance.  But  as  the  retention  of  their 
votes  by  the  freemen  of  England  would  be 
of  little  importance,  from  the  mass  of  new 
voters  who  would  be  introduced,  in  like 
manner  the  extension  of  the  franchise  in 
Scotland  would  so  neutralize  the  supe- 
riority holders,  as  to  render  them  no  longer 
mischievous.  He  would  not  allow  the 
superiority  to  be  separated  from  the  pro- 
perty, in  future,  so  as  to  give  the  franchise 
to  the  bare  superiority ;  but  as  a  concession, 
and  with  a  view  to  remove  all  objections 
on  the  ground  of  disfranchisement^  he 
would  preserve  the  rights  of  the  present 
holders  of  superiorities.  He  was  satis- 
fied with  the  principles  of  the  Bill:  he 
would  give  them  his  most  cordial  sup- 
port ;  but  he  hoped,  at  the  same  time,  that 
the  learned  Lord  would  take  into  consi- 
deration the  suggestion  he  had  thrown  out, 
which  would  only  make  the  Bill  more 
efficacious. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  not  avoid  congratulating 
the  noble  Lord  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, particularly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  Secretary  for  Ireland),  and  the  learned 
Lord  who  had  brought  forward  the  present 
motion,  at  the  great  unanimity  which  pre- 
vailed amongst  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers against  their  respective  Bills.  Not  one 
Member,  he  believed,  from  Scotland  or 
Ireland  that  had  spoken,  had  expressed 
himself  satisfied  with  these  Bills.  One 
Member,  indeed,  said,  the  people  of  Scot- 
land were  satisfied,  but  even  he  wanted  one 
Member  more.  He  could  not  also  avoid 
reminding  the  hon.  member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright that  he  was  not  now  satisfied  with 
the  Bill,  although  when  he  (Mr.  Hunt) 
had  formerly  stated,  from  his  own  sources 
of  information,  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  Bill,  the  hon. 
Member  had  met  his  assertion  with  a  con- 
tradiction, and  assured  the  House  that  there 
were  not  three  persons  in  all  Scotland  who 
were  unfavourable  to  the  measure.  The 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  said  the  same. 
QMr.  Hume:  I  say  so  now.]  Then  the 
hon.  Member  would  contradict  all  the  state- 
ments made  to-night  by  the  Members  for 
Scotland,  which  he  heaid  with  satisfaction, 
because  they  confirmed  the  statement  he 
had  formerly  made  to  the  House.  Thej 
had  been  told  that  the  BiU  was  topass^  and 
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that  an  adequate  number  of  10/.  Lords 
was  to  be  created  to  effect  that  object.  He 
had  heard,  that  when  twelve  Peers  were 
made  at  once,  during  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne,  a  certain  Duchess  had  observed, 
that  one  could  not  spit  out  of  a  window  with- 
out its  falling  upon  a  Lord.  What  the 
Duchesses  of  the  present  day  would  say 
he  could  not  anticipate ;  but  certainly  Lords 
would  be  common  enough  if  the  contem- 
plated creation  was  to  take  place.  He 
moreover  asserted^  that  Ireland  would  be 
dissatisfied^  and  that  Ministers  must  be 
aware,  that  do  what  they  would,  they  could 
not  give  satisfaction  to  certain  parties  there. 
Unless  they  gave  a  place  of  some  sort  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry 
they  must  have  a  separation.  As  for  him- 
self, he  had  always  been  for  separation^  and 
was  convinced  they  would  have  it  if  they 
did  not  give  something  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Kerry. 

Mr.  Kcnnedif  denied  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston,  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  were  dissatisfied  and  disap- 
pointed with  this  Bill.  On  the  contrary 
he  could  assure  the  House,  that  the  ]x:ople 
of  Scotland  not  only  were  satisfied  with 
the  Bill,  but  that  they  were  impatient,  if 
he  might  so  say,  for  the  enactment  of  it. 
Those  who  said,  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  dissatislied  with  the  Bill,  were  those 
who  would  be  dissatisfied  with  anv  bill  of 
Reform,  and  who  were  opposed  to  Reform 
altogether.  He  should  like  to  know,  if  an 
augmentation  of  Members  was  granted 
equal  to  meet  their  wishes,  whether  they 
would  undertake  to  support  the  Bill.  He 
fully  believed  they  would  not,  and  therefore 
he  looked  with  distrust,  and  he  might  almost 
say,  with  indignation,  at  the  clamour  that 
had  been  raised  bv  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  for  an  additional  numbcrof  Mem- 
bers for  Scotland.  He  cautioned  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  against  this  cry,  for  he 
was  sure  that  those  who  raised  it  would 
not  pledge  themselves  to  vote  for  the  \S\\\, 
if  the  additional  Menil)crs  were  given.  In- 
deed, he  was  certain  that  the  giving  of  these 
additional  Members  would  onlv  be  made  the 
means  for  embarniKsing  the  Ministers,  as 
there  must  then  Iw  a  remodelling  of  the  pro- 
pased  system.  The  measure  was  calculates! 
to  produce  great  advantages,  and  he,  there- 
fore, most  heartily  wished  to  s<v  it  passcMl 
into  a  law,  and  would  give  it  his  support 
without  quarrelling  with  the  minor  dtaails 
because  they  might  not  be  absohitcly  per- 
fect. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  it  appeared  to  him 


that  the  charge  made  by  mne  hon.  Men- 
bers  against  this  measare  was  its  greatest 
recommendation — he  meant  that  it  eflEected 
a  total  change  in  the  system  of  Sootdi  Re- 
presentation. He  said  so,  because  lie  thought 
that  nothing  could  be  worse  than  that  lyi- 
tem.  He  was  always  aware  that  the  Bill 
would  not  satisfy  all  parties  in  Sootlanil, 
but  it  satisfied  the  majority,  and  he  fnllj 
believed  its  operation  would  be  most  bene* 
ficial  to  the  country.  The  question  wii» 
whether  it  would  etfect  such  a '  diange  ii 
the  present  system  as  to  give  to  the  mssof 
the  people  a  voice  and  an  interest  in  tk 
Representation  of  their  country  in  tint 
House  }  He  thought  it  would  have  tbil 
effect  fully,  and»  therefore^  it  should  hm 
his  most  cordial  support.  However,  be 
must  beg  leave  to  make  one  dbservitioB 
on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Bsraact 
(Sir  George  Murray)  who  had  remsrfccd 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  defended  on 
ral  principles ;  and  that  the  Refarm 
sure  differed  in  such  principles  wheni 
ed  to  the  three  distinct  divisions  of  the  < 
pire.  The  question  he  wished  to  pst 
was,  would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oonscat 
to  a  measure,  by  which  every  3O,00Q 
people  should  choose  a  llepresentatife  to 
be  sent  into  that  House — a  measure  \is 
which  the  whole  country  would  be  ^ 
vided  into  districts  for  that  purpose?  Thit 
would  be  a  measure  of  principle~-it  would 
be  the  most  fair  method — and  it  would  sot 
he  open  to  those  objections  to  which  tbe 
present  was,  }>erhap8,  liable ;  for  he  admit- 
ted, that  in  the  various  systems  adapted 
for  England  and  for  Ireland,  and  for  SdoI- 
land,  there  were  many  objections;  sod, 
indeed,  the  whole  was  a  perfect  anoonly 
[Jiear,  hear!].  Oentlemen  need  not  hslko 
before  tliev  were  out  of  the  wood.  If  the 
new  system  was  an  anomaly,  the  old.oae 
was  still  worse.  It  was  the  most  anoinBl- 
ous  and  absurd  system  that  could  be  ooo* 
ceivod.  He  should  be  very  glad  when  the 
change  was  eflected.  He  was  prepared  lo 
l)e  content  with  the  new  plan,  and  so  wen 
the  people;  not  because  they  should  get  sll 
that  they  wanted,  but  because  they  sboold 
get  much  that  was  good.  He  was  soie 
tliat  the  general  results  would  be  advaa- 
tageous,  and  therefore  he  supported  tbe 
measure.  There  was  no  doUbt  that  tbe 
Ministers  had  not  done  all  that  could  be 
wished,  but  he  U'lieved  they  had  gone  quite 
as  far  as  they  could  at  the  present  tiiae* 
TIu>  (lifliculties  that  snnrounded  them  pro- 
vided them  with  an  excuse,  or  else  he  ilioukl 
have  wisheil  them  to  reject  all  the  psttj 
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boroughp,  and  to  have  given  thirty  or  forty 
additionid  Members  to  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land. He  knew^  however,  that  in  carrying 
such  a  measure,  they  would  meet  with  the 
greatest  difficulties.  He  urged  the  Minis- 
ters to  press  the  Bill  through  the  House, 
and  he  was  sure  it  would  give  general  satis- 
faction ;  it  would  indeed  give  dissatisfac- 
tion to  the  proprietors,  and  to  those  who 
had  hitherto  held  the  election  in  their  own 
hands,  but  to  the  great  body  of  the  people 
it  would  be  most  acceptable. 

Sir  George  Murray  explained.  He  was 
not  a  friend  to  the  application  of  general 
principles  in  legislation,  in  the  manner 
supposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. What  he  had  said  was,  that 
as  general  principles  had  been  applied  to 
England,  they  ought  to  be  applied  to  Scot- 
land. 

Leave  given^  and  the  Dill  brought  in. 

AssKSSBD  Taxks.]  Mr.  Goulburn  took 
that  opportunity  of  asling  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  whether  he  had  prepared  any  bill 
to  consolidate  the  laws  relating  to  the  As- 
sessed Taxes,  and  to  the  composition  for  As- 
sessed Taxes?  It  had  l)ecn  the  intention  of 
the  late  Government  to  introduce  such  a 
bill,  for,  as  the  laws  now  stood,  they  were 
often  excessively  severe  in  their  operation, 
especially  upon  innocent  persons,  and  the 
delay  in  effecting  the  consolidation  and 
amendment  of  the  laws  had  exposed  many 
persons  to  inconvenience  and  unnecessary  ex- 
pense from  the  system  of  surcharges,  which, 
though  justified  by  the  letter  of  the  law, 
was  decidedly  against  the  spirit  of  it.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  in 
the  present  Session,  he  should  be  prepared 
to  introduce  a  bill  to  consolidate  those  laws  ? 
It  would  be  a  great  advantage. 

Lord  Aliharp  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  consolidate  those  laws.  He  was 
not  aware  that  a  bill  of  the  kind  had  been 
prepared  by  the  late  Government.  He  had 
found  no  such  bill  in  his  oflllce.  With 
resjiect  to  the  question  put  to  him,  he  could 
only  say,  that  he  should  be  very  glad  to  see  a 
bill  of  the  description  spoken  of  bwught 
forward  ;  but  he  could  not  promise,  at  the 
moment,  to  give  so  much  attention  to  the 
subject  as  was  recjuired  to  originate  a  Bill, 
altliou^h  he  should  be  happy  to  su|>port  one 
if  introduced  by  others. 

Mr.  Goulhum  said,  a  draft  of  such  a  bill 
had  lieen  prepared  when  he  was  in  office, 
and  forwanled  to  the  Tax  Commissioners 
in  Scotland  for  their  consideration. 


Buckingham  Palace.]  Lord  Duncan- 
non  brought  up  the  report  of  the  Land  Re- 
venue Bill. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  considered, 

Mr.  Herrics  said,  the  principle  on  which 
the  Bill  proceeded  was  a  novel  one,  and 
it  ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  passed  without 
some  observation. 

Lord  Duncannon  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  principle  had  been  previous- 
ly acted  upon.  Crown  lands  had  been 
several  times  sold.  Upon  one  occasion,  a 
sale  to  the  extent  of  66,000/.  had  taken 
place.  By  the  TthGeo.  4th,  the  produce  of  the 
sale  of  Crown  lands  was  directed  tobe  applied 
to  carry  on  the  improvements  in  the  Strand, 
which  amounted  to  nearly  1,000,000/.  He 
must  further  mention,  that  part  of  the  Wa- 
terloo bridge  estate  was  disposed  of  to  pur- 
chase the  Marquis  of  Exeter's  property  in 
Exeter  Change :  and  this  had  been  acceded 
to  by  the  right  non.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn). Every  one  of  these  transactions 
were  alienations  of  the  Crown  lands. 

Mr.  Goulburn  thought  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  seem  to  understand  the  distinction 
between  the  life  tenant  wholly  alienating 
a  property,  and  disposing  of  it  for  a  time  to 
provide  means  for  a  temporary  expenditure. 
With  respect  to  the  purchase  of  LordExeter's 
property,  tht  mbo  was  simply  an  exchange 
of  one  portion  of  real  property  for  another. 

Lord  Duncannon  said,  he  only  meant  to 
assert,  that  the  estate  purchased  would  not 
produce  any  income  to  the  Crown ;  the 
whole  of  the  revenue  would  be  absorbed  in 
the  improvement  of  the  street. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  all  the  transactions  re- 
lating to  the  Crown  land  property^  and  the 
palaces,  seemed  to  be  attended  with  the 
same  fatality.  Large  outlays  and  expenses 
were  incurred,  for  which  there  was  a  most 
inadequate  return.  He  had  hoped  that  a 
part  of  the  enormous  expense  of  the  build- 
ing of  this  palace  was  to  have  been  defrayed 
by  the  sale  of  Crown  lands,  and  that 
the  remainder,  amounting  to  about  250,000/. 
was  to  be  paid  by  the  country ;  but  he 
feared  he  had  acted  under  a  delusion,  and 
that  the  whole  expense  must  ultimately, 
come  out  of  the  public  purse.  He  did  hope 
however,  that  the  time  was  coming  when 
some  alteration  would  take  place. 

Report  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Friday  J  January  20,  1832, 

MiNUTBS.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Marquis  of  Lans- 
Dowff,  ftom  ShefBeld»  praying  ttiat  Parliament  would 
adopt  measures  to  improve  the  state  of  the  Anatomical 
5>chools;  and  ftom  Wellington,  in  Somersetshire,  in  favour 
of  Reform* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  January  20,  1832. 

MiNUTJKS.]  Bills.  Brought  in.  By  Mr.  Kniort,  toenable 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  to  try  Uie  right  of  appointing  a 
Secretary.  By  Mr.  STANLsr,  Reform  of  Parliament 
(Ireland) ;  to  relieve  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  fimm  taking 
certain  Oaths  relating  to  holding  Office.  Read  a  second 
time;  Bankrupt  Acts  Amendment;  Subletting  Act  (Ire* 
land.)    Read  a  third  time ;  Land  Revenue. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Wilksb,  of  the 
number  of  Freeholders  rated  to  the  Land  Tax  within  the 
respective  divisions  of  Kesteven  and  Holland,  Lincoln. 

Petitions  prasented.  By  Sir  Gkorok  Murray,  fhnn  the 
Freeholders  of  Perth,  against  the  sweeping  measure  of 
Reform  which  it  was  proposed  to  substitute  in  lieu  of  the 
present  Representative  system  of  Scotland.  By  Mr. 
Sprncr,  firom  Kirby  LeiOham,  Yorkshire,  in  favour  of 
Reform.  By  Mr.  Sanford,  from  the  Landowners  and 
Inhabitants  of  llminster  and  Bishops  Lydeard,  against  the 
General  Registry  Bill.  By  Sir  Edward  Suqdrn,  ttoin 
the  Solicitors  of  Gloucester;  by  Mr.  Sprnck,  fh>m  the 
Owners  of  Real  Property  at  Renfrew;  by  Mr.  Strick- 
land, fhnn  Porlington,  Yorkshire;  and  by  Mr.  Sanford, 
ftxMn  the  Inhabitants  of  Wellington,  in  favour  of  Reform. 
By  Sir  Edward  Suodbn,  fVom  certain  Householders  of 
Galway,  for  a  Provision  in  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  for  the 
peculiar  Franchiseof  that  place.  By  Mr.  M'Kinwon,  fh>m 
the  Members  of  the  Marylcbone  Society  for  the  prevention 
uf  Cruelty  to  Animals,  for  an  additional  enactment. 

Silk  Trade — Petition.^  Mr.  Sanford 
presented  a  Petition  from  an  individual  re- 
siding in  Somersetshire,  complaining  of  the 
distress  of  the  Silk  Trade,  and  against  the 
importation  of  foreign  manufactured  silks. 
1  he  petitioner  stated,  that  the  Silk-trade  of 
the  country  was  rapidly  improving  previous 
to  the  prohibitory  duties  being  taken  off, 
but  that  since  then  it  had  continued  to  de- 
cline ;  that  many  mercantile  houses  were 
largely  engaged  in  smuggling  silks;  he 
therefore  prayed  for  an  increase  of  duty  on 
foreign  silks,  and  for  the  re-enactment  of 
the  prohibitory  laws. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  present  duties  on  imported 
silks,  were  evaded  to  a  great  degree.  He 
knew  that  many  merchants  engaged  in  the 
silk  business,  were  compeUed  to  resort  to 
means  of  which  they  were  ashamed,  such 
was  the  ruinous  depression  in  the  trade. 
The  scale  of  duties  on  the  foreign  article 
was  so  low,  as  not  to  give  the  English  ma- 
nufacturer a  tolerably  fair  competition.  By 
the  evasion  of  the  duty,  the  manufacturer 
procured  a  foreign  article  uix)n  which  he 
willingly  paid  the  seller  an  advanced  price, 
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proportioned  to  the  risk,  of  from  six  to 
ten  per  cent,  whereas  if  he  imparted  them 
in  the  regular  manner,  the  duty  would  be 
thirty  per  cent,  which,  however,  if  really 
paid,  was  not  a  sufficient  protection  to  the 
home  producer.  So  long,  therefore,  as  such 
a  system  was  tolerated,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible the  condition  of  the  ailk-trade  could 
be  improved.  It  was,  therefore,  high  time 
to  adopt  some  means  by  which  the  nefarioui 
practices,  which  were  now  carried  oq  by 
certain  silk  merchants,  to  their  ownveiy 
great  advantage,  should  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  the  fair  trader  have  the  protection 
given  him  which  he  deserved. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venables  had  great  Mea- 
sure in  informing  the  hon.  Memher,  tbst 
the  subject  bad  engaged  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Government,  and  that  he  underrtool 
the  Ministers  proposed  to  add  imprisonioeiit 
with  hard  labour,  in  addition  to  pecuniary 
penalties,  as  the  punishment  of  persons  who 
'  were  convicted  in  the  nefarious  offence  of 
smuggling  silks.  He  was  no  friend  to  pio- 
hibition,  but  he  must  say,  that  the  manu- 
facturers of  this  country  were  entitled  to 
the  full  enjoyment  of  the  protection  the 
Legislature  had  bestowed  for  their  security 
against  foreign  competition,  which  pnteC' 
tion  they  had  been  most  ungenerously  de- 
prived of  by  these  smuggling  transactioos. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waiikman  said,  this  was  s 
matter  of  considerable  importance,  and 
would  be  brought  before  the  House  in  a 
regular  way.  He  had  had  many  commu- 
nications with  various  parties  on  the  sub- 
ject, from  the  result  of  which  he  was  finnh 
persuaded,  the  evil  was  to  be  attributed 
more  to  the  unsuccessful  competition  of  the 
goods  of  this  country  with  those  of  foreign 
manufacture,  tlian  to  smuggling.  HehofKd 
that  the  Legislature  would  speedily  take 
the  whole  question  into  its  moat  serioui 
consideration. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Appleby — Petition.]  Lord  Maitland 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  Inhabitanti 
of  Ap])leby,  praying  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
state  of  that  borough ;  praying  that  it  might 
be  removed  from  schedule  A,  and  be  allow- 
ed to  return  one  Member  to  Parliament  in 
future. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  this  petition  deserved 
the  most  serious  attention  of  the  House.  It 
fully  confirmed  the  statements  he  had  made 
during  the  last  Session  upon  the  subject  of 
the  relative  importance  of  the  borough  of 
Appleby.  Of  some  of  the  all^ations  con- 
tained in  the  petition  it  was  impossible  to 


649 


Contempt  of  Court —  {Jan.  20} 


Petition. 


660 


doubt,  and  the  truth  of  the  remainder  might 
with  great  ease  be  ascertained.  He,  there- 
fore, thought,  Ministers  ought  to  grant  an 
inquiry,  that  full  justice  might  be  done  to 
the  borough  before  it  was  disfranchised. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Duty  on  Bricks.]  Mr.  Spence  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  certain  Tile  and 
Brick  makers  in  the  county  of  York,  pray- 
ing for  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  Bricks. 
The  petitioners  stated  the  extreme  hard- 
ships under  which  they  laboured  ;  that  in 
1 824  nearly  all  the  bricks  in  the  county  of 
York  were  spoiled  after  the  duty  had  been 
paid  upon  them ;  and  that  in  1 828  and 
1829>  nearly  the  same  case  occurred.  The 
duty  was  payable  every  six  weeks,  which 
was  a  shorter  time  than  was  allowed  for  the 
collection  of  any  other  tax. 

Mr.  Hume  supported  the  prayer  of  the 
petition ;  the  allegations  contained  in  which 
he  had  no  doubt  were  correct,  from  the 
communications  he  had  had  with  the  brick- 
makers  of  Middlesex.  The  duties  on  bricks 
were  imposed  at  the  same  time  with  the 
duties  on  slates.  The  duties  on  slates  had 
been  repealed,  and  the  duties  on  bricks 
ought  to  be  repealed  also.  The  whole 
amount  of  the  duties  which  were  drained 
from  the  pockets  of  these  poor  men  did  not 
exceed  30,000/.  He,  therefore,  trusted, 
their  case  would  meet  with  the  merciful 
consideration  of  Government. 

Mr.  Briscoe  corroborated  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  and 
supported  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Contempt  of  Court —  Petition.] 
Mr.  William  Brougham  presented  a  Pe- 
tition from  two  individuals,  father  and  son, 
of  the  names  of  Stephen  and  Leonard  Eng- 
land, now  in  confuiement  in  the  Fleet 
Prison,  under  an  order  from  the  Court  of 
Chancery, for  having  committed  a  Contempt 
of  one  of  the  Orders  of  that  Court.  This 
was  one  of  those  cases  arising  out  of  con- 
tempts in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  which 
was  not  reached  by  the  late  Statute,  1st 
William  4th.  The  petitioners  stated,  that 
they  entered  into  certain  lands  situated  at 
Hoo,  in  Kent,  under  an  idea  that  by  so 
doing  they  should  raise  the  question  as  to 
their  right  to  the  said  lands.  The  property 
had  previously  become  the  subject  of  a  suit 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  an  injunc- 
tion had  issued  in  February,  1830,  to  re- 
strain them  from  committing  waste  or  tres- 
passing upon  the  land.  Shortly  afterwards^ 
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alleged,  under  the  advice  of  a  solicitor, 
again  entered  upon  the  land,  and  proceeded 
to  perform  some  labour  on  a  wall  which 
belonged  to  the  estate.  An  application  was 
then  made  to  the  Court  for  their  committal 
for  a  breach  of  the  injunction,  and  on  the 
10th  of  March,  1830,  they  were  committed 
to  the  Fleet  Prison  for  contempt  of  Court. 
In  November,  1830,  Lord  Henley  made 
his  report  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  1st  William  4th, 
and  it  was  as  follows :  '  There  are  two  ix)or 
'illiterate  day  labourers  committed  for  a 
'breach of  an  injunction,  having,  as  they 
'  state,  acted  under  the  advice  of  the  so- 
'  licitor  in  the  cause.  Having  been  between 
'  eight  and  nine  months  in  prison  1  beg  to 
'submit  to  your  Lordship,  that  however 
'great  their  off'ence  might  have  been,  they 
'  have  fully  expiated  it,  and  I  humbly  sus- 
'  gest  that  they  may  be  forthwith  R- 
'  berated.'  Upon  this  Report,  application 
was  made  for  their  release,  and  the  pay- 
ment of  their  costs  out  of  the  Suitors'  Fund, 
under  the  Act  introduced  by  the  late  So- 
licitor-General (Sir  Edward  Sugden)  for 
the  relief  of  persons  in  prison  for  Contempt 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  This,  however, 
was  found  to  be  impracticable,  as  the  Act 
did  not  extend  to  cases  of  thb  description. 
This  application  had  been  made  to  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor :  upon  the  present  Chan- 
cellor coming  into  office  a  motion  had  been 
made  to  release  the  prisoners,  so  far  as  re- 
spected their  contempt,  leaving  them  in 
prison  for  the  costs  only,  from  which  it  was 
hoped  they  might  be  freed  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Insolvent  Act,  but  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  decided,  after  much  consider- 
ation, that  he  had  no  power  to  make  such 
an  order,  and  that  he  could  not  set  them 
at  liberty  without  the  consent  of  the  plain- 
tiff, or  until  his  costs  were  paid ;  and  these 
persons  were,  therefore,  kept  in  prison 
because  he  would  not  consent  to  almndon 
his  costs.  The  petition  further  stated,  that 
the  father  was  in  a  most  infirm  state  of 
health ;  under  these  circumstances,  he  had 
presented  the  petition,  with  an  intention  to 
found  some  further  measures  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  Paget  expressed  a  strong  hope  that 
the  House  would  take  a  summary  method 
of  relieving  these  poor  men.  It  was  dis- 
graceful to  the  country  to  have  such  in- 
stances of  cruelty  brought  before  them,  as 
those  inflicted  by  the  operations  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  for  contempts  of  that  Court.  If 
the  elaborate  process  of  passing  a  Bill 
through  the  two  Houses  of  Legislature 
was  necessary  for  their  liberation,  be  hoped 
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as  to  allow  such  a  Bill  to  be  passed  in  the 
shortest  possible  time. 

Mr.  William  Brougham  bcfrgcd  leave  to 
assure  the  House,  that  nothing  could  have 
given  more  satisfaction  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor than  to  have  ordered  the  release  of 
these  two  unfortunate  men,  but  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  he  found  it  im}X)ssible 
to  do  so,  unless  the  costs  were  previously 
paid.  He  should,  for  his  part,  therefore,  be 
most  happy  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
lion.  Member^  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  he  trusted  the 
House  would  consent  to  postpone  the 
Standing  Orders  in  order  to  allow  a  Bill 
to  pass  for  the  liberation  of  these  men 
without  delay.  There  was  no  other  mode 
which  the  House  could  adopt  to  afford  them 
relief,  unless  some  hon.  Member  were  to 
defray  the  costs  for  which  they  were  de- 
tained. 

Mr.  Hufil  said,  that  the  enactments  of 
the  proposed  Anatomy  Bill,  would  bring 
the  body  of  the  elder  petitioner  under  its 
operation,  in  case  he  died  in  prison  in  debt, 
which  was  represented  as  likely  to  happen, 
in  which  case  the  keeper  of  the  prison  and 
the  son  would  be  authorized  to  sell  his  body. 
This  was  what  the  hon.  member  for  Brid- 
port,  who  brought  in  that  Bill,  called  equal 
justice ;  this  was  the  sort  of  treatment  the 
poor  were  to  receive  under  the  provisions 
of  that  Bill,  which,  however,  he  trusted 
the  House  would  never  sanction. 

I'etition  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  be 
printed. 

PARLiAMENTAuy  Ukform — BiLL  ron 
Enolanu — Committee.]  Lonl  John  Rus- 
sell moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  on  the  Reform  of  Par- 
liament (England)  Bill. 

Lord  MiltoH  said,  he  rose  to  ask  a  question 
of  his  noble  friend.  Some  Members,  and  in 
particular  the  noble  Marquis,  the  member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  had  expressed  an  inten- 
tion to  propose,  that  the  Amendment  respect- 
ing the  admission  to  the  elective  franchise  of 
the  yearly  tenants  of  50/.  should  be  con- 
tinued in  the  present  Bill ;  and  the  noble 
Marquis  had  accordingly  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  in  Committee  that 
such  a  clause  be  introduced  into  the  Bill. 
By  giving  this  notice  the  noble  Member  had 
raised  a  doubt  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
])eoplc  of  England  that  such  a  clause  did 
not  exist  in  the  present  Bill,  and  that  it  did 
not  form  any  part  of  its  provisions ;  but, 
as  he  himself  had  read  it,  he  certainly  con^ 
sidered  the  yearly  tenanto  to  the  amount  of 


50/.  a  year  would  be  enfranchised  by  its 
o])eration.  He  was  therefore  most  anxious 
to  learn  from  liis  noble  friend  (Lord  John 
Russell)  whether  his  reading  of  the  new 
Bill  was  the  correct  onc>  and  he  beeged  that 
his  noble  friend  would  state  outinctly 
whether  that  franchise  did  form  part  of  the 
present  Bill. 

Lord  John  Rfusdl  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  member  for  Northamptonshire, 
was  perfectly  right  in  the  oonstructioD 
which  he  had  put  on  the  present  Refonn 
Bill,  for  it  was  the  intention  of  Miniiten 
to  accord  a  franchise  to  yearly  tenants  cf 
the  amount  of  50/.  In  framing  the  new 
Bill,  the  Government  was  of  opinion  that 
the  approval  of  the  noble  Marquia's  amend- 
ment in  the  Committee  was  so  strong  an 
intimation  of  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of 
the  House,  that  it  was  their  duty  to  aooede 
to  so  undisguised  ami  lo  undeniable  a  pioof 
of  their  wishes.  In  case  his  noble  fnend, 
therefore,  or  any  other  hon.  Member,  bad 
any  amendment  to  offer  upon  that  pourt, 
he  would  have  an  opportunity  of  domg  m 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  Cob* 
roittee. 

On  the  Motion  tliat  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair, 

Mr.  Croker  expressed  his  extreme  surprise 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  have  moivcd  tke 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Committee  oq  tk 
Reform  Bill.  He  had  hoped,  after  the  debate 
which  occurred  on  the  noble  Lord  giring 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for  the 
Committee  on  this  day,  that  the  noUe 
Lord  should  have  permitted  the  Hoose  to 
go  to  the  discussion  in  Committee  in  the 
spirit  of  fairness  and  impartiality.  He 
very  much  regretted,  therefore,  that  Mi« 
nisters  still  adhered  to  their  determination 
of  forcing  on  the  Bill,  before  the  Hi 
hail  been  supplied  with  the 
necessary  for  the  elucidation  of  its 
iiuix>rtant  details.  He  assured  the  H( 
sincerely,  that,  however  opposed  he 
to  the  principles  of  the  Bill  itsdf>  snd 
however  much  he  regretted  its  disast 
introduction  to  that  House,  yet  there 
no  one  on  the  other  side,  not  even  the 
noble  Lords  opposite,  themselves*  moie  de» 
sirous  that  its  discussion  should  be  ^hrauglit 
to  as  speedy  a  termination  as  mi|dit  be 
consistent  with  justice  and  a  fiill  aim  defi* 
berative  consideration.  He  now  rose  frc 
the  purpose  of  imploring  his  Majeaij's  Mi* 
nisters  not  to  force  the  House  tiMUghl  into 
a  premature  consideration  of  the 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  just  moved 
the  House  go  into  a  Committee^ 
adoiowlodi^  that  the  panw  wmommn  tm 


653 


Committee*^ 


{Jan. 20} 


first  Day, 


654 


an  adequate  discussion  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill  were  not  yet  ujwn  the  Table.  The 
nohle  I^)rd  had  confessed,  that  if  the  House 
proceeded  in  Committee,  they  could  not  go 
on  with  the  Bill  in  its  regular  course,  but 
that  the  fundamental  and  most  important 
parts  of  the  Bill  must  be  postponed,  and  the 
clauses  of  less' consequence  be  in  the  mean- 
time proceeded  with.  The  House  there- 
fore, was  to  consider  the  machinery  pro- 
vided for  the  puqwse  of  carrying  into  effect 
certain  important  principles  before  they 
had  determined  what  those  principles  were 
to  be.  If  this  was  not  a  preposterous 
proceeding  he  did  not  know  what  was. 
lie  ri'raindcd  the  House,  that  on  Friday, 
the  l()th  of  December,  he  had  warned 
the  noble  Ivords  that  they  could  not  go 
into  Committee  without  the  information 
which  had  been  promised,  and  the  noble 
Ixjrd  agreed  with  him,  and  said,  that  the 
papers  should  be  delivered  to  Members  by  the 
Monday  week  next  following,  that  was,  the 
26th  December;  but  notwithstanding  that 
promise  the  pajxirs  were  not  even  yet  before 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  could  not,  there- 
fore, accuse  him  of  wishing  for  delay,  if  he 
again  urged  the  necessity  of  being  furnished 
with  the  information  promised,  before  the 
Bill  was  further  proceeded  with.  In  order, 
however,  to  show  that  this  delay  had  entirely 
originated  with  Ministers,  he  would  state 
one  fact.  On  the  lO'th  of  December  the 
motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  made;  on  the  morning  of  the  17th 
of  December,  he  wrote  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lonl  John  Russell)  to  request 
that,  in  onler  that  there  should  be  no  un- 
necessary delay,  he  might  be  furnished  with 
the  amount  of  houses  and  taxes  in  the 
ten  boroughs  standing  first  in  Lieutenant 
Drummond's  list,  and  concerning  w^hich 
no  Returns  had  been  printed.  This  in- 
formation, however,  which  it  would  not 
have  taken  five  minutes  to  give,  was  not 
furnished  until  this  very  morning.  He  also 
stated  in  the  letter,  which  he  had  privately 
addressed  to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  1 7th  of 
December,  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
materials  upon  which  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond  founded  his  calculations  should  be 
furnished  to  the  House,  as  it  would  be  im- 
possible clearly  to  understand  the  general 
frame-work  of  the  Bill  unless  this  was  done, 
and  he  bad  thus  early,  to  prevent  delay, 
apprized  the  noble  Lord  of  his  views.  He 
understood  from  the  noble  Lord's  reply  that 
these  papers  were  to  be  granted  imme- 
diately, which  might  certainly  have  been 
easily  donc^  as  they  were  the  foundation  of 

|he  edifice  which  Lieutenant  DramoKmd 


had  just  built.  The  noble  Lord  shook  bis 
head :  perhaps,  he  meant  to  imply  that  Lieu- 
tenant Drummond  built  his  edifice  without 
laying  any  foundation — that  he  formed  his 
calculations  without  any  projxjr  materials. 
Certainly,  however,  it  was  understood  that 
the  House  should  be  furnished,  without 
delay,  with  the  data  upon  which  Lieutenant 
Drummond  made  his  calculations,  but  they 
were  now  at  the  20th  of  January,  and  not 
one  of  these  documents  were  yet  laid  on  the 
Table.  A  new  list  had  that  rooming,  how- 
ever, been  put  into  their  hands^  and  Mr. 
Drummond  observed  upon  it  in  a  kind  of 
note,  that  "  a  slight  change  had  been  made 
from  the  lists  previously  presented;"  but 
certainly  no  one  could  have  expected  that 
"  a  slight  change,"  as  Mr.  Drummond 
considered  it,  could  have  effected  so 
complete  a  subversion  of  the  former  list. 
From  calculations  so  laborious  and  so 
scientific  such  a  result  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected. Yet  it  was  actually  the  fact,  that 
the  "  slight  changes  "  mentioned  had  altered 
the  positions  of  forty-eight  boroughs  out  of 
the  100,  which  were  in  the  original  lists. 
But  that  was  not  all.  Mr.  Drummond  had 
said,  that  the  first  thirty  or  forty  boroughs  in 
the  list  were  not  of  any  considerable  im- 
portance. He  (Mr.  Croker)  would,  for  the 
moment,  admit  that,  and  would  begin  his 
consideration  of  the  amended  list  with  the 
forty-first ;  and  he  found  that  in  the  sixty- 
nine  boroughs  intervening  between  Nos.  41 
and  110,  there  were  forty-four  changes; 
that  was  to  say,  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
number  were  altered  in  their  position  in 
respect  to  each  other.  It  might  be  said, 
these  alterations  of  position  were  of  very 
little  importance,  for,  after  all,  the  boroughs 
would  all  be  found  in  the  same  schedule^ 
as  before,  but  what  he  contended  for  was> 
that  if  those  lists  were  furnished  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  House  to  come  to  an 
accurate  judgment,  it  was  of  the  very  utmost 
importance  that  the  list  should  be  perfectly 
correct.  Nor  could  he  in  his  common  sense 
understand  why  Mr.  Drummond  should 
have  been  at  the  trouble  of  calculation,  and 
the  Ministers  of  presenting,  and  the  House 
of  printing  and  studying,  a  list  which  on 
the  first  revisal  was  found  by  its  author  to 
contain  forty-four  errors  in  sixty-nine 
items.  He  would  now,  however,  endea- 
vour to  show  the  House  the  manner  in 
which  Lieutenant  Drummond  proceeded 
in  making  out  the  lists,  which  was  this :— • 
A  list,  it  seems,  of  120  boroughs  were  fur- 
nished to  him,  and  his  first  operation  was 
— for  which  he  gives  no  kind  of  reason — to 
cut  off  ten  at  each  end,  and  to  apply  him^ 
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self  to  consider  only  the  100  which  stand 
between  No.  11  and  110  inclusive.  This 
may  or  may  not  be  very  right,  but  no  rea- 
son is  given  for  this  arbitrary  selection. 
But>  passing  that  by.  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond  proceeds  with  these  100  boroughs  to 
add  up  the  houses  and  the  towns,  and  di- 
viding the  whole  by  100,  finds  the  average, 
and  comparing  the  actual  amount  of  houses 
and  towns  of  each  borough  with  this  aver- 
age, he  gives  it  a  relative  position  in  his 
scale.  Now  this  would  be  all  mighty  fair, 
if  the  100  boroughs  were  engaged  in  any 
concern  that  subjected  them  to  a  common, 
but  proportionable,  gain  or  loss ;  but,  in 
this  case,  the  24  boroughs  at  the  top  of  the 
list,  from  No.  86  to  ]  10,  have  nothing  to 
do  in  the  transaction,  and  yet  it  is  by  their 
influence  on  the  averages  that  the  position 
of  the  boroughs  really  concerned  arc  to  be 
determined. — The  details  would  be  intri- 
cate and  tedious,  but  any  one  who  should, 
at  last,  understand  Mr.  Drummond's  very 
obscure  process,  must  know  that  the  addi- 
tion or  subtraction  of  a  single  borough, 
though  that  borough  should  be  far  beyond 
the  reach  of  both  schedules,  might  have  the 
efiect  of  altering  the  position  of  all  the  bo- 
roughs which  were  in  the  schedules ;  and 
the  result  would  be,  to  disorganize  and  de- 
range the  whole  scheme.  As  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  disfranchise  only  fifty- 
six  boroughs,  it  might  have  been  supposed 
that  sixty  would  have  been,  on  the  outside, 
a  number  quite  sufficient  to  subject  to  the 
test  of  their  calculation.  But  by  choosing 
100  or  more,  they  placed  all  the  boroughs 
in  very  different  places  from  those  which 
they  would  have  occupied  had  sixty  only 
been  chosen.  Boroughs  which,  by  the 
arrangement  adopted,  were  marked  out  for 
disfranchisement,  might  have  been  saved  by 
substituting  a  narrower  or  a  wider  plan, 
and  those  which  were  saved  would  have 
been  disfranchised.  He  would  give  one 
instance : — If  the  ten  boroughs  which  Mr. 
Drummond  had  chosen  to  omit  from  the 
bottom  of  the  list,  but  which  surely  ought 
rather  to  have  been  included  in  a  list  which 
was  to  affect  them,  than  the  twenty-four 
boroughs  at  the  other  end  of  the  list,  which 
could  not  be  affected  by  it ;  if,  he  said^  these 
ten  boroughs  were  included,  Calne,  whicli 
by  the  present  management  was  placed 
above  Grimsby,  would  have  fallen  below 
it;  and  had  the  line  of  disfranchisement 
happened  to  be  drawn  at  No.  80,  instead  of 
No.  86,  Calne  would  have  been  disfran- 
chised and  Grimsby  saved. 

But  he  had  further  to  complain^  that, 

evea  th^  scanty  infonnation  given  them 


was  wildly  and  ludicrouBly  inaccurate. 
There  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  on 
Thursday  last,  a  paper,  Na  7  ;  and  in  this^ 
No.  7>  the  houses  of  Calne  were  stated  at 
996*.  But  in  two  papers,  N06.  2  and  3, 
formerly  delivered,  the  number  act  down 
was  710.  In  No.  5  the  number  wbs  not 
mentioned  at  all ;  but  in  No.  8,  which  was 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Members  that 
very  morning  (Friday),  673  houses  were 
given  to  that  borough.  Now  every  one  of 
those  alterations  not  only  gave  Calne  a 
different  Intrinsic  value  in  regard  to  itself, 
but  might  alter  the  position  of  eveiy  bo- 
rough in  the  list,  even  those  which  had  no 
kind  of  rivalry  or  connexion  with  Calne. 
In  one  of  these  discordant  documents, 
Chippenham  was  reported  to  have  648 
houses,  and  in  another  paper,  788  ;  maloDg 
a  difference  of  1 40  houses.  But  he  had  that 
morning  received  a  paper  in  which  the 
houses  of  Chippenham  were  stated  neither 
at  (548  nor  at  788,  but  at  653.  Again; 
in  No.  2,  Malton  was  stated  to  have  1,079 
houses.  Fortunate  Malton  !  he  must  once 
more  exclaim;  for  not  only  were  the  number 
of  houses  over  stated ;  but  in  No.  3,  Mr. 
Drummond  sets  down  the  amount  of  taxes 
at  ]  ,300/.,when  he  ought  to  have  said  IflSOl* 
and  by  the  double  blunder,  he  placed 
in  his  original  list,  in  that  list  which  wss 
the  *'  basis  of  the  new  Bill,"  Malton  at 
the  head  of  all  the  boroughs  in  England. 
But  in  another  paper  the  mistake  was  cor- 
rected ;  and  the  number  of  houses  was  set 
down  as  787,  instead  of  1,079.  But  it 
seems  the  correction  was  again  an  error,  for 
in  the  first  part  of  the  paper  No.  5,  they 
were  stated  at  849 ;  but  again  the  Amend- 
ment is  an  additional  mistake,  for  we  find 
in  tlie  second  ])art  of  the  same  paper,  this 
fortunate  borough  got  up  again  to  1,031 
houses.  Here  one  might  hope  that  Uun- 
ders  were  exhausted;  but  no!  By  the 
last  paper.  No.  8 — the  one  which  hon. 
Members  had  received  that  morning  (Fri- 
day)—it  was  cut  down  again  to  793  ;  being 
a  difference  of  300  in  the  number  of  houses 
of  the  one  borough  in  two  papers  laid 
upon  the  Table  within  the  last  twenty-lbor 
hours.  These  variations  were  in  the  item 
of  the  houses;  there  were  some  of  the 
same  kind  in  the  amount  of  taxes,  and  the 
result  was,  that  he  deQed  any  man  alive  to 
guess  at  the  real  data  on  which  the  fate  of 
that  boroueh  ought  to  be  decided.  Periiapi^ 
indeed,  a  ^sh  return  was,  the  momenthe 
addressed  them,  ready  to  issue  from  the 
press,  giving  a  sixth  return  of  Malton  dif- 
fering from  the  five  different  preoediog 
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ible  point  of  view  the  care  and  accuracy  of 
those  returns  on  which  they  were  about  to 
decide  all  the  corporate  and  electoral  rights 
of  England.  These  few  specimens,  and 
there  were  fifty  of  the  same  kind  would 
show  how  uncertain  were  the  data  upon 
which  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
was  to  be  formed ;  and,  under  such  circum- 
stances, he  submitted  to  the  House  whether 
it  was  possible  to  proceed  ?  Papers  which 
had  been  promised  three  weeks  ago  had  not 
yet  been  given ;  and  those  which  had  been 
given,  were  shamefuUy — he  should  rather 
say,  audaciously—- erroneous.  The  delay  in 
affording  information,  and  the  complicated 
errors  in  the  papers  when  reluctantly  given, 
looked  but.  too  like  a  premeditated  design 
to  delude,  perplex,  and  insult  the  House. 

The  most  important  information  to  guide 
them  would  be  the  reports  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  maps  which  were  to 
accompany  them.  In  the  absence  of  such 
information  they  would  be  legislating  in 
the  dark  without  any  thing  to  guide  them. 
Ministers,  it  appeared,  would  empanel 
them  without  any  indictment  being  placed 
before  them ;  and  in  that  situation  would 
call  on  them  to  record  a  verdict — a  verdict 
without  evidence.  They  might  if  they 
pleased  disfranchise  these  boroughs,  but 
they  could  not  now  say  that  they  were 
convicted  on  proof. 

He  had  no  desire  for  delay — ^he  had  per- 
sonally taken  sreat  pains  to  prevent  the 
necessity  for  dday.  He  had  a  month  ago 
apprized  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  both  in 
public  and  in  private,  of  what  he  had  this 
night  only  repeated.  He  was  ready  to  go 
into  the  Committee ;  but  before  he  did  so, 
he  required  of  Ministers  that  they  should 
give  to  him — and,  what  was  of  much  greater 
importance,  that  they  should  give  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country — such  inform- 
ation as  mieht  enable  them  to  proceed  with 
anything  like  satisfaction  to  themselves, 
and  justice  to  the  parties  whose  dearest 
political  rights  were  at  stake.  He,  there- 
fore, in  the  same  candour  which  he  trusted 
it  would  be  admitted  he  had  evinced  in  the 
Committee  upqn  the  former  Bill,  implored 
the  noble  Lord  not  to  force  on  the  discus- 
sion, before  they  possessed  the  information, 
without  which  it  was  impossible  in  common 
sense  or  common  justice,  to  take  even  the 
first  step. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  whether  it  possessed 
sufficient  information  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee,  and  proceed  with  the  consider- 
fktion  of  the  Reform  Billj  which  had  bem 


read  a  second  time,  and  which  was  appointed 
in  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  be  tdcen  into 
Committee.     He  would  not  deny  that,  in 
order  to  investigate  the  claims  of  particular 
boroughs,  it  might  be  necessary  that  Gen- 
tlemen should  consider,  as  attentively  as 
possible,  the  numbers  given,  as  indicating 
the  relative  value,  in  houses  and  taxes,  of 
the  boroughs  to  be  placed  in  the  schedules 
of  the  BiU ;  and  he  would  again  say,  that 
the  parts  of   the  Bill  contained  in  those 
schedules  might  be   postponed  until   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  others 
who  were  concerned  in  opposing  the  dis- 
franchisement of  those  boroughs,   should 
have  examined  the  voluminous  papers  before 
the  House.     But  that  any  reason  had  been 
adduced  which  ought  to  influence  the  House 
towards  postponing  the  Committee  upon 
the  Bill  itself,  or  that  there  had  not  been 
laid  before  them  ample  information  to  enable 
them  to  consider  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
he  must  deny.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  that  the  papers  had  been  promised 
in  a  week  from  the  day  on  which  they  were 
applied  for.     Certainly  neither  he  nor  his 
noble  friend  had  in   public  made  such  a 
promise.  In  public  they  had  only  said,  that 
the  papers  would  be  ready  by  the  17th  of 
January.     But  in  private,  and  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  they  had  said  that 
they  thought  a  considerable  part  would  be 
ready  by  the  time  they  had  promised.    But 
it  had  been  found  that  some  particulars  in 
the  lists  which  had  been  furnished  required 
revision  and  correction,   and  he  thought 
that  it  was  not  expedient  to  present  them 
until  the  House  should  meet  again,  and 
those  corrected  lists,  he  stated  at  the  time, 
would  be  ready  by  the  I7th  of  January. 
And,  in  fact,  they  were  ready  last  nigh^, 
although  not  on  the  17th,  and  they  would 
be  presented  as  soon   as   they    could   be 
stitched.  He  put  it  to  the  House,  therefore, 
whether  they  ought  to  postpone  the  Com>* 
mittee,  because  an  inquiry  was  yet  pending 
respecting  some  details,   not  necessary  to 
the  consideration  of  the  principal   parts. 
Besides,    he    could    assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men,   that  although  the   Report  of   the 
Commissioners  was  not  ready  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  yet,  in  whatever  respects 
it  might  differ  from  that  of  Mr.  Drummond, 
the  difference  was  not  such  that  a  sinsle 
place  would  be  altered  in  its  position.     He 
meant,  that  no  place  which  had  stood  in 
either  schedule  on  the  12th  of  December, 
would  be  either   omitted  altogether,    or 
transferred  from  one  schedule  to  another. 

The  porticidan  which  depended  oa  calcu* 
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lations  not  yet  laid  bcfcirc  tliein,  were  not 
such   as   to   require   that   the  (^onimittee 
should  be  po6t]X)ncd ;  they  had  already  de- 
termined that  fifty-six  should  Ix;  the  number 
of  boroughs  to  Ik*  totally  disfranchised,  and 
thirty-eight    partially:    thus    ninety-four 
boroughs  were  aifectcd   by   the  Bill ;    if, 
therefore,  they  had  taken  the  number  of 
sixty  boroughs  as  the  foundation  of  their 
calculations,  they  must  have  applied  one 
rule    to    schedule    A     and     another     to 
schedule  B,  which  it  was  obWous  would 
lead  to   greiit  and   serious  inconvenience. 
]^c  denied   that  the  calculations  were  so 
uncertain  as  the  light  hon.  CTentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  represent  them.  The  difter- 
encc  between  the  reports  of  the  Commis- 
sioners and  those  of  the  returning  officer 
arose  from  the  surveyors  employed  by  the 
Commissioners  having  returned  the  total 
number  of  houses  in  the  town,  while  the 
returning  ofhcer  had  confnied  his  account 
to  the  limits  of  the  borough.     The  right 
hon*  Gentleman  ojiposite,  and  the  Gentle- 
men around  him,  had  objected  that,  in  the 
fonner  Bill,   his  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
taken  the  census  of  1821   for  their  guide 
as  to  the  population,   instead  of   looking 
minutely   into  the  relative  value  of   the 
boroughs.    Now  he  had  always  contended, 
that  it  would  be  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
difficulty  to  ascertain  accurately  that  rela- 
tive value.     But  Ministers  had,  lM)wever, 
undertaken  that  difficult  inquiry,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  round   and 
made  the  difficulty  a  matter  of  objection 
against  Uicir  course  of  proceeding,  when 
they  did  that  which  he  had  lx:fore  demanded. 
No  doubt  changes  had  been  made  in  the 
lists,  as,  for  instance,  in  respect  to  Apjileby. 
The  returning  officer  sent  in  at  first  an  ac- 
count coinciding  with  that  of  the  Commis- 
sioner,    i^ut  he  afterwards  wrote  a  letter 
containing  quite  a  different  return,  whicli 
was  sent  to  the  Commissioners  for  their 
consideration.       Again     with    respect   to 
Malton,  1,300  was  inserted  in  the  place  of 
1,030,  and  the  town  had  thus  been  placed 
in  a  wrong  column,   but   subsequent  in- 
quiries had  rectified  the  mistake,  and  it  was 
now  placed  in  its  proper  position.     When 
Mr.  Drummond  sent  in  his  calculations,  on 
the  12th  of  December,  it  was  explained  that 
there  were  some  |xirticuhirs  in  them  which 
required  further  consideration ;  but  it  had 
since  been  found  that  only  one  borough  was 
changed  fn)m  its  place,  and  that  was  done 
by  the  error  which  he  had  already  explained. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
go  into  the  Committee  to  consider  the  ques- 


tion of  the  disfranchisement  of  fiftj-idx 
boroughs,  the  principles  of  the  two  sche- 
dules, and  tlie  other  parts  of  the  Bill,  not 
depending  on  the  returns,  which  bad  not 
yet  been  completed.  When  those  returns 
should  have  hocn  sufficiently  long  before  the 
House,  the  Committee  would  oonaider 
whether  the  lists  had  been  properly  made, 
and  whether  the  boroughs  oontnincd  in  the 
schedules  were  those  that  should  be  dis- 
franchised. ]*>cry  thing  had  been  done  to 
make  the  estimate  of  tlie  relative  value  of 
tlie  boroughs  as  accurate  as  possible.  The 
calculations  had  been  founded  on  the  census 
of  \S3l,  the  accounts  of  the  returning 
officer  on  each  place,  the  reports  of  tte 
C-omniissioners  of  Taxes,  and  the  inquiries 
of  the  S|)ecial  Commission  upon  the  ^pot. 
By  this  means  the  C-ommittec  would  have 
l)efore  them  the  fullest  possible  information 
before  they  came  to  consider  the  details  to 
which  these  lists  referred ;  and  in  tbe  mean- 
time the  other  parts  of  the  Bill  could  be 
discussed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  tbe  noUe 
Lonl  ap[x,'arcd  to  have  greatly  misunder- 
stood the  observations  of  his  right  hon. 
friend.  The  objection  of  his  i%fat  bon. 
friend  went  to  this — that  the  informatiDn 
on  this  subject  which  Ministers  tbemaelTes 
considered  material,  not  having  been  jet 
supplied,  it  was  improper,  without  that  in- 
formation, to  go  into  the  Committee,  which 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  postponed  until  the 
necessary  documents  were  laid  belinre  the 
House.  He  entirely  coincided  in  the  sen- 
timents of  his  right  hon.  friend^  and  he 
would  say,  that  if  the  House  of  Commooi 
had  any  respect  for  its  own  privileges  and 
dignity,  if  it  had  any  respect  for  the  rights 
of  the  people,  it  would  iidopt  tbe  proposH 
tion  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  and  would  re- 
fuse to  ])n)ceed  further  until  thej  had  this 
ini]K)rtant  information  regularly  plaeed  be- 
fore them.  Before  they  proceeded  to  de- 
termine that  fifty-six  boroughs  should  he 
disfranchised,  he  would  demand,  in  the 
name  of  justic^e,  that  there  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  that  information  which 
formed  the  professed  basis  and  ground-wock 
of  so  great  an  alteration  in  the  Constitution* 
On  the  ()th  of  December,  his  Majesty  called 
their  attention  to  the  measures  wnidi  would 
be  proposed  to  them  for  a  reform  in  tbe 
Commons  House  of  Parliament.  Tbey  were 
recommended  to  take  those  measures  into 
their  most  serious  consideration.  And  what 
did  the  noble  Lord  propose  ?  His  pimMH 
sition  was,  the  principle  of  tbe  Bill  beiag 
affirmed  by  the  House,  to  go  into  •  Qhih 
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mittee  on  its  details  this  night,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  that  information  which  even  the 
noble  Lord  himself  admitted  to  be  necessary. 
And  what  was  his  statement  with  respect 
to  that  information  ?  Did  he  say,  that  it 
was  not  prepared — or  being  prepared,  not 
in  a  fit  state  for  production,  or  that  it  was 
so  voluminous  that  there  had  not  been  time 
to  print  it?  No.  It  was  prepared — it 
was  producible,  nay,  it  was  printed — but 
says  the  noble  Lord,  ''  The  sheets  are  not 
yet  stitched,  and  we  cannot  wait  for  the 
stitching."  There  was  something  equally 
absurd  and  mischievous  in  such  blind  and 
hurried  legislation.  The  question  on  which 
the  House  was  called  on  to  decide,  vas  no 
less  tlian  this — Whether  it  was  fitting  to 
disfranchise  iiAy-six  boroughs?  Against 
such  a  proceeding,  in  the  absence  of  the 
necessary  information,  he  would  most 
strenuously  protest.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
it  was  a  matter  of  indiflcrcnce  in  what 
order  the  boroughs  wore  placed ;  but  was  it 
a  thing  of  trifling  importance,  to  deal  with 
a  subject  which  might  deprive  a  large  class 
of  persons  of  their  rights  in  the  absence  of 
the  necessary  information,  or  at  least  of 
time  to  examine  that  which  had  been  fur- 
nished, as  it  was  only  that  morning  a  paper 
had  been  distributed,  which  gave  a  fmal 
report  of  the  places  assigned  to  the  various 
boroughs.  To  show  the  anomalous  situa- 
tion in  which  tbey  were  placed,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  page 
9  of  the  document  No.  8,  and  he  begged 
of  them  to  look  to  the  places  between 
77  and  87>  and  the  notes  appended  to  them. 
The  first  was  Horsham ;  the  statement  of 
the  number  of  houses  in  the  borough,  and 
that  of  the  Commissioner  had  been  adopt- 
ed, but  then  came  a  note,  ''  but  see  report 
and  plan,"  while,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
was  neither  report  nor  plan :  76  was  Great 
Grimsby,  to  which  a  note  was  appended, 
that  there  had  been  a  mistake  in  the 
amount  of  taxes :  77  was  Calne,  to  which  a 
note  was  attached,  ^'  for  explanation  of  the 
numbers  now  adopted,  see  note  to  Com- 
missioners' report,"  but  the  report  had  not 
yet  been  furnished :  78,  Arundel,  the  re- 
turns agree  as  to  the  number  of  houses : 
79  Dartmouth,  to  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  Commissioner's  return  of  houses  was 
adopted,  which  differed  twenty-five  from 
that  of  the  returning  officer ;  but  then  it  was 
again  added,  "  sec  report  and  plan,"  and  ''for 
explanation  of  the  numbers  now  adopted, 
see  the  note  to  Commissioner's  report:" 
80,  St.  Ives,  the  statement  (^  the  letumiiw 
officer  and  the  Cammianoiien  taatwgaoi. 


and  such  was  also  the  case  with  the  two 
following  boroughs.  Rye  and  Clitheroe,  but 
to  No.  83,  MoqK*th^  this  note  was  append- 
ed, ''  the  statement  of  the  Commissioner 
has  been  adopted;  it  is  probably  cor- 
rect, but  cannot  be  considered  definite  until 
a  further  inquiry,  now  in  progress,  is  com- 
pleted ;"  and  then  they  were  again  referred 
to  the  "  Commissioner's  report :"  84,  Hel- 
leston,  the  statement  of  the  returning 
officer  and  the  Commissioner  correspond : 
85,  Northallerton,  to  which  the  same  notes 
were  appended  as  to  No.  83.  Tlien  came  86, 
Wallingford.  It  was  said  the  returning  offi- 
cer and  the  Commissioners  agreed  as  to  the 
number  of  houses,  but  differed  as  to  the 
amount  of  taxes,  but  the  report  of  the  former 
was  adopted,  as  it  was  supported  by  the  par- 
liamentary returns,  and  then  they  wcreagain 
referred  to  the  **  report  and  plan,"  neither 
of  which  had  been  furnished.  Thus  in  a 
list  of  twelve  boroughs,  there  were  to  nine 
of  them  notes  appended,  implying  the  ne- 
cessity of  further  inquiry,  and  all  these 
places  were  on  the  boundary  of  partial  dis- 
franchisement— that  is  to  say,  the  for- 
feiture or  the  continuance  of  their  rights 
depended  upon  a  very  accurate  balanoe  of 
their  relative  importance.  They  were  con- 
stantly referred  to  a  document — viz.,  the 
Commissioners'  Report,  without  which  it 
was  impossible  to  understand  the  Table, 
and  this  document  was  not  yet  in  the  hands 
of  Members.  It  ought  to  have  been  present- 
ed last  night,  but  as  that  had  not  been  the 
case,  he  supposed  it  would  be  delivered  ai 
soon  as  it  could  be  stitched.  In  the  mean 
time,  however,  they  were  called  upon  to  pro- 
ceed with  disfranchisement.  Now  he  would 
ask  if,  in  the  absence  of  such  information, 
it  was  fair,  it  was  decent,  to  call  upon  a  de« 
liberative  assembly  to  go  on  with  a  measure 
respecting  which  they  had  not  received 
such  information  as  the  noble  Lord  himself 
considered  necessary  to  a  right  understand- 
ing of  it  He  did  not  mean  to  attach  un« 
due  importance  to  this  matter,  but  import- 
ant it  undoubtedly  was.  In  the  first  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Lieutenant 
Drummond,  he  said,  '*  the  Government 
have  determined  to  found  the  Reform  Bill 
on  a  new  basis."  As  that  was  admitted, 
was  it  not  necessary  that  this  new  hasis 
should  be  submitted  to  the  House  ?  Ought 
they  not  to  know  the  peculiar  circumstance^ 
of  each  borough,  and  the  nature  of  its 
claims,  before  they  decided  on  the  loM 
or  maintenance  of  an  ancient  privilege? 
Surely  they  ou^ht,  when  they  were  sit- 
ting in  a  judicial  capacitj.    They  might 
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rate  the  privileges  of  those  boroughs  as 
of  little  worth;  but  they  must  sec  that 
it  was  not  a  matter  of  small  moment  to 
those  places  on  which  they  were  about  to 
inflict  disfranchisement ;  and  it  became  a 
monstrous  and  oppressive  evil,  if,  in  effect- 
ing that  object,  they  proceeded  with  care- 
lessness, and  the  disregard  of  facts  within 
their  reach.  What  possible  inconveni- 
ence, he  would  ask,  could  there  be  in 
postponing  the  first  clause?  It  was  too 
important  to  decide  in  the  absence  of  in- 
formation. From  the  concluding  part  of 
the  noble  Lord's  speech,  he  supposed  that 
the  noble  Lord  meant  to  press  the  question 
to  a  division.  Whatever  the  feelings  or 
sentiments  of  Gentlemen  might  be  on  the 
principle  of  Reform,  he  hoped  that  they 
would,  on  the  division,  resist  this  attempt 
to  carry  an  important  question  in  the  ab- 
sence of  information.  He  cared  not  for 
the  number  that  might  divide  with  him, 
but  so  strongly  did  he  feel  the  necessity  of 
having  proper  information  before  the  House, 
or  rather,  he  should  say,  of  having  time  to 
read  the  documents  which  were  actuallv 
presented  and  printed,  that  if  he  stood 
alone  he  would  divide  against  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  entirely  mistaken  the  view  en- 
tertained of  this  question  by  his  noble 
friend.  His  noble  friend  had  not  expressed 
himself  unwilling  to  grant  information, 
nor  said,  that  the  information  which  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  cf  the  House  was 
necessary  before  they  proceeded  further. 
His  noble  friend  said,  that  the  information 
called  for  was  unnecessary  in  deciding  on 
the  first  clause,  which  respected  the  num- 
ber of  boroughs  to  be  disfranchised ;  but  he 
admitted,  that  when  they  came  to  the 
schedule,  that  information  would  be  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  see  whether  the  boroughs 
designated  ought  to  be  retained  there  or 
not.  It  had  been  insinuated  that  Minis- 
ters wished  to  exclude  certain  boroughs 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  to  in- 
clude others,  from  private  |)ersonal  feelings. 
Such  an  insinuation  was  unfounded,  and 
the  fact  would  appear,  when,  at  the  proper 
time,  they  came  to  discuss  the  schedules, 
with  the  information  that  was  in  the  pro- 
gress of  preparation  before  the  House. 
That  observation,  therefore  could  form  no 
ground  for  postponing  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the  names 
of  different  places,  and  the  notes  appended 
to  them,  as  contained  in  page  9  of  one  of 
the  papers.    NoWi  if  the  question  were  as 


to  the  relative  claims  of  the  boroughs  con- 
tained in  the  schedule,  it  woiild  be  neces- 
sary that  they  should  have  the  Commis- 
sioners' report  before  them  ;  but  it  was  of 
no  importance  at  all  in  deciding  on  the 
number  of  boroughs  that  should  be  placed 
in  schedule  A.    They  were  not  determin- 
ing whether  Horsham,  Calne,    or  Great 
Grimsby,  or  any  of  the  other  places  men- 
tioned in  page  9>  should  stand  in  schedule 
B ;  but  the  question  was  as  to  the  broad 
principle  of  disfranchisement,  without  re- 
ference to  the  particular  cases.      He  ad- 
mitted the  information  alluded  to  was  posi- 
tively necessary  before  they  jyrooeeded  with 
the  case  of  each  particular  borough,  but 
that  was  not  the  question  they  wore  now 
called  upon  to  consider.     The  liffht  hon^ 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Croker)  objected  to  the 
principle  upon  which  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond's  list  proceeded,  and  observed,  that 
the  alteration  in  a  few  boroughs   altered 
the  relative  value  of  others,  with  which 
they  were  not  connected.     This  was  a  ne- 
cessary consequence  when  they  proceeded 
on  a  general  principle,  but  it  was  not  an 
unjust  one.     For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
think  that  they  were  doing  any  thing  un- 
worthy of  a  deliberative  assembly,  in  dis- 
cussing  the  first   clause   in   the  aboenoe 
of  information  which   did   not    a£fect  it 
That  information   did  not  apply  in   the 
slightest  degree,  to  the  question,  which 
simply  was,  whether  a  certain  number  of 
lx)roughs  should  be  disfranchised  or  not 
The  information  called  for  did  not  apply  to 
this  point — namely,  whether  such  and  such 
boroughs,  according  to  the  principle  laid 
down,  ought  to  be  included  in  sch^ule  A. 
For  these  reasons,  he  saw  no  grounds  fat 
postponing  the  Committee  this  evening. 
They  might  employ  themelves  most  use- 
fully in  proceeding  with  other  ''I'^uggi  of 
the  Bill,  until  they  came  to  the  schedules. 
Sir  Richard    Vyvi^an    was  convinced, 
from  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord, 
that  there  must  be  some  misunderstanding 
when  he  endeavoured  to  force  the  House 
into  a  Committee  in  the  absence  of  the 
necessary  information.   The  question  reslly 
before  them  was^  not  whether  fif^y-siz  or 
eighty-six  boroughs  were  to  be  wholly  or 
in  part  disfranchised;  but  whether  fifty- 
six  boroughs  in  schedule  A,  and  another 
number  in  schedule  B,  were  to  be  disfran- 
chised at  the  beck  and    bidding  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.     It  was  of  little  con- 
sequence probably  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
whether  between  eighty  or  ninety  on  the 
one  8ide>  and  fifty  or  sixty  boxgu^  on  the 
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iodeccnt  proceeding.  They  would  at  least 
allow  that  it  was  but  fair  that  the  printed 
papers  should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members^ 
and  that  they  should  have  sufficient  time 
given  them  to  read  them  over.  Indeed, 
he  did  not  believe,  that  the  most  tumultu- 
ous and  ill-constituted  body  of  men  in  the 
kingdom  would  be  prepared  to  insist,  as  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  prejiared  to  do, 
upon  such  a  proceeding  on  the  part  of  that 
House,  and  under  such  circumstances.  For 
his  own  part,  he  would  declare,  that  since 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
had  never  felt  so  thoroughly  convinceil  as 
he  did  on  this  occasion,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  every  independent  Member  to  protest 
against  so  gross  an  inroad  upon  the  freedom 
of  deliberation— so  glaring  an  infringement 
of  the  rights  of  that  House  ;  and  he  did 
hope  and  trust,  that  a  British  House  of 
Commons  would  not  exhibit  the  humiliat- 
ing spectacle  of  being  thus  trailed  through 
the  dirt  and  mire,  at  the  chariot  wheels  of 
Ministerial  domination. 

Mr.  Pigolt  said,  it  was  most  absurd  to 
think  of  going  into  Committee  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  before  the  necessary  inform- 
ation had  been  produced  to  the  House.  He 
should  certainly  resist  the  proposition  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  sole  and 
simple  question  before  the  House  was, 
whether  or  not  it  would  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he  ap- 
prehended that  the  question  which  had 
l)een  incidentally  raised,  as  to  whether  the 
necessory  information  had  or  had  not  been 
laid  before  them,  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  motion  which  they  hod  to  de- 
cide. "  Shall  we  go  into  Committee  or  not, 
on  the  Reform  Bill?"  That  was  the  ques- 
tion, he  repeated,  which  they  had  to  decide, 
and  he  trusted  they  would  proceed  to  de- 
cide it  with  firmness  and  e(X)]ness.  He 
would  ask  whether  there  was  any  man  pre- 
pared to  say  they  ought  not  to  proceed  with 
their  task,  and  ouglit  not  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee? No  doubt  the  Anti-reformers  would 
be  prepared  to  give  their  negative  to  such  a 
motion ;  btit  if  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  be  advised  by  him,  they  would  not 
pay  the  least  attention  to  those  Clentlemen, 
who  would  never  let  them  go  into  Commit- 
tee on  tlic  Bill  at  all,  if  they  could  by  any 
}X)ssibility  prevent  it.  He  would  call  ujwn 
the  House  not  to  Ix:  carried  away  by  the 
artifices  of  lum.  Cientlemen,  but  to  deride 
this  matter  according  to  reason  and  commcm 
sense.  Were  thty  prepared,  or  were  they 
not,  to  consider  the  Bill  in  Committee? 


That  was  the  question,  and  let  any  man 
who  was  against  their  doing  so  say  "  No." 
\crics  of  "  Noy  no,"  from  several  members 
on  the  Opposiiion  benches/^  That  was  his 
appeal  to  the  House — that  was  the  question 
which  the  House  had  that  evening,  in  the 
face  of  the  jxiople  of  England,  to  decide — 
namely,  whether  it  would  consider  the  Bill 
in  Committee,  or  whether  it  would  not  do 
so.  He  would  appeal  to  the  common  sense 
of  every  man  in  that  House,  and  he  would 
fearlessly  appeal  to  the  common  sense  of 
Englishmen  out  of  doors,  whether  it  was 
not  right  that  they  should  forthwith  go  into 
Committee  and  consider  the  Bill,  it  being 
understood  that,  with  regard  to  the  de- 
tails of  it,  all  the  necessary  information 
would  be  furnished  hereafter  as  they  went 
along.  Let  them  then,  in  God's  name, 
take  the  first  step  and  go  into  Committee, 
where  alone  that  information  could  be  used 
by  them  in  considering  the  details  of  the 
Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not  be  prevented  from  taking  that  step  on 
this  occasion  by  any  of  the  devices  practised 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  him.  Suppose, 
after  they  went  into  Committee,  the  dis- 
franchisement of  only  one  or  two  boroughs 
by  name  were  proposed,  the  rest  being  post- 
poned till  the  information  with  regard  to 
them  had  been  furnished,  was  any  man 
prepared  to  say  that  Old  Sarum  ought  not 
to  be  disfranchised?  Let  them  go  into 
Committee,  and  suppose  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Old  Sarum,  in  which  there  were  no 
houses,  should  be  proposed,  was  there  any 
man  prepared  to  say  that  tlie  decision  of  tho 
House  could  not  be  taken  with  regard  to 
that  borough?  There  was  another  bo- 
rough— Newtown,  in  the  Isle  of  Wight — 
with  only  fourteen  houses  in  it.  Would 
any  man  say  that  such  a  borough  as  that 
did  not  deserve  disfranchisement  ?  In  that 
way  he  would  say  they  were  prepared  to  go 
into  Committee  at  the  present  moment,  and 
to  take  the  boroughs  OTie  by  one ;  and  if  it 
should  be  thought  necessary,  with  regard  to 
any  particular  borough,  to  have  more  in- 
formation respecting  it  laid  before  the 
House,  he,  for  one,  would  be  ready  to  ac- 
quiesce in  having  the  vote  as  to  that  Ixy- 
rough  postponed  until  sudi  information 
could  be  produced.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  persevere  in  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  that  evening. 

Mr.  Goidhnrn  said,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  did  not  comprehend  the 
etiect  of  the  arguments  urged  against  the  pre- 
sent motion.  There  was  no  objection  to  the 
goingintoCommitteeon  thissubject;  nor  had 
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upon  to  disfranchise  a  number  of  boroughs, 
without  having  the  local  limits  of  those 
boroughs  before  them,  whereby  they  might 
be  enabled  to  ascertain  with  any  thing  like 
precision,  the  amount  of  their  taxes,  houses, 
and  population.  Could  any  thing  be  more 
unjust— could  any  thing  bo  less  business- 
like—than such  a  course  of  proceeding? 
They  were  called  upon  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee with  something  promised  to  them  that 
they  could  not  yet  have — with  something 
to  guide  them,  that  they  were  not  now  to 
look  at — and  with  something  which  was  to 
be  on  the  Table,  but  which  they  were  not 
at  present  to  be  permitted  to  sec.  When 
they  were  called  on  to  disfranchise  (if^y-six 
boroughs  on  the  evidence  of  facts,  was  it 
not  ccmsistent  with  common  justice  and 
common  sense,  tliat  they  should  have  those 
facts  before  them?  Lieutenant  Drummond's 
list  consisted  both  of  arithmetic  and  geo- 
graphy, and  they  were  now  told,  that  his 
arithmetic  was  correct ;  and  they  were  re- 
quested to  wait  awhile,  and  that  by-and- 
by  they  would  see  that  his  geography  was 
also  accurate.  If  he  were  arsruins  a  case 
of  this  nature  under  an  Enclosure  Act,  would 
it  not  be  a  gross  absurdity  on  his  part  not 
to  have  a  map  of  the  ground  before  him  ? 
Or,  to  descend  still  lower  in  the  grade  of 
legislation,  would  it  not  be  equally  absurd, 
if  at  a  parish  vestry,  when  a  parcel  of  land 
was  about  to  be  )>arccllcd  out  to  A,  B,  and 
C,  they  should  not  have  the  plan  before 
them,  acconling  to  which  the  allotments 
were  to  be  made  ?  These  familiar  illus- 
trations served,  lie  thought,  in  some  degree 
to  exhibit  the  absurdity  of  their  present 
proposed  course  of  proceeding.  Such  a 
s]>ecies  of  legislation  might  suit  very  well 
those  who  belonged  to  political  unions,  or 
those  persons  who  were  for  "  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;"  but 
as  legislation  proceeding  from  the  members 
of  a  well-constituted  and  deliberative  as- 
sembly, it  was  an  entire  and  perfect  piece 
of  unredeemed  mockcrv.  The  noble  Lonl 
opposite  (Lord  Althor]))  had  told  them, 
that,  in  going  into  (-omniittee,  they  would 
have  only  to  declare,  that  fifty-six  boroughs 
were  to  be  disfranchised,  and  that  here- 
after, when  they  came  to  the  specilic  case 
of  each  individual  bon)Ugh,thcy  would  then 
have  the  information  before  them  neces- 
sary to  enable  them  to  decide  u})on  each  case. 
He,  however,  must  assert,  that  their  first 
step  in  going  into  Committee  would  be,  to 
disfranchise  spiM'ifiojilly.  and  by  name,  fifty- 
six  iKmuighs,  without  having  a  single  fact 
before  them  to  warrant  any  such  pntceeding. 


It  was  a  most  monstrous  thiDg,  tbat  that 
House  should  be  compelled,  either  under 
the  domination  oif  an  influence  out  of  doon 
that  deprived  it  of  its  deliberAtive  character^ 
or  under  the  equally  odious  domination  of 
his  Majesty*s  Ministers,  to  come  to  n  TOte 
with  regard  to  a  case  that  altogether  de- 
pended upon  facts,  without  having  a  tingle 
one  of  those  facts  submitted  to  them.  If 
the  House  -of  Commons,  operated  upon  far 
such  an  influence,  whether  within  than 
walls  or  without  those  walls,  were  to  act 
in  such  an  absurd,  unjust,  and  inoonsislent 
manner,  he,  Anti-reformor  ashe  waa,  would 
not  scruple  to  lend  his  aid  to  reform  that 
House ;  and  he  would  do  so,  becanse,  in  hit 
opinion,  it  would  in  such  case  have  forfeited 
the  character  that  belonged  to  a  Biitidi 
Parliament.  A  greater  insult  could  not 
be  ofiered  to  the  understanding!  of  any  set 
of  men — a  greater  inroad  could  not  he 
made  upon  the  freedom  of  delibetatiDn, 
than  thus  to  force  the  Mcmbersof  that  House 
to  come  to  a  vote  upon  a  moat  important 
question,  without  having  before  them  any 
of  the  facts  according  to  which  that  queitini 
was  to  be  decided.  Such  a  proceeding  as 
that  of  disfranchising  fifty-six  boroughs  at 
a  sweep,  without  a  single  fiawt  to  wanant 
such  disfranchisement,  might  be  a  fit  and 
proper  one  on  the  part  of  the  delegated 
Representatives  of  political  unions  and  poli- 
ticai  conventions,  but  it  was  one  that  wis 
utterly  unworthy  of  a  British  House  of 
Commons.  Since  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  being  a  Member  of  that  House,  he  had 
never  seen  such  a  blow  aimed  at  its  inde- 
pendence as  was  now  aimed  at  it  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  within  those  walls^  and 
by  an  odious  and  intolerant  domination 
out  of  doors.  Against  the  pressure  either 
of  the  influence  of  his  Majesty's  Ministen 
who  might  have  their  object,  and  who,  no 
doubt,  had  an  object  in  view,  or  of  that  ea« 
ternal  inlkience  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
out  of  doors,  he,  as  an  independent  Member 
of  Parliament,  begged  leave  to  enter  his 
most  solemn  protest ;  and  he  still  hoped, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
exhibit  i^uch  a  de|)arture  from  decency  and 
justice  as  to  proceed  to  vote  upon  such  a 
subject  as  thin,  without  having  the  neoea- 
sarv   information  before  it.     He  trusted 

m 

that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Fay* 
master  of  the  Forces,  would  not  risk  their 
cnulit  and  their  character  in  tho  country 
liy  M)  ilUadviM^d  and  precipitate  a  meaaure 
as  this.  Why,  the  very  piditical  unions 
themselves  would  not  recommend  such  an 
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indecent  proceeding.  They  would  at  least 
allow  that  it  was  but  fair  that  the  printed 
papers  should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members, 
and  that  they  should  have  sufficient  time 
given  them  to  read  them  over.  Indeed, 
he  did  not  believe,  that  the  must  tumultu- 
ous and  ill-constituted  body  of  men  in  the 
kingdom  would  be  prepared  to  insist,  as  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  pre|xired  to  do, 
upon  such  a  proceeding  on  the  part  of  that 
House,  and  under  such  circumstances.  For 
his  own  part,  he  would  declare,  that  since 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
had  never  felt  so  thoroughly  convinced  as 
he  did  on  this  occasion,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  every  independent  Member  to  protest 
against  so  gross  an  inroad  upon  the  freedom 
of  deliberation— so  glaring  an  infringement 
of  the  rights  of  that  House  ;  and  he  did 
hope  and  trust,  that  a  British  House  of 
Commons  would  not  exhibit  the  humiliat- 
ing spectacle  of  being  thus  trailed  through 
the  dirt  and  mire,  at  the  chariot  wheels  of 
Ministerial  domination. 

Mr.  Pigqit  said,  it  was  most  absurd  to 
think  of  going  into  Committee  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  before  the  necessary  inform- 
ation had  been  produced  to  the  House.  He 
should  certainly  resist  the  proposition  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  sole  and 
simple  question  before  the  House  was, 
whether  or  not  it  would  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he  ap- 
prehended that  the  question  which  had 
l)een  incidentally  raised,  as  to  whether  the 
necessary  information  had  or  had  not  been 
laid  before  them,  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  motion  which  they  had  to  de- 
cide. "  Shall  we  go  into  Committee  or  not, 
on  the  Reform  Bill?"  That  was  the  ques- 
tion, he  repeated,  which  they  had  to  decide, 
and  he  trusted  they  would  proceed  to  de- 
cide it  with  firmness  and  coolness.  He 
would  ask  whether  there  was  any  man  pre- 
pared to  say  they  ought  not  to  proceed  with 
their  task,  and  ought  not  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee ?  No  doubt  the  A  nti-reformers  would 
be  prepared  to  give  their  negative  to  such  a 
motion ;  but  it'  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  be  advised  by  him,  they  would  not 
pay  the  least  attention  to  those  Gentlemen, 
wlio  would  never  let  them  go  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill  at  all,  if  they  could  by  any 
possibility  prevent  it.  He  would  call  upon 
the  House  not  to  be  carried  away  by  the 
artifices  of  hon.  Clentlemen,  but  to  deride 
this  matter  according  to  reason  and  common 
sense.  Were  they  prepiire<l,  or  were  they 
not,   to  consider  the  Bill  in  Committee? 


That  was  the  question,  and  let  any  man 
who  was  against  their  doing  so  say  *'  No." 
[cries  of  "  No,  no,"  from  several  members 
on  tJie  Opposition  bencfiesJ2  That  was  his 
appeal  to  the  House — that  was  the  question 
which  the  House  had  that  evening,  in  the 
face  of  the  people  of  England,  to  decide — 
namely,  whether  it  would  consider  the  Bill 
in  Committee,  or  whether  it  would  not  do 
so.  He  would  appeal  to  the  common  sense 
of  every  man  in  that  House,  and  he  would 
fearlessly  appeal  to  the  common  sense  of 
Englishmen  out  of  doors,  whether  it  was 
not  right  that  they  should  forthwith  go  into 
Committee  and  consider  the  Bill,  it  being 
understood  that,  with  regard  to  the  de- 
tails of  it,  all  the  necessary  information 
would  be  furnished  hereafter  as  they  went 
along.  Let  them  then,  in  God's  name, 
take  the  first  step  and  go  into  Committee, 
where  alone  that  information  could  be  used 
by  them  in  considering  the  details  of  the 
Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not  be  prevented  from  taking  that  step  on 
this  occasion  by  any  of  the  devices  practised 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  him.  Suppose, 
after  they  went  into  Committee,  the  dis- 
franchisement of  only  one  or  two  boroughs 
by  name  were  proposed,  the  rest  being  post- 
poned till  the  information  with  regard  to 
them  had  been  furnished,  was  any  man 
prepared  to  say  that  Old  Sarum  ought  not 
to  be  disfranchised?  Let  them  go  into 
Committee,  and  suppose  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Old  Sarum,  in  which  there  were  no 
houses,  should  be  proposed,  was  there  any 
man  prepared  to  say  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  could  not  be  taken  with  regard  to 
that  borough?  There  was  another  bo- 
rough— Newtown,  in  the  Isle  of  Wight — 
with  only  fourteen  houses  in  it.  Would 
any  man  say  that  such  a  borough  as  that 
did  not  deserve  disfranchisement  ?  In  that 
way  he  would  say  they  were  prepared  to  go 
into  Committee  at  the  present  moment,  and 
to  take  the  boroughs  one  by  one ;  and  if  it 
should  be  thought  necessary,  with  regard  to 
any  particular  borough,  to  have  more  in- 
formation respecting  it  laid  before  the 
House,  he,  for  one,  would  be  ready  to  ac- 
quiesce in  having  the  vote  as  to  that  bo- 
rough postponed  until  sudi  information 
could  be  produced.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  persevere  in  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  that  evening. 

Mr.  GouUmrn  said,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  did  not  comprehend  the 
effect  of  the  nrguments  urged  against  the  pre- 
sent motion,  iliere  was  no  objection  tf»  the 
going intoCommittee on  thissubject;  nor  had 
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a  single  syllabic  fallen  from  any  individual 
who  had  spoken  against  the  motion  that 
warranted  such  an  interpretation.  All  that 
they  had  contended  for  was,  that  if  they 
were  to  go  into  Committee,  to  disfranchise 
fifty->six  boroughs,  it  was  necessary  that 
tliey  should  have  the  grounds  laid  before 
them  on  which  it  was  proposed  to  deprive 
these  boroughs  of  their  right  of  Represent- 
ation. The  hon.  Member  had  recommend- 
ed them  to  discuss  this  question  with  cool- 
ness ;  and  he  himself,  no  doubt,  was  cool. 
Indeed,  he  believed  that  in  the  cause  of 
Reform,  no  injustice,  however  gross,  would 
call  forth  that  hon.  Member's  warmth;  and 
that  no  extent  of  injury,  however  un- 
deserved, would  disturb  his  phlegm.  Was 
it  just,  he  would  ask,  that  they  were  now 
to  be  called  upon  to  disfranchise,  in  a  whole- 
sale manner,  fifty-six  boroughs,  without 
being  acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
appertaining  to  each  of  them,  and  without 
being  put  in  possessicm  of  that  information 
with  regard  to  them  which  had  Ixien  col- 
lected by  the  persons  appointed  by  (Jovcrn- 
ment  for  the  pur^iosc  ?  It  was  not  his  de- 
sire, nor  that  of  his  right  hon.  friends  with 
whom  he  had  the  honour  to  act,  to  im- 
pute to  his  Majesty's  Government  any 
species  of  partiality  in  the  selection  of  those 
boroughs,  but  he  would  say,  that  if  it  was 
intended  to  act  with  partiality  in  the  cases 
of  disfranchisement,  the  course  which  the 
two  noble  Lords  opposite  had  adopted  on 
this  occasion,  was  exactly  that  which  it 
would  be  their  interest  under  such  circum- 
stances to  pursue.  For  what  was  the  lan- 
guage of  those  noble  Lords  ?  "  Let  us," 
said  those  noble  Lords,  "  pledge  the  House 
first  to  the  disfranchisement  of  those  iifty- 
six  boroughs,  and  then  we  shall  apply  to 
each  individual  case  the  rule  according  to 
which  the  whole  are  to  be  disfranchised." 
Now  that  rule  was  so  flexible — so  extremely 
pliable — that,  let  that  number  of  bo- 
roughs be  given  to  him,  he  would  engage, 
under  that  rule,  to  bring  into  either  of  the 
two  schedules  (A  and  B)  five  l)oroughs 
that  were  not  at  present  included  in  them. 
The  course  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  now  forcing  on  the  adoption  of  the 
House  was  one  that  was  founded  neither 
on  justice  nor  reason,  and  as  the  informa- 
tion which  was  wanted  would  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  in  a  few  days,  and  there- 
fore as  the  postponement  of  the  Committee 
until  that  period  would  not  materially  re- 
tard the  progress  of  the  Bill,  he  did  h()j>e 
thatMhiisters  would  not  persevere  in  press- 
ing this  motion. 


Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  the  real  question 
before  the  House  could  not  be  muunder« 
stood.     The  division  which  was  about  to 
take  place,  would  be  upon  the  question^ 
whether  or  not  the  House  was  to  m  into 
Committee  on  the  Reform  BilL     Itthe  ar« 
guments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Charles  Wetherell)  were  worth 
any  thing,  they  were  called  upon  by  him  to 
go  through  the  discussion  of  every  sin^ 
borough  in  schedule  A  before  they  agreed 
to  the  first  clause  in  the  Bill.     The  taunts 
and  sarcasms  which  had  been  thrown  out 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agsinst 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill,  had  certain^  not 
the  merit  of  novelty  to  recommend  them; 
their  repetition  now  only  recalled  to  mind 
their  frequent  use  on  the  part  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman  during  the  last  sessioii  of  Psr- 
liament.     While  he  felt  that  he  was  not 
one  of  those  who,  according  to  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  and  learhed  Gentleman,  would 
suficr  themselves  to  be  drarced  through  the 
mire  by  his  Majesty's  MinisterK,  and  whik 
he  was  as  little  inclined  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Vyvyan)  to  give  his  vote  "at  the 
beck  or  bidding"  of  any  MinistCTj  he  wu 
determined  to  support  the  present  motion. 
The  object  of  those  who  opposed  this  mo* 
tion  was  the  defeat  of  Reform  altogether. 
Looking  at  the  course  which  had  been  pur- 
sued in  the  last  session  of  Parliament,  he 
did  not  see  the  necessity  of  going  into  the 
discussion  of  the  case  of  every  single  bo- 
rough before  they  had  voted  the  general  dis- 
franchisement clauses  of  the  BilL     The  sr^ 
guments  which  had  been  employed  on  tfast 
side  of  the  House  against  this  motion  might 
be  more  appropriately  urged  when  theHouse 
had  gone  into  Committee,  either  for  poit- 
poning  the  case  of  any  individual  borniigh, 
or  for  having  it  omitted  altogether  out  of 
the  number  of  those  proposed  to  be  disfiin- 
chised.     The  ])resent  opposition  to  the  mo- 
tion now  before  the  House  reminded  him 
of  the  attempt  which  was  made  in  the  lart 
session  of  Parliament  to  prevent  the  House 
from  going  intoCommittee  at  all,  and  which 
vexatious  attempt  was  continued  until  post 
seven  o'clock  in  the  morning.     The  simple 
question  before  the  House  was,  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  go  into  Committee  to 
consider  the  Reform  Bill,  and  as  he  (Mr. 
Robinson)  conceived  that  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  Reform  was  involved  in  the  ques- 
tions of  disfranchisement  and  enfranchise* 
ment,  he  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  diafiran* 
chisement  of  (ifty-six  boroughs,  learing  the 
case  of  each  individual  borough  to  be  ar- 
gued and  adjudicated  hereafter  when  the 
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schedules  were  discussed.  When  the  House 
voted  the  disfranchisement  of  f|fVy-six  bo- 
roughs^ it  would  merely  vote,  that  fifty-six 
of  the  most  inconsiderable  of  the  boroughs 
were  to  be  disfranchised,  and  when  in  Com- 
mittee, they  would  apply  the  rule  to  those 
boroughs  individually,  so  as  to  ascertain 
that  they  came  within  the  description  of 
the  most  insignificant  boroughs  in  the 
kingdom.  Now,  for  his  part,  he  saw  no- 
thing of  injustice  in  such  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, and  though  he  might  wish  that  the 
principle  of  disfranchisement  had  been 
extended  to  a  greater  number,  he  should  at 
all  events  give  his  cordial  vote  for  the 
amount  of  disfranchisement  contemplated  by 
the  present  Bill.  He  could  not  sit  down 
without  observing,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  member  for  Tam  worth,  after 
referring  to  the  words  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  and  insisting  upon  the  necessity  of 
considering  this  subject  with  coolness  and 
calmness,  had  not  in  his  own  instance  set  a 
very  notable  example  of  that  calmness  and 
moderation  which  he  had  so  forcibly  preach- 
ed, but  had  so  little  practised  on  this  occa- 
sion. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelhani  said,  that  he  was 
determined  on  this  occasion  to  vote  as  be- 
came an  independent  Member  of  the  Legis- 
lature, unswayed  by  any  influence  either  in 
or  out  of  that  House.  He  might  have  a 
prejudice  with  res|)ect  to  one  borough,  and 
others  might  have  the  same  with  respect  to 
others,  ft  would  therefore  be  trifling  with 
the  feelings  of  the  House  to  go  into  the 
consideration  of  schedule  A,  including  as  it 
did  fifty- six  boroughs,  without  full  inform- 
ation regarding  them  all. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  heartily  approved  of 
the  opposition  which  was  given  to  the 
proposition  for  going  into  Committee  at 
that  time.  The  course  it  was  proposed  to 
pursue  was  as  flagrantly  unjust  as  could 
well  be  imagined.  Suppose  100  prisoners 
were  brought  up  for  trial,  aU  more  or  less 
guilty,  but  that  fifty-six  of  them  had  been 
guilty  of  crimes  for  which  they  deserved 
capital  punishment,  what  would  be  thought 
of  the  Judge  who  said  "  here  take  the  first 
fifty-six  and  convict  them  of  the  capital 
offence,  and  the  remainder  of  the  minor 
offences,  and  afterwards  we  can  examine 
evidence  to  ascertain  if  we  have  acted 
justly."  It  was  monstrous  in  any  body  of 
men  to  propose  that  a  number  of  boroughs 
— some  of  them  the  most  ancient  in  the 
kingdom — should  be  deprived  of  their 
franchise  until  the  evidence  upon  which 
their  disfranchisement  was  to  be  founded 
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had  been  laid  before  the  House.  Upon 
this  ground  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would  persevere 
in  his  plan  of  dividing  the  House  upon 
the  question,  and,  though  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  be  kept  there  until  seven 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  he  would  remain  to 
support  him. 

Mr.  Hvnt  said,  that  as  he  intended  to 
vote  against  Ministers  upon  the  present 
occasion,  he  wished  to  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  that  vote  would  be  given. 
Although  his  name  had  not  appeared  in  the 
lists  of  the  majority  and  minority  which 
were  printed  in  the  newspapers,  it  was  well 
known  that  he  had  voted  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  as  he  had  sup- 
ported Ministers  on  that  occasion,  it  might 
seem  the  more  extraordinary  that  he  should 
oppose  them  now.  His  reason  was  this  ; 
were  thequestion  which  was  about  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  them  in  the  Committee  to  determine 
whether  fifty-six,  or  even  106  small  and 
comparatively  insignificant  boroughs  should 
be  disfranchised,  he  should  not  hesitate  to 
vote  in  the  affirmative ;  but  when  he  was 
called  upon  to  vote  for  the  separate  dis- 
franchisement of  such,  he  felt  it  necessary 
that  the  evidence  upon  which  that  dis- 
franchisement was  to  take  place  should  be 
laid  before  the  House.  He  thought,  indeed, 
that  men  of  common  sense,  or  even  common 
decency,  would  not  ask  the  House  to  de- 
termine a  point  upon  particular  grounds 
until  those  grounds  had  been  rendered  clear 
and  manifest  by  the  best  information  that 
could  be  procured.  That  information,  it 
was  said,  would  speedily  be  ready.  He 
thought,  therefore,  for  the  credit  of  the 
House,  as  a  deliberative  assembly,  it  ought 
not  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
first  clause  of  the  Bill  until  the  documents 
which  related  to  the  condemned  boroughs 
had  been  produced. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston  had  not  properly 
understood  what  he  had  originally  meant 
to  express.  In  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill 
it  was  only  intended  that  the  House  should 
vote  for  the  disfranchisement  of  fifty-six 
boroughs,  without  specifying  what  parti- 
cular boroughs  should  be  included  in  that 
number.  In  the  former  Bill  the  House 
was  called  upon  to  vote  for  the  first  clause 
and  the  disfranchising  schedule  together. 
In  the  present  Bill  it  was  only  called  upon 
to  vote  the  first  clause,  declaring  that  a 
particular  number  of  boroughs  would  be 
disfranchised,  but  not  determining  which 
those  boroughs  should  be 
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Mr.  Croker  said,  that  he  should  not 
object  to  the  question  then  before  the 
House,  which  was  only  that  "  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself 
into  a  Committee  he  read;"  but  on  the 
question  "  that  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
rtie  Giair,"  he  should,  upon  the  grounds 
which  he  had  previously  stated,  and  which, 
he  thought,  remained  unanswered,  move 
that  the  word  "  now"  be  omitted,  leaving 
the  noble  Lord  to  fill  up  the  blank  with 
any  day  that  he  might  think  proper  within 
a  reasonable  time  after  the  information  had 
been  produced. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Lord  John  Russell,  in  rising  to  move 
"  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  begged  leave  to  state,  that  he 
thought  far  more  time  would  be  allowed 


to  hon.  Gentlemen  to  gnn  anjinfommtioB 
that  they  might  wish  to  acquire  fay  fiiffinriBg 
the  House  to  go  into  Committee  tfaeiij  than 
by  postponing  it  to  a  future  day. 

Mr.  Croker:  I  difier  from  the  noble 
Lord;  and,  therefore,  I  faee  leave  to 
move,  that  all  the  woidt  of  me  queMtioii 
after  the  word  **  that"  be  omitted,  and 
that  there  be  substituted,  ''the  Home 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  Tneriij 
next.*'  That,  in  my  omnion,  will  be  tlie 
shortest  way  of  proceedmg,  as  well  as  the 
justest. 

The  question  was  put,  that  the  woids 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question,  and  the  House  divided,  whn 
there  appeared— Ayes  152;  Noes  99^ 
Majority  53. 


Xilst  of  the  A'TBS 


Of  1  fi2  who  voted  for  going  into  a  Committee  (m  the  Reform  Bill,  on  th  20/A  ^ 

January,  1832. 

ENGLAND. 


Adf.ane,  Henry  John  . .  Camhriilgcshire 
Altiiorp,  viscount  . .  Northamptonshire 
Anson,  sir  George  . .  . .  Lichfield 
Abtlev,  sir  J.  Dugdale,  bt.  . .  Wiltshire 
liARixfijF.  T.  ..  Portsmouth 

Bayntun,  S.  A.  ..  ..         York 

Bern  A  L,  Ralph      Rochester 

Blake,  sir  Francis,  bt.  . .  Berwick 
Bl  A  M I R E,  W  ill iain  .  •  Cumberland 
Brou(wi AM,  William  ..  Southwark 
BuRUETT,  sir  P.,  bt.       . .       Westminster 

BvNCi,  George Middlesex 

Calcuaft,  Granby  H.  ..  Wnreham 
Galley,  Thomas       ..       ..       Cricklade 

Calvert,  C Southwark 

Calvert,  Nicolsou  ..  Hertfordshire 
C  A  M  r  n  E  L  I. ,  .1  oh  II        . .         . .       Stafford 

Carter,  J.  B Portsmouth 

Cavendish,  Henry  F.  ('.       ..       Derby 

Cavendish,  lord 

('iiaytor,  W.  R.  C.     .. 

C II ir HESTER,  John  F.  B. 

Cockerell,  sir  C,  bt. 

(•RADocK,  Sheldon     .. 

Cramfton,  p.  C. 

C  R  R  E  V  i:  Y ,  Thorn  as 

CuRTEis,  Herbert  B. 

Den  MAN,  sir  Thomas 

Dun  COM  BE,  Thomas  S. 

DrNDAS,  hon.  Thomas 

DiTNDAS,  hon.  John  C. 


Derbyshire 

Durliam 

. .   Barnstaple 

Evesham 

. .     Camvlford 

Milborne  Port 

Down  ton 

Sussex 

Nottingham 

Hertford 

York 

Richmond 


Ellis,  Wynn      Leketter 

Evans,  de  Lacy    . .        .  •  . .       Rye 

Evans,  William  B LeoMtnster 

Evans,  William Leicester 

Ewart,  W Lweqml 

FoLKEs,  sir  W.  J.  H.  B.,bt.  . .  Norfolk 
GonsoN,  Richard  ..  ..  Si,  jflbans 
Graham,  rt.  hon.sir  J.R.G.  Cumberland 

Hawkins,  J.  H Tavistock 

Heron,  sir  Robert,  bt.  . .  Peterborough 
Hey  WOOD,  Benjamin       ••       Lancashin 

HoDOEs,  Tliomas  L Aioil 

H  ( )  D  o  SON ,  J  oh  n  . ,  7Vrf/*cas//e-Kpoii-  T^u 

HoRNE,  sir  W Newtown 

HosKiNs,  Kcdgwin  ..  Herefordshire 
How iTK,  viscount  ..  Northumberhad 
Hudson,  Tiiom us       ..       ..       Evediam 

II uGij EH,  William  H 0:^ord 

Hume,  Joseph Midmomx 

Incilry,  sir  W.  A.,  bt.    . .   Lincohuhin 


JoiixsTt»NE,  sir  J.  V.  B. 
Kmoht,  Henry  G. 
LEKiii,  T.  C. 


•  • 


Yortukire 
MoJUon 
WaUinsford 
Hampskirt 
Cornwall 
Staffordnkire 
Westbiay 
Calue 


Easthofe,  John Banbury 

Tt  r-i    1  I  ^. 


El  LICE,  Edward 


Coventry 


Lekevre,  Charles  S. 

Lemon,  sir  Charles     .  • 

Littleton,  Edward  John 

Lop  EX,  sir  R.  F.,  bt.   . . 

M  A  c  A  I'  L  A  Y ,  Tliomas  B.    . 

M  ACDON  A  LD,  sir  James,  bt.  •  •  Hamptkire 

M ANGLES,  James      ..       ..      Ouildford 

M A ujoni ranks,  Stewart  ••    ..    ilyfAe 

Ma  us  II  ALL,  William     ..      ..     BeverUw 

M I L  n  A  N  K ,  M  ark       . .      •  •       Cameiford 

Newark,  lord  .  •      Eait  Jtf(/M 
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NowELiy  Alexander     . .     Weitmoreland 

NuoEKT,  lord Aylesbury 

Ord,  William Morpeth 


Leicestershire 

Bletchingly 

Bedfordshire 

Lincolnshire 

Southampton 

Ripon 


Paget,  Thomas 

Palmerston,  visct. 

Paine,  sir  Peter,  bt. 

Pelham,  hon.  C.  A.  W. 

PEKLEA^fE,  John  S. 

Petit,  Louis  H.     . . 

PiiiLLiPPs,  sir  R.  B.,  bt. . .  Haverfordwest 

Phillips,  Charles  M.     ..  Leicestershire 

P  ROT  HE  ROE,  Edward      . .       . .     Bristol 

Rams  BOTTOM,  John      ..      ..      Windsor 

Rider,  Thomas       Kent 

Rob  ARTS,  Abraham  W.  . .  Maidstone 
Robinson,  George  R.  . .  Worcester 
RooPER,  John  B.     .  •     Huntingdonshire 


Russell,  lord  John 
Russell,  lord 
Russell,  F. 
San  DON,  viscount 
Sanpord,  E.  a. 


Devonshire 

Tavistoch 

Tavistock 

. .    Liverpool 

Somersetshire 


SciioNSWAR,  George Hull 

Scott,  sir  Edward  D.  . .  Lichfield 
Sebright,  sir  J.  S.,  bt.  . .  Hertfordshire 
Skipwitii,  sir  Gray  . .  Wanvickshire 
Smith,  John  Abel  . .  •  •  Chichester 
Smith,  Vernon         ..  Northampton 

Stanhope,  R.  H Dover 

Stanley,  hon.  Edw.  G.  S,  . .  Windsor 
Staunton,  sir  T.  G.,  bt.  . .  Heytesbnry 
Stephenson,  H.  F.        . .         Westhury 

Stewart,  P.  M Lancaster 

Stewart,  Edward  ..  ..  Wigton 
Strickland,  George       ..       Yorkshire 

Strutt,  Edward Derby 

Stuart,  Id.  Pat.  J.  H.  C.  . .  Cardiff 
Stuart,  lord  Dudley  C.  . .  Arundel 
TniCKN ESSE,  Ralph  ••  ..  Wigan 
Thompson,  William  . .  . .  London 
Thomson,  rt.  hon.  Charles  P.    . .  Dover 

TuPTON,hon.  H Appleby 

Ttrell,  Charles Suffolk 

Vena  BLEs,  William  ..  ..  London 
Vere,  Jas.  J.  Hope  . .  Newport ,  /.  of  W, 

ViLLiERS,  T.  FI Bletchingly 

Vincent,  sir  Francis,  bt,  • .  St,  Alban's 
Waith MAN,  Robert  ..  ..  London 
Warburton,  Henry     ..      ..    Bridport 


Warre,  John  A Hastings 

Wason,  Rigby Ipswich 

Watson,  hon.  Richard  . .  Canterbury 
Western,  Charles  Callis  . .  • .  Essex 
Wetland,  major  R.  . .  Oxfordshire 
Whitbread,  Wm.  Henry  ..  Bedford 
Wilde,  Mr.  Serjeant     . .      . .     Newark 

WiLKs,  John       Boston 

Williams,  John  ..  ..  Winchelsea 
Williams,  William  A. .  .Monmouthshire 
Williams,  sir  Jas.  bt.. .  Carmarthenshire 
WiLLOUGHBY,sirH...  YarmouthfLofW. 

Wood,  Matthew London 

Wrottesley,  sir  J.,  bt.  . .  Staffordshire 

SCOTLAND. 

Fergusson,  R.  C.  ..  Kirkcudbright 
GiLLON,  William  D.       .  •      Selkirk^  Sfc. 

Jeffrey,  rt.  hon.  F Perth^  ^, 

Kennedy,  Thomas  Francis  Rotfaay^  ^. 
Loch,  J.        ..       «.       ..        Tain^^. 

M'Leod,  R Sutherlandshire 

Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S.  •  •  Rou-shire 
Sinclair,  George  . .  Caithness^shire 
Stewart,  sir  Mich.  S.  bt.  • .  Renfrewsh . 


IRELAND. 

Belfast,  earl  of     . .      • .     Antrimshire 
Boyle,  hon.  John        ••         ..        Cork 

Browne,  J.  D Mayo 

Chapman,  Montague  L.    .  •     Westmeath 
CoOTE,  sir  Chas.  H.,  bt.. . Queen^s  County 


•  • 


CoPELAND,  Alderman 
Doyle,  sir  J.  M. 
Grattan,  James 
Lamb,  hon.  George     . . 
Lambert  James  S. 
Leader,  Nicholas  P.    . . 
MuLLiNS,  Frederick  W. 
0*CoNNOR,  Don 
Ponsonby,  hon.  George 
Ruthven,  Edward  S. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Walker,  Charles  A. 
Wallace,  T. 


Coleraine 

Carlowshire 

Wicklowshire 

.  •     Dungarvon 

Qalwayshire 

« •     Kilkenny 

•  •     •  ft     Kerry 

Roteommonshire 

Youghall 

Downpatrick 

Louthshire 

Wexford 

Drogkeda 


•  • 


•  • 


TELLERS. 

Wood,  Charles Warekam 

Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S.  ••        Limerick 


XJst  Of  the  NOBS. 


ENGLAND. 

Alexander,  J.  Dupre  ..  Old  Sarum 
AsTELL,  William  .  •  . .  Bridgewaier 
Atkins,  J.  ..  Arundel 

Bankbs,  George    ..  Corfe^Castle 


Beckett,  sir  John,  bt. 
Beresford,  colonel 
Best,  hon.  William  S. 
Brudenel,  lord     .. 

BVROE,  W. 

Z  2 


•  • 


•  • 


Haslemere 

Berwick 

Si.  Michael 

Fowey 

..     By 
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D  URR A RDy  George  ••  ..  LynUngion 
Cafel,  John  . .  . .  Queenborough 
CiiANDOs,  marquis  of.  .Buckinghamshire 
Cholmondeley,  lord  H. . .  Castle  Rising 
CliktoN;  Clinton  J.  F.  . .  Aldborough 
CLiVEyhon.  Robert  H.  ..  ..  Ludlow 
Clive,  Henry       ..       •.       Montgomery 


Plymouth 

Hedon 

Orford 

. .     Totness 

Harwich 

. .     Plympton 

Agmondesham 

Agmondesham 

Winchester 

Truro 

Lyme  Regis 

Ludgershall 

Malmesbury 

Malmesbury 

Wenlock 


•  • 


CocKBUKN,  sir  G.    . . 

Constable,  sir  Thos.  A.  C. 

CooKE,  sir  Henry  F. 

Courtexay,  rt.  hon.  T.  P. 

Dawson,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 

DoMviLLE,  sir  C. 

Drake,  Thomas  T. 

Drake,  colonel 

East,  James  B. 

Encombe,  viscount 

Fane,  hon.  Henry  S. 

Foley,  Edward  T. 

Forbes,  sir  Chas.,  bt. 

Forbes,  John 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 

GouLBURN,  rt.  hon.  H.  Cambridge  Univ. 

Graham,  marquis  of      . .        Cambridge 

Grant,  sir  Colq.        . .        Queenborough 

Hardinge,  sir  H.     . .   Newport,  Cornw. 

Herries,  rt.  hon.  John  C.    . .     Harwich 

Hill,  sir  Rowland,  bt Salop 

Holmes,  William      . .       . .      Haslemere 

Hope,  John  T Okehampton 

HuLSE,  sir  Charles,  bt.  . .  West  Looe 
Hunt,  Henry   . .  . .  .  •    Preston 

In G LIS,  sir  R.  H.  bt.  . .  Oxford  Univers, 
Jenkins,  Richard  ..  ..  Shrewsbury 
Jermyn,  earl  . .  Bwry  St,  Edmund's 
Kearsley,  J.  H.       . .  • .       Wigan 

Ken  YON,  hon.  Lloyd       . .      St.  Michael 
Kerrison,  sir  Edward,  bt.        . .        Eye 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S.  . .  Northallerton 
Lewis,  rt.  hou.  T.  F.      . .     Radnorshire 
Loughborough,  lord  ..  Great  Grimsby 
LuTTRELL,  John  Fowues      . .    Minchead 
Mackillop,  James 
MacKinnon,  William  A. 
Ma  HON,  visct.     . . 
Maitland,  viscount     . . 
Malcolm,  sir  J. 

Miller,  W.  H.  ••  Newcastle-under-Line 
Nugent,  sir  George,  bt.  • .  Buckingham 
Peel,  right  hon.  sir  Robt.    . .    Tamworth 


Peel,  William  Yates  •  •  Cambridge  Univ. 


Pelham,  John  Cresset 
Pem  berton,  Thomas 
Perceval,  Spencer     .  • 
Pigott,  Geoi^e  G.  W. 
Pollington,  lord 
Porch  ester,  lord     • . 

Praed,  W.  M 

Ross,  Charles      • .       •  • 
Sadler,  Michael  T. 
Stewart,  Charles 
Stor3iont,  viscount    • . 
Taylor,  George  Watsoa 
TowNSHEND,  hon.  CoL 
Trench,  Fred.  William 
Tun  NO,  Edward  R.     .  • 
Valletort,  viscount 
Walsh,  sir  John   • . 
West,  Frederick  R.   .  • 
Wetherell,  sir  Chas.  . 


Skrap$Un 
I  •  •  •     Xyt 

Si,  Mawei 

GatUm 

WoaitatiBastei 

Si.  Qermams 

Si.  Oermakis 

Aldbomgk 


..     WoodMtoek 

m  m  JJ€VtX£S 

..     WkiiekMnk 

Cetmhridgt 

Bammf 

LattwiiUd 

..     Stulbmf 

Bast  Grvuimi 

BoramgUaiigt 

TTmm  limm 


Weyland,  John     . . 

Williams,  Owen Marlm 

Wrangiiam,  Digby  C.  ••  Smdiwjf 
W YNN,  rt.  hn.  C.  W.  W.  MonigomerffsL 
Wynne,  Charles  W.  G..  •  Camarvomkin 
Yorke,  capt ••       Reigaii 


SCOTLAND. 

Arbuthnot,  hon.  H.  . .  Kincardinethin 
Bruce,  Charles  C.  L.  •  •  JFarirate^ie* 
Dalrymple,  sir  A.  ••  Jedbtnrgkf  ^t. 
Douglas,  Wm.  R.  K.  . .  Daun/Met,  ft. 
Grant,  hon.  Francis  W.  . .  £tgiMtkin 
Hay,  sir  J.      . .  •  •        PeMedm 

Maitland,  hon.  Anthony.. AffrwicAiAvs 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  sir  Geo.  .  •  PeriUUn 
Ooilvy,  hon.  D.  ..  Forjankin 
ScoTT,  Henry  F.       . .       SoxbitrgkMkin 

IRELAND. 

Br Y does,  sir  J.  W.  H.,  bt.    •  •  Arwiagk 

Clements,  John  M.      ..       LeiirmtMn 

Tregony  \  Jones,  Theobald     ..     Londomderrgikin 

..   Lymington\  Meyn ell,  Henry      ..        ••       Zufanv 

Wootton  Basset  \  Tullamore,  lord Carhm 


Appleby  !  Wigram,  William     . . 

Launceston  «,  „  ,  »  ^  «« <« 

TELLERS. 

Croker,  rt.  hon.  J.  W.     . , 
Vyvyan,  sir  R.  R. 


New  Rem 


AUebMTsi 
OkekoMpioe 


The  House  then  went  into  Committee, 
Mr.  Bcmal  in  the  Chair. 

On  the  first  clause  being  read, 
Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  House  would, 
no  doubt,  be  glad  to  hear  from  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  their  reason  for  adopting  the  pe- 


culiar number  fifty-siz.  He  could  not  dis- 
cover what  reason  there  was  for  tl«i«,  or 
what  talismanic  power  the  number  fiftj-u 
)x>sscs8ed  that  should  induce  the  House  Co 
agree  to  it. 
Lord  John  Russell  said,  tbat  it  wm  not 
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from  any  peculiar  quality  in  that  particular 
number,  for  he  should  quite  as  well  have 
liked  fifty  or  fifty-five,  or  sixty  or  sixty-six, 
and  there  was  no  motive  for  choosing  fifty-six 
except  this,  that  that  number  would  include 
most  of  the  inconsiderable  boroughs  of  the 
kingdom.  The  line  being  in  any  case  arbi- 
trary, it  was  thought  best  to  take  the  number 
which  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  last  Bill. 
If  Ministers  had  taken  sixty  or  sixty-six, 
they  would  have  done  so  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility, but,  as  the  case  stood,  the 
number  in  the  present  Bill  was  the  same  as 
that  in  the  Bill  which  had  passed  that 
House,  and  been  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  also,  in  point  of  fact,  contained 
the  greater  number  of  the  boroughs  in  the 
former  schedule  A.  The  reason  why  some 
of  these  had  been  left  out  he  had  already 
explaiped;  it  was  occasioned  by  considering 
parishes  or  districts  as  well  as  boroughs. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  have  had 
no  objection  to  go  further  with  disfran- 
chisement ;  but,  under  the  circumstances, 
it  was  not  deemed  advisable  to  include  a 
greater  number  in  this  Bill  than  in  the  last. 
These  were  the  only  reasons  for  choosing 
this  number,  and  if  the  various  plans  of 
Reform  heretofore  submitted  to  the  House 
were  examined,  it  would  be  found  that 
some  arbitrary  number  of  100  or  150 
Members  had  always  been  fixed  upon  to  be 
changed,  and  for  which  no  satisfactory 
reason  could  be  given.  One  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  of  these  fifty-six  as  if  they 
were  all  nomination  boroughs.  He  would 
not  say  they  were  so,  but  he  believed  that, 
on  examining  the  schedule,  by  far  the 
greater  proportion  of  them  would  be  found 
to  be  of  that  character. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  make  a  total  and  radical  mistake 
in  the  assertion  which  he  ventured  to  make 
— namely,  that  the  House  had  by  the 
former  Bill  agreed  to  the  disfranchisement 
of  fifty-six  borouehs.  The  House  had  done 
no  such  thing.  It  had  agreed  to  the  dis- 
franchisement of  particular  boroughs  which 
appeared  to  it  to  be  decayed  and  inconsi- 
derable places,  and,  after  many  changes  and 
substitutions,  at  the  end  of  the  proceedings 
the  number  of  these  happened  to  amount 
to  fifty-six.  Up  to  a  late  period  in  the  last 
Bill,  fifty-seven  was  the  number  which  they 
had  by  various  alterations  arrived  at ;  after 
which  Saltash  was  removed  to  schedule  B, 
though  it  now  came  back  again  to  its  original 
position,  so  that  he  must  be  permitted  to 
8ay,  that  the  noble  I^rds  assertion  was  a 
downright  muhstatement  of  the  fact    But 


as  he  had  got  no  information  from  the  noble 
Lord,  he  would  ask  the  House  why  should 
the  number  fifty-six  be  chosen  ?  The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  think  the  number  in- 
different, although  he  said  that  the  present 
schedule  A  included  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
last.  This,  aeain,  however,  was  a  mistake, 
as  there  were  in  the  present  only  fifty-one 
out  of  the  former  fifty-six.  The  reasons, 
therefore,  which  the  noble  Lord  had  at- 
tempted to  give  amounted  to  nothing  more 
than  mere  pretences,  because  the  House  had 
only  pledged  itself  with  respect  to  fifty-one 
of  those  boroughs,  which  was  now  converted 
to  the  magicad  number  of  fifty-six.  He 
did  not  deny  that  if  other  boroughs  could 
be  shown  to  be  similarly  circumstanced,  then 
the  noble  Lord  had  a  right,  and  it  was  his 
duty,  to  add  them,  but  it  was  a  previous 
duty,  he  thought,  to  prove  that  they  were 
so.  There  was  a  great  peculiarity  in  this 
case,  for  the  original  proposition  was,  the 
total  disfranchisement  of  sixty  boroughs, 
and  the  partial  disfranchisement  of  forty- 
six  others,  and  he  asked,  if  we  were  to  be 
guided,  not  by  reason  or  justice  but  by  the 
precedent,  why  not  adhere  to  the  same 
numbers  at  present  ?  The  changes  in  the 
present  Bill  from  that  formerly  under  dis- 
cussion were  purely  arbitrary ;  Ministers 
had  not  condescended  to  assign  a  single 
reason  for  them,  though  it  was  but  fair  to 
presume  they  were  not  without  some 
cogent  ones.  Why,  for  example,  was  the 
borough  of  Westbury,  which  was  in  sche- 
dule B  of  the  last  Bill,  now  to  retain  its  two 
Members  ?  Was  the  change  at  all  con- 
nected with  the  circumstance,  that  a  gen- 
tleman employed  by  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  framing  of  the  present 
Bill  had  since  been  returned  for  that  bo- 
roush. 

Mr.  Stephenson  begged  to  say,  that  he 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  con- 
coction of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Croker  had  then  been  misinformed ; 
but  it  certainly  was  rather  a  curious  fact, 
that,  when  the  Government  determined  to 
deviate  from  the  number  of  boroughs  in 
schedule  B,  the  very  borough  that  stood 
within  the  formerly  fatal,  but  now  pre- 
servative line  was  Westbury.  He  pre- 
sumed it  could  not  be  denied,  that  schedule 
B  was,  in  a  great  measure,  dependent 
on  schedule  A  ;  and  yet  the  number  now 
adopted  for  B  was  thirty.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  that,  too,  was  in 
consequence  of  the  number  agreed  upon  in 
the  late  Bill  ?  He  did  not  mean  to  assert 
that  Ministen  had|  in  every  instaoce,  beeu 
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instigated  by  partial  or  improper  motives ; 
but  be  did  say,  tbat  tbcir  motive  had  at 
best  been  arbitrar}'^  and  that  they  had 
done  things  over  and  over  again  for  which 
tliey  could  give  no  reason  whatever^  and 
which^  therefore,  in  the  absence  of  all  just 
and  reasonable  motives,  it  was  not  extraor- 
dinary that  the  world  should  attribute  to 
causes  which  the  Ministers  were  afraid  or 
ashamed  to  avow.  The  noble  Lord  had 
remarked,  that  for  any  thing  he  knew, 
fifty  was  as  good  a  number  as  fifty- six ; 
and  he  should  therefore  take  him  at  his 
word,  and  move  an  amendment  to  that 
ctlect.  There  was  another  borough,  how- 
ever, to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  C'ommittee,  and  that  was 
Amersham.  All  the  other  boroughs  con- 
tained in  A  had  a  gradual  and  almost  im- 
lieroeptible  ap])roximation  to  each  other  as 
to  their  population ;  but  in  the  borough  of 
Amersham  there  was  all  at  once  a  leap  in 
the  numbers,  designating  the  importance 
of  the  places,  of  200 ;  and  he  therefore  had 
a  right  to  assume  that  it  was  one  which 
ought  not  to  be  confounded  with  the  other 
boroughs  of  schedule  A.  He  appealed  to 
the  candour  of  the  House,  whether,  on  the 
system  that  the  Ministers  professed  to  adopt, 
a  borough  so  distinguished  ought  to  be 
confounded  with  others  so  much  inferior  to 
it  in  the  elements  on  which  the  Bill  pro- 
fe88e<l  to  proceed  ?  Ought  it  not  rather  to 
be  removed  to  the  class  to  which  it  more 
naturally  belonged,  and  with  which  it  con- 
nected itself  by  a  series  of  smaller  grada- 
tions ?  He  was  not  merely  talking  of  the 
Ixirough  of  Amersham,  of  which,  indivi- 
dually, he  knew  nothing,  and  with  which 
he  had  no  connexion,  he  was  speaking  on  a 
general  principle.  He  concluded  by  bog- 
ging leave  to  move,  as  an  amendment,  that 
fif^y  be  inserted  in  this  clause  instead  of 
fifty-six ;  not  that  he  approved  of  the  dis- 
franchisement of  any  number  of  these  bo- 
roughs, but  to  bring  the  sincerity  of  the 
noble  I^rd,  who  had  said  that  fifty  was  as 
good  a  number  as  fifty-six,  to  a  practical 
test. 

Sir  Ralph  F.  Lopez,  as  one  of  the  Re- 
presentatives and  the  proprietor  of  the 
borough  of  Westbury,  just  insidiously  al- 
luded to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
begged  leave  to  state,  for  the  satisfaction 
and  information  of  the  House  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  after  the  pre- 
sent Bill  should  have  passed  into  a  law,  he 
should  have  no  more  control  over  the  elec- 
tions of  Westburv,  than  had  the  member  for 
Westminster  over  the  election  of  that  city. 


At  present,  however,  it  vnm  entirel j  under 
his  control*  He  could  and  did  nominate 
whom  he  pleased  for  it,  Ivut  if  the  Re- 
form Bill  were  passed  into  a  law,  he  should 
have  no  direct  influence  orer  ten  of  the 
electors.  From  his  first  entry  into  public 
life  he  had  been  the  oonsistent  and  un- 
compromising advocate  of  Reform,  Ihou^ 
if  he  looked  to  motives  of  mere  pemmal 
aggrandizement,  he  should  he  opposed  lo 
a  measure  which  went  to  destroy  hii 
borough  patronage.  Without  profcswig 
more  patriotism  than  any  oUier  sup- 
porter of  the  present  Bill,  he  would  add, 
that  he  cheerfully  sacrificed  all  rights  of  bo> 
rough  proprietorship,  at  what  he  oonsdcnti- 
ously  believed  was  the  shrine  of  hia  oountiy's 
good.  For  the  satisfaction  of  the  ridbt 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  state  yAj 
Westbury,  which  was  set  down  in  schedole 
B  of  the  former  Bill,  was  permitted  undsr 
the  present  Bill  to  retain  its  two  Membns 
The  facts  were  simply  these — a  petitioa 
was  presented  from  the  inhabitants  of  tkst 
borough,  through  the  county  Member,  Id 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  pointing  out  sad 
oflering  to  prove  several  errors  adopted  hf 
them,  with  respect  to  its  population  sod 
wealth.  The  petitioners  were  heaid,  sad 
made  good  their  case.  Hence  the  bonwf^ 
was  allowed  to  retain  its  two  Memheis. 

Mr.  Steplienson  was    the  memher   fiv 
Westbury  wlio  had  been  so  pointedly  al- 
luded to  by  the  right  hon.  GentlemaB :  he 
therefore  begged  leave  to  ofier  one  woid 
in  explanation.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  represented  him  as  having  beea 
engaged  by  Ministers  in  framing  the  jna- 
sent  Bill     He  wished  the  right  hon-CSea- 
tlcraan    would    endeavour,    whether    his 
statement  were  merely  historical  mr  infen- 
tive,  to  be  more  correct.     He  had  not  hem 
employed  by  Ministers,  or  was  he  in  any 
way  whatever  connected  with  the  praseai 
Bill.     He  had  through  life  been  a  friend 
to  Refonn,  and  had  come  there-  to  iap» 
port  the  measure  of  Ministers^  aa  one  cu- 
culated   to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
country  by  the  destruction  of  a  iltlfwtaMp 
system  of  nomineeship.     He  stood  dwra 
as  independent  as  any  man  in  that  [faiis^ 
and  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  ooUeague^  the 
proprietor  of  Westbury,  whether  he  held 
his  seat  upon  any  condition  save  that  of 
voting  for  the  present  Bill.     He  had  fiir 
twenty-five  years  been  the  advocate  of  the 
liberal    measures  which    had    been    pt^ 
ixiunded  by  the  party  now  for  the  niit 
time  officially  enabled  to  cany  theas  inla 
efiect,  some  of  which  had  been  itlnataatly 
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adopted  by  the  ri^cbt  hon.  Gentleman'i 
colleagues  at  the  eleventh  hour,  and  ho 
now  gave  a  cheerful  support  to  those  men 
who  had  the  honesty  and  courage  to  bring 
forward  their  last  and  greatest  measure. 

Mr.  Crokcr  had  made  no  reference  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Lopex)  which 
amounted  to  a  charge  of  improperly  using 
his  borough  patronage.  He  did  not  at  all 
complain  of  the  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  exercised  his  choice ;  but  what 
he  said  was  this,  that  it  had  so  happened 
that  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  nomi« 
nated  an  Anti-reformer,  Westbury  was 
placed  in  schedule  A ;  and  when  he  had 
nominated  a  Reforrocr,  Westbury  was  re- 
moved into  schedule  B  ;  and  with  respect 
to  the  other  lion,  member  for  Westbury, 
he  regretted  that  he  should  have  been  in 
error  with  respect  to  his  connexion  with 
the  framing  of  the  present  Bill,  though, 
surely,  it  oonld  be  no  imputation  against 
any  honorable  Reformer  to  say  that  he  had 
had  a  share  in  framing  so  admirable  a  BilL 
He,  however,  was  not  alone  in  his  error, 
having  heard  the  same  statement  more  than 
ODce  in  that  House  and  elsewhere. 

Sir  Ralph  lAmn,  had  only  to  add  to  his 
former  explanation,  that  he  had  not  only 
himself  been  a  friend  of  Reform,  bnt  had 
nominated  none  but  Reformers  for  his 
boroughs.  The  late  Chairman  of  that  House 
had  sat  for  Westbury,  but  having  voted 
against  the  Reform  Bill,  he  would  not 
consent  to  his  being  again  returned  one 
of  its  Representatives. 

Mr.  Praed  thought  that  it  would  be 
mischievously  absurd  to  have  any  particu- 
lar number  fixed  upon  as  part  of  the  pre- 
sent clause,  and  that  it  would  be  much 
better  to  take  the  several  boroughs  sfriatim, 
without  any  pledged  number  befcyrchand, 
as  was  the  case  in  the  former  Bill.  He 
therefore  would  su^fest  to  his  right  hon. 
friend  to  withdraw  his  amendment  in  its 
present  fomiy  and  substitute  one  to  the 
efiect,  that  the  number  ftfty-six  be  left  out 
alti^ther — that  is,  that  there  should  be 
no  particular  number  fixed  upon  in  the 
first  instance. 

Mr.  Croker  would  aet  upon  the  well 
timed  suggestion  of  his  hon.  friend,  and 
begged  leave,  therefore,  to  withdraw  his  first 
amendment,  and  to  substitute  for  it  that  the 
number  **  fifty-six*  be  omitted  altogether. 

Lord  Sandon  remarked,  that  he  consi- 
dered Ministers  had  acted  prudently  in  con- 
fining the  number  of  boroughs  to  be  dis- 
franchised to  fifty-six  as  that  was  the  exact 
number  to  wUch  tha  Hooiebad  ultinattly 


agreed  by  the  late  Bill.  He,  therefore, 
must  vote  against  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  right  hon*  Gentleman. 

Sir  llobert  Peel  thought,  the  better 
course  to  pursue  would  be>  to  adopt  his 
right  hon.  friend's  amendment,  and  omit 
specifying  any  number  whatever.  As  fifty- 
six  was  the  number  inserted  in  the  late 
Bill)  and  as  the  Government  now  admitted 
some  of  the  boroughs  therein  placed  did 
not  deserve  to  be  totally  disfranchised,  it 
was  manifest  that  the  number  now  chosen 
might  be  equally  ill-chosen.  By  omitting 
to  specify  any  particular  number  at  present^ 
therefore,  they  would  avoid  blindly  pledging 
themselves  in  the  absence  of  the  information 
or  data  on  which  their  pledge  ought  to  ht 
founded.  When  he  said  this^  he  did  notmeail 
to  deny  that,  under  any  circumstance,  the 
number  must  in  some  degree  be  arbitrary, 
but  he  desired  only  to  protest  against  thc^ 
being  called  upon  to  pledge  thomselv^s  to 
the  selection  of  a  given  number  as  a  pre- 
liminary step,  in  the  absence  of  due  inform- 
ation. It  was  important  that  they  should 
be  in  possession  cyf  every  information  in  tbo 
power  of  Ministers  to  bestow  with  respect 
to  the  basis  of  the  present  sdiedules  A  and 
B ;  as  that  founded  on  Lieutenant  Drura- 
mond's  calculations  was,  to  say  the  least, 
extremely  vague  and  unsatisfactory.  That 
officer  told  them  he  founded  his  average  ofi 
the  relative  impedance  of  a  borough  on  a 
combined  calculation  of  the  number  ti^ 
houses  contained  in  it,  with  the  amount  of 
its  assessed  taxes.  Now  the  geographical 
limits  of  a  borough  being  once  defined,  it 
was  easy  to  ascertain  the  number  of  houses ; 
and,  in  his  opinion,  the  number  of  bouses, 
combined  with  their  average  rental,  would 
be  a  much  better  test  of  Sie  relative  im- 
portance of  towns  than  the  number  of 
houses  combined  with  the  amount  of  aa- 
sessed  taxes.  In  fact,  no  more  vague 
criterion  existed  than  the  amount  of  assessed 
taxes  paid  in  a  borough— though  it  ww 
that  adopted,  at  the  instance  of  Minislen, 
by  Lieutenant  Dmmmond.  Take,  for 
example,  the  cases  of  Milbome  Port  and 
Midhnrst;  the  former  in  schedule  A  and 
the  ktter  hn  schedule  B.  Milbome  Port 
contained  9%S  houses,  and  was  to  lose  it» 
two  Members;  while  Midhurst— -a  by-wor^ 
last  session — with  but  254  houses,  was  to 
retain  one.  And  why  was  this?  Because, 
according  to  I^ientenant  Drummond's  re« 
turns,  Midhurst  paid  more  assessed  taxes 
than  the  other  borough  ["  hear,  hear.**] 
Hon.  Members  cried  '*  hear,"  but  it  would 
be  eaajr  to  show  that  no  more  uneertaiii 
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and  voj^ue  standard  of  the  relative  import- 
ance of  a  borough  could  be  devised^  tban 
its  contribution  to  the  assessed  taxes^  nor 
one^  too^  more  liable  to  be  abused  for 
elective  purposes.  Let  them  suppose — ^he 
knew  not  whether  the  supposition  would 
be  agreeable  to  the  fact — that  the  pro- 
prietor of  Midhurst  kept  up  a  large  estab- 
lishment in  its  immediate  vicinage^  and  that 
he  followed  the  usual  course  of  paying  for 
his  servants^  carriages^  &c.  in  the  country. 
The  assessed  taxes  payable  by  Midhurst, 
would  be  proportionably  increased,  and  thus 
a  nomination  borough  would  be  preserved 
through  the  accident  of  its  patron  paying 
his  assessed  taxes  to  the  collector  for  the 
borough.  In  the  cases  of  the  other  boroughs 
the  wealthy  proprietors  in  the  neighbour- 
hood might  have  compounded  for  their 
taxes,  and  have  paid  the  composition  in 
London.  Where  was  the  j ustice  of  making 
the  loss  or  preservation  of  elective  rights 
depend  upon  such  accidental  circumstances? 
There  were  not  less  than  six  places  in 
schedule  B  whose  privilege  might  depend 
on  those  circumstances.  This  showed  that  no 
more  uncertain  criterion  forjudging  of  the 
real  importance  of  a  place  could  exist  than 
taking  the  whole  of  the  assessed  taxes. 
The  house- tax  alone  might  be  a  just  cri- 
terion, but  taking  the  whole  assessed  taxes, 
including  those  for  servants,  &c.  it  was  not  a 
just  one.  At  any  rate,  he  saw  no  reason 
whatever  for  binding  down  the  House  to 
any  particular  number  of  boroughs.  They 
could  gain  nothing  by  fettering  their  own 
discretion  by  an  arbitrary  and  irrational 
rule. 

Lord  Althorp  was  sure  the  House  would 
see  that  the  supposititious  objections  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  against  the  assessed 
taxes  standard,  would  equally  apply  to  any 
other  rule  they  might  fix  upon.  The 
amount  of  rental  could  be  no  safe  criterion, 
as  it  might  be  increased  by  connivance  or 
accidental  circumstances  which  gave  an 
artificial  value  to  the  dwellings.  The  sup- 
positions were  the  more  strange  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  as  it  might  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  that  the  reiterated 
objections  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  last 
session  to  the  disfranchisement  of  each 
favourite  borough  was  the  ''  amount  of  its 
contribution  to  the  assessed  taxes."  And 
yet,  when  Ministers  took  them  at  their 
word,  forsooth,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
rose  in  his  place  and  told  them,  that  no 
standard  could  be  more  fallacious,  vague, 
and  uncertain.  Ministers,  however,  did  not 
rest  their  Bill  on  the  amount  of  assessed 


taxes  levied  in  a  borough  alone.  Generally 
speaking,  it  was  a  pretty  fair  criterion  df 
the  relative  importance  of  a  place,  and  when 
taken  in  conjunction  with  the  number  of 
bona  Jide  houses  of  a  certain  value,  to  en- 
title the  occupant  to  vote,  as  was  done  in 
the  present  Bill,  a  double  test  was  afforded 
as  valid  and  unobjectionable  as  the  nature 
of  the  thing  could  admit  of.  With  respect 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  ngfat 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.Croker,)-to  omit  spe- 
cifying any  particular  number  oi'  baroughi 
to  be  inserted  in  the  schedule  befordumd, 
all  he  need  say  was,  that  it  could  not  hate 
the  effect  of  saving  any  of  the  boroag^ 
in  whose  favour  he  had  brought  it  forward ; 
because  the  clause  as  it  stood  left  eadi 
borough  in  schedules  A  and  B  to  stand  on 
its  own  merits,  as  if  no  number  had  been 
previously  fixed  upon.  The  former  Bill, 
with  precisely  the  same  number,  fifty-six,  of 
disfranchised  boroughs  in  schedule  A,  was, 
as  they  all  knew,  rejected  in  another  place. 
It  appeared,  therefore,  of  great  importance 
to  Ministers,  that  as  little  risk  as  posnUe 
should  be  run  in  incurring  its  being  again 
rejected.  At  the  same  time,  they  felt  that 
it  was  of  equal  importance  to  satisfy  the 
country  that  the  great  disfranchising  prin- 
ciple of  the  former  measure  waa  to  he  pre- 
served entire  in  the  present  one.  llie 
number  necessarily  was,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  admitted,  somewhat  arhitraiily 
fixed  at  fifty-six,  but  their  reasons  lor  adopt- 
ing that  particular  number  were,  that  they 
thereby  hoped  to  preserve  the  disfranchising 
principle  of  the  former  Bill  entire,  while  it 
would  leave  the  consideration  of  each  par- 
ticular borough  to  be  included  in  thst 
number  open  to  discussion.  The  number 
to  be  disfranchised  being  agreed  to,  and,  be 
repeated.  Ministers  could  not  go  further, 
that  is,  send  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  a 
Bill  containing  a  larger  number  of  disAran- 
chiscd  boroughs  than  that  which  they  bad 
already  rejected,  without  risking  its  success 
in  the  other  branch  of  the  L^jalature^ 
while  they  could  not  adopt  a  lower  number 
with  satisfaction  to  the  country,  they  oouU 
take  no  other  course  than  adopt  the  number 
of  the  last  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  particular 
boroughs  were  open  to  discussion,  and  the 
integrity  of  the  general  measure  would  not 
be  impsored  by  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
their  claims.  For  these  reasons  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  see  the  expediency 
of  supporting  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  b^ged  leave,  in  corrobo- 
ration of  his  argument  against  their  taUu 
the  amount  of  assessed  taxes  «s  dio  basis  oC 
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schedules  A  and  B^  to  cite  the  case  of 
Gatton.  That  borough^  containing  twenty- 
three  houses^  six  of  which  paid  207/*  assessed 
taxes^  being  more  than  was  paid  by  any  of 
the  first  thirty  boroughs  set  down  in  sche- 
dule A.  This  proved  that  the  amount  of 
assessed  taxes  paid  could  not  be  a  safe  cri- 
terion. But  the  noble  Lord  had  gone  on 
to  assert,  that  the  amount  of  rental  was 
equally  fallacious.  This  was  somewhat  ex- 
traordinary in  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  had 
frequently  heard  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
colleagues  declare,  that  the  whole  of  the 
franchise  to  be  formed  by  the  Bill,  was  to 
be  based  upon  houses  of  \0L  annusJ  value, 
so  that  rent  was  a  principal  criterion  in  the 
enfranchising  clauses,  but  was  admitted  to 
be  worth  no  consideration  in  disfranchise- 
ment. He  left  the  noble  Lord  to  account 
for  this  inconsistency. 

Lord  AUhorp  had  to  inform  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  the  subject  of  the  assess- 
ed taxes  standard  was  still  under  official 
consideration,  and  that  it  was  proposed  to 
have  some  certain  means  to  ascertain  the 
value  of  houses  by  authority  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Mr.  John  Abel  Smith  declared,  that  the 
principal  proprietor  of  Midhurst  employed 
no  undue  means  to  swell  the  amount  of 
assessed  taxes  levied  on  that  borough. 

Mr.  Goulbum  concurred  with  his  right 
hon.  friend  in  thinking  that  the  amount  of 
assessed  taxes  was  a  very  unfair  mode  of 
calculation,  for  he  fully  believed  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  proprietor  of  Gatton,  might, 
if  he  had  been  aware  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  cases  of  the  various  boroughs 
was  to  be  calculated,  by  charging  all  his  own 
establishment  on  the  assessed  taxes  of  that 
place,  have  had  it  inserted,  by  paying  such 
taxes,  in  schedule  B.  This,  however,  was 
not  the  particular  question  before  the 
House:  they  were  now  to  consider  whether, 
without  any  information,  they  were  to  pro- 
ceed to  condemn  fifty-six  boroughs  }  It  was 
a  preposterous  proposition.  If  the  House 
were  to  form  its  judgment  from  the  papers 
before  it  of  the  point  where  disfranchise- 
ment ought  to  cease,  how  would  the  ques- 
tion stand  ?  It  appeared  that  Amersham, 
which  stood  at  No.  54  in  the  schedule,  was 
rated  as  possessing  a  population  of  1,353 ; 
the  next  borough  to  it,  namely.  No.  55, 
had  a  population  of  1,390;  and  the  last 
borough,  namely.  No.  56,  had  a  population 
of  1,584,  being  nearly  200  over  No.  55— a 
difference  greater  than  existed  between  any 
other  two  numbers  in  schedule  A.  If, 
therefore,  any  number  at  all  wore  to  be 


fixed  upon  as  the  proper  point  at  which 
disfranchisement  ought  to  cease,  55  should 
be  that  point;  for  there  was  a  marked 
difference  between  its  population  and  the 
population  of  all  those  preceding  it  in  the 
schedule,  when  compared  with  No.  56', 
and  this  latter  number  had  been  chosen  by 
Ministers,  instead  of  leaving  the  clause  open 
without  stating  any  number  at  all.  What 
objection,  he  would  ask,  was  there,  to  leaving 
the  question  as  to  the  number  undecided  ? 
None  whatever.  That  it  was  not  left  an 
open  question  rendered  it  impossible  not  to 
suspect  that  there  was  something  concealed 
behind.  For  the  credit  of  the  noble  Lords, 
and  of  the  House  also,  he  hoped  that  the 
proposition  of  his  right  hon.  friend  might 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  SheU  said,  he  believed  that  the 
number  fifty-six  was  to  be  the  minimum 
only,  and  not  the  maximum,  of  the  boroughs 
to  be  disfranchised.  He  should  be  glad  to 
know  if  he  was  right  in  his  supposition, 
for  if  it  was  to  be  the  maximum  he  should 
object  to  it ;  because,  in  that  case,  he  could 
not  move  that  Petersfield  and  four  other 
boroughs  should  be  added  to  the  schedule. 
He  had  spoken  to  the  Speaker  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  from  him  he  understood  that  it 
did  not  follow  from  the  clause,  that  no  more 
than  fifty-six  should  be  disfranchised.  He 
should  like  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
if  that  was  the  case. 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  that  the  Motion  was, 
that  the  fifty-six  boroughs  named  in  sche- 
dule A  should  be  disfranchised,  to  which 
an  Amendment  had  been  moved,  to  the 
effect  that  the  words  fifty-six  be  left  out. 

Mr.  Sheil  trusted,  that  Ministers  would 
not  oppose  his  subsequently  moving  that 
the  number  of  boroughs  be  increa»sd  to 
sixty-one. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  understood  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  move  that  an  additional  number 
of  boroughs  should  be  disfranchised.  This 
he  might  do  in  two  ways,  either  by  moving 
to  increase  the  number  in  the  schedule,  or 
else  by  moving  the  other  boroughs  in  a  se- 
parate schedule. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation  clearly  shewed  that  they 
were  actually  doing  nothing  by  retaining 
the  number  fifty-six  in  the  clause,  for  it 
appeared  that,  notwithstanding  the  numbetj 
it  would  be  in  the  power  of  any  one  to  move 
to  add  to  that  number. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  more  regular 
way  would  be,  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  l/)udi  to  move  that  nxty-ooo 
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be  the  number  to  be  disfranchised,  instead 
of  fifty-six,  which  he  might  do  by  moving 
the  insertion  of  sixty-one  instead  of  fifty- 
six  in  the  clause  as  it  now  stood.  There 
was  also  another  mode — namely,  proposing 
the  disfranchisement  of  those  boroughs  in 
another  schedule. 

Mr.  Goulbuni  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  whether  the  number 
fifty-six  should  remain,  or  whctlicr  a  blank 
should  be  left?  If  the  number  fifty-six 
were  suffered  to  remain,  it  would  be  abso- 
lute ;  but  if  there  was  to  be  a  blank,  then 
any  other  number  might  be  proposed  in 
order  to  fill  it. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  he  was  anxious  not  to 
make  his  motion  until  after  schedule  A 
should  have  been  gone  through.  The 
words  of  the  chiuse  were  not  that  fifty-six 
boroughs  should  be  disfranchised ;  but  that 
each  of  the  fifty- six  boroughs  named  in 
schedule  A  should  cease  to  send  Members 
to  Parliament.  This  Ixiing  the  case,  even 
if  the  clause  were  agreed  to,  there  could 
be  no  inconsistency  should  the  House  iifter- 
wards  add  other  boroughs  to  the  schedule. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  leanied  Member  meant  to  increase  the 
number  of  boroughs  to  be  disfranchised,  his 
more  regular  way  would  be,  to  move  that 
each  of  the  sixty-one  boroughs  be  disfran- 
chised, or  otherwise  to  move  a  separate 
clause,  disfranchising  them  by  name. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  was  prepared  to 
8upix)rt  the  clause  as  it  stood.  They 
were  given  to  understand  that  there 
were  fivQ  boroughs  in  schedule  A  which 
were  not  in  that  schedule  in  the  last 
Bill.  But  how  did  those  boroughs  stand  ? 
In  the  case  of  two  of  them,  he  had  voted 
against  the  Government  during  the  last 
Session,  because,  according  to  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  schedules  A  and  B  were 
founded  in  that  Bill,  all  places  with  less 
than  2,000  inhabitants  were  put  into  the 
former,  and  all  those  with  less  than  4,000 
in  the  latter.  It  was  because  he  recog- 
nised this  principle  that  he  had  voted  for 
Down  ton  being  in  schedule  B,  when  he 
found  that  it  had  more  than  the  number  of 
inhabitants  for  excluding  it  from  schedule 
A.  But  in  the  present  Bill  a  difierent 
principle  had  been  adopted ;  and  he  had 
now  to  ask  himself,  on  other  grounds, 
whether  these  were  places  which  ought  any 
longer  to  be  allowed  to  send  Members  to  Par- 
liament ?  Fifty  out  of  the  lifty-six  borouglis 
proposed  for  schedule  A  liad  a  population 
under  2,000,  and  that  was  enough  to  con- 
vince him  that  they  were  not  worthy  of 


enjoying  the  elective  frandiise^  e^ecially 
when  he  fcmnd  that  they  were  aho  incon- 
siderable in  their  number  of  bouses  and  the 
amount  of  assessed  taxes  paid.  The  prin- 
ci|)al  objection  that  he  had  to  the  Bill  wss, 
that  it  took  too  many  boroughs  out  of  sche- 
dule B,  without  their  being  removed,  ss 
ought  to  have  been  the  case,  into  schedule 
A.  He  said  this,  because  the  principle  of 
Reform  had  taken  root  in  everj  part  of  the 
empire,  and  every  town  of  considcrattoa 
was  anxiously  awaiting  for  its  due  shaie 
in  the  Representation  of  the  countij,  whiA 
could  not  be  awarded  so  long  as  then 
mean  and  insignificant  places  were  aUowed 
to  retain  their  franchise.  With  reqieet  to 
the  borough  of  Saltash,  he  voted  against 
the  Government  in  the  last  Bill ;  and  he, 
therefore,  was  naturaUy  glad  to  find  thst 
it  was  at  length  placed  where  it  ought 
before  to  have  been.  The  other  boraog^ 
in  the  schedule  were  Downton,  Aldbo- 
rough,  Amersham,  East  Grinstead,  sni 
Ookhampton ;  all  of  which,  he  was  astis* 
fied,  ought  to  be  wholly  disfranchised.  He 
thought  that  fifty-six  was  the  mininuB  ef 
the  boroughs  that  ought  to  be  placed  in 
schedule  A,  and,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Louth  brought  fivwaid 
his  motion,  with  respect  to  the  other  five 
boroughs,  he  reserved  to  himself  the  libestf 
of  increasing  that  number,  because  he  vna 
thoroughly  convinced,  that  by  far  the  most 
useful  principle  of  the  whole  Bill  was  the 
disfranchisement  of  small  boroughs;  and 
indeed  so  convinced  was  he  of  uiat  fact, 
that  rather  than  sacrifice  such  disfranchise* 
ment,  he  would  prefer  giving  up  the  whole 
of  the  other  important  provisions  of  the 
measure,  much  as  he  valued  thenu 

Sir  Charles  Wetlierell  saw  no  reason 
whatever  for  the  adoption  of  the  number 
fifty-six,  unless,  indeed,  the  noble  Loids 
oppasLte  reasoned  thus: — *^  Because  the 
number  in  the  former  Bill  was  fatal  to  it 
in  another  place,  we  will  not  now  Xif  our 
hands  with  a  smaller  number,  hut  calnihite 
them  upon  another  principle."  And  did 
the  noble  Lords  really  expect  their  new 
principle  would  be  more  palatable  than  their 
former  one  ?  He  hoped  it  would  not,  for 
he  saw  no  virtue  in  Uie  talismonic  number 
fifty- six,  and  he  was  sure  it  had  not  been 
l)orne  out  by  reasoning.  Ashe  understood, 
the  principle  of  the  present  Bill  was  Lieu* 
tenant  Drummond's  rule;  and  that  rule 
was  a  cx>mbination  of  the  number  of  houses 
and  the  amount  of  taxation.  Though  the 
number  of  10/.  houses  was  part  of  the 
principle!  yet  Lieutenant  Dtumnumd  di4 
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not  state  how  many  houses  there  were. 
Plis  calculations  might  be  correct,  but  the 
House  had  no  materials  to  shew  that  they 
were  sa  He  would  refer  to  No.  56  in  the 
schedule,  which  was  the  pivot  on  which 
disfranchisement  turned,  and  he  looked  in 
vain  to  know  how  the  compound  rule  ap- 
plied to  that  case.  He  found  that  Amer- 
sham  had  360  houses,  while  Midhurst  had 
only  254,  and  yet  the  latter  was  to  return 
one  Member,  while  the  former  was  to  be 
placed  in  schedule  A.  He  was  totally 
ignorant  in  what  way  the  rule  was  applied, 
and  upon  that  point  he  thought  that  the 
House  should  require  further  information. 
He  was  content  to  take  this  one  case  of 
Amcrsham  alone;  and  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  to  explain  what  was 
the  real  operation  of  their  new  rule  with 
regard  to  that  borough  ?  It  was  possible 
that  there  might  be  some  mixture  of  taxes 
and  houses  in  such  a  way  that  the  minus  of 
taxes  reduced  the  plus  of  houses ;  and  that 
rule  might  be  a  very  just  one.  But  what 
he  complained  of  was,  that  they  were  Called 
upon  to  vote  in  entire  ignorance  of  the 
subject.  He  thought  that  the  position  in 
which  the  noble  Lords  were  at  present 
placed  was  a  most  extraordinary  one  ;  they 
seemed  to  be  aware  of  tliat  fact,  and  there- 
fore desired  to  place  the  House  in  exactly 
the  same  predicament.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kirkcudbright,  whc^ 
generally  argued  so  logically,  had,  on  this 
occasion,  not  used  his  usual  perspicuity  ;  for 
he  says,  that  he  should  vote  for  Hfty-six  bo- 
roughs being  placed  in  schedule  A,  because 
it  was  formerly  made  out  that  fifty  of  those 
had  not  a  sufficiently  large  population  to 
entitle  them  to  the  contmuance  of  their 
elective  franchise;  but  how  this  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  applied 
was  beyond  his  perception,  now  that  the 
])rinciple  of  population  was  abandoned,  and 
the  principle  of  disfranchisement  rested 
upon  the  number  of  houses  and  the  amount 
of  the  assessed  taxes.  But  there  was  an- 
other view  of  the  subject.  There  had  been 
a  change  in  the  identical  borough  list  of 
the  former  schedule  A  and  the  present 
schedule  A,  and  this  change  having  taken 
place,  he  could  not  vote  for  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  any  borough  till  he  was  satisfied 
tliat  the  specific  ca^  of  that  borough  was 
brought  within  the  rule  laid  down.  He 
would  never  consent  to  disfranchise  all  those 
boroughs  en  masse.  He  remembered  that 
the  former  Member  for  Midhurst,  when  he 
heard  the  first  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  said  that  be  was  so  delighted  that 


it  had  taken  away  his  breath.  But  if  that 
hon.  Gentleman  was  present  now,  ho  would 
congratulate  him,  not  only  on  having  his 
own  breath  left  in  his  body,  but  on  the 
breath  bein^  still  left  in  the  borough  of 
Midhurst,  since  one  of  the  lungs  of  that 
respectable  place  was  to  be  preserved. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  be 
applicable  if  the  question  was  one  of  com- 
parison as  to  the  importance  of  Amersham 
and  Midhurst,  but  that  question  would  not 
come  under  their  consideration  until  they 
came  to  discuss  the  merits  of  each  individual 
boroueh.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
desired  to  know  the  principle  on  which 
Lieutenant  Drummond  founded  his  calcu** 
lations.  It  was  merely  to  ascertain  the 
relative  value  of  a  certain  number  of  houses, 
and  the  sum  paid  on  account  of  taxation 
by  one  general  rule  ;  and  he  had  done  this 
in  the  most  scientific  and  creditaUe  manner. 
Then,  as  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
it  was  merely  whether  there  should  or 
should  not  be  fifty-six  boroughs  in  schedule 
A  .^  It  was  stated,  as  the  reason  why  there 
should  be  no  more  than  that  number  in 
schedule  A,  that  if  the  Bill  contained  a 
greater  number  it  would  most  likely  cause 
Its  rejection  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  might  state,  that  a  less 
number  would  not  give  satisifaction  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  Warburton  begged  leave  to  explain, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  the  returns  of  Lieutenant 
Drummond  were  founded  upon  the  specific 
calculation  of  the  number  of  houses  and 
the  amount  of  taxation ;  and  it  was  accord- 
ing to  the  relative  value  of  those  items 
taken  together,  and  not  by  any  arbitrary 
rule  by  which  one  principle  was  allowed  to 
predominate  in  any  particular  case.  The 
decision  of  Government  was  formed  on  an 
impartial  consideration  of  the  two  taken 
together. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  the  calculations  were 
made  upon  matters  of  fact,  or  they  were  of 
no  value  whatever.  It  was,  therefore,  quite 
necessary  they  should  have  the  whole  data 
on  which  the  calculations  were  founded  be- 
fore them,  in  order  to  judge  of  their  accu- 
racy; and  as  various  results  had  been  given 
with  regard  to  particular  boroughs,  thii 
made  the  call  more  necessary  ;  he  tnercfure 
imagined,  from  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright, that  he  was  totally  ignorant  of  tho 
situation  in  which  the  House  was  placed 
with  respect  to  the  borough  of  DowntoQi 
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No  less  than  five  different  returns  bad  been 
made  of  tbe  number  of  bouses  in  tbat  bo- 
rougb.  By  tbe  first  return  tbe  number  of 
Houses  was  stated  to  be  3 1 6 — ^by  tbe  second, 
326 — by  tbe  tbird,  5.90— by  tbe  fourtb,  890 
—and  by  tbe  fiftb  ,715.  Now  if  tbe  fourtb 
return  was  assumed  to  be  tbe  rigbt  one, 
Downton  ougbt  to  be  excluded  from  tbe 
fif);y-six  condemned  borougbs.  He  bad 
mentioned  tbese  particulars  to  tbe  House 
for  tbe  purpose  of  showing  tbe  propriety  of 
delaying  to  legislate  until  correct  informa- 
tion was  laid  on  tbe  Table. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergusson  said,  tbat  be  sbould 
vote  for  including  Downton  in  scbedule  A, 
because  be  tbougbt  its  relative  importance 
did  not  entitle  it  to  Representation.  His 
determination  on  tbis  subject  was  made  up, 
witbout  reference  to  Lieutenant  Drum- 
mond's  calculations. 

Mr.  Goulbum :  Nevcrtbcless,  if  Down- 
ton  sbould  be  found  to  contain  890  bouses, 
tbe  bon.  Member  must,  according  to  tbe 
principle  now  adopted  in  tbe  Bill,  consent 
to  exdude  tbat  borougb  from  scbedule  A. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  tbat  even  sup- 
posing a  case  could  be  made  out  for  exclud- 
ing Downton  from  scbedule  A,  tbe  number 
fifty-six  could  be  made  up  by  taking  tbe 
lK)rougb  next  in  order — namely.  No.  57. 
Tbe  question  before  tbe  House  did  not 
particularly  point  at  tbe  exclusion  of  one 
borougb  more  tban  anotber ;  it  only  went 
80  far  as  to  say,  tbat  tbere  were  fifty-six 
borougbs  wbicb  ougbt  to  be  disfranchised, 
and  tbey  were  to  be  taken  according  to  tbeir 
relative  importance  in  bouses  and  assessed 
taxes.  He  would  explain  to  tbe  House  tbe 
reason  wby  Ministers  bad  determined  to 
take  tbe  number  of  bouses  and  tbe  amount 
of  assessed  taxes  as  tbe  test  of  disfrancbise- 
ment  During  tbe  discussion  on  tbe  last 
Reform  Bill,  tbey  were  constantly  reproached 
for  having  taken  population  as  a  basis,  to  the 
exclusion  of  all  other  principles.  It  was 
objected  tbat  tbis  did  not  offer  so  fair  a  test 
as  taxation  and  population  united,  and  that 
it  would  inevitably  lead  by  tbe  rule-of- 
three  to  ulterior  changes.  To  remove  these 
objections.  Ministers  determined  to  take  the 
amount  of  bouses  and  assessed  taxes  as  the 
test  of  disfranchisement;  but,  notwith- 
standing this,  those  who  before  found  fault 
with  population,  now  complained  tbat  the 
number  of  bouses  alone  was  not  taken  as 
tbe  test.  He  put  it  to  bon.  Gentlemen 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  at  once 
fairly  to  say  that  tbey  objected  to  disfran- 
chisement altogether,  rather  tban  conti- 

nuallj  to  cavil  about  tbe  adoption  of  this 


or  tbat  particular  rule?  Ministers  had 
taken  into  their  calculation,  not  only  the 
assesssed  taxes  on  bouses  and  windows, 
wbicb  they  found  varied  oonsideraUj  in 
the  different  borougbs,  but  the  whole  of 
tbe  assessed  taxes  in  each  borough.  By 
these  means  tbey  considered  that  a  fur 
judgment  might  be  formed  of  the  compa- 
rative  importance  of  tbe  difierent  boroi^ais. 

Mr.  C.  JV.  Wynn  was  well  aware  that 
the  assessed  taxes  on  bouses  and  windows 
were  very  irregularly  levied  in  some  bo- 
roughs, but  be  suso  observed  that  the  other 
assessed  taxes  were  equally  subiect  to  mudi 
irregularity.     He  objected  to  binding  down 
tbe  House  to  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
precise  number  of  fifty-six  boroughs.     He 
was  of  opinion  that  disfranchisement  and 
enfranchisement  ought  to  proceed  together; 
and  there  existed  the  same  argument  ftr 
pledging  the  House  to  the  exact  number  of 
the  places  to  be  enfranchised  as  of  those 
which  were  to  be  disfranchised.     On  re- 
ferring to  the  Bill,  be  found  that  all  the 
enfranchising   clauses  commenced  in  the 
following  manner — "  Be  it  enacted,  that 
each  of  the  places  enumerated  in  the  re- 
spective schedules,  &c. ;"  the  exact  number 
of  those  places  not  being  specified.     Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  the  House  should  he  of 
opinion,   that    the   metropolitan    distiicts 
ought  not  to  have  so  large  an  increase  of 
Members ;  in  that  case,  would  it  not  be 
proper  to  reduce  the  number  of  boroughs 
to  be  disfranchised  ?  but  they  would  prevent 
themselves  from  doing  this  if  they  declared 
that  an  arbitrary  number  were  to  lose  their 
right  of  Representation  before  the  other 
question  was  determined. 

Mr.  Croker,  in  answer  to  the  observa* 
tions  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  stated,  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  in  error  as  to  the  objec- 
tion which  be  and  the  Gentlemen  with  whom 
he  acted  had  made  to  the  population  teit 
They  had  never  said  that  population  was 
not  the  fairest  single  basis  on  which  Re- 
presentation could  be  founded,  but  they 
stated  that  it  was  a  dangerous  principle  to 
begin  to  act  upon,  because  its  universal 
application  would  be  demanded,  and  must, 
by  the  rttle-qf-thrge,  produce  a  system  of 
change  still  more  extensive  than  what  was 
even  now  proposed;  that  objection  they 
urged  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as 
a  point  of  general  reasoning  and  l^slative 
piinciple.  In  fact,  it  was  used  raUieras  a 
general  warning  against  systematic  change 
than  as  an  objection  to  its  individual  i^i^- 
cability,  if  change  they  must  have,  mt 
they  left  tbat  general  objection  at  dw  dooc 
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of  the  Committee,  and  when  they  were 
canvassine  the  details  of  the  Bill,  never 
questioned  the  propriety  of  estimating  the 
relative  importance  of  places  by  their  rela- 
tive population,  but  they  only  wished  to 
see  it  strictly  and  fairly  applied,  and  not  be 
made  to  bend  to  suit  particular  places  and 
circumstances.  They  objected  that  the 
lines  of  2000  and  4000  were  drawn  so  as 
to  favour  individuol  interests,  and  that  the 
population  of  different  places  was  in  some 
80  extended,  and  in  others  so  limited,  as  to 
evince  partiality  and  operate  injustice.  The 
noble  Lord  himself  was  the  first  to  intro- 
duce the  subject  of  the  assessed  taxes;  but 
at  that  time  he  (Mr.  Croker)  had  undoubt- 
edly stated,  that  the  union  of  population 
and  taxation  would  form  the  best  test. 
He  was  still  of  the  same  opinion,  and 
therefore,  did  not  now  object  to  that  test, 
but  he  wished  to  see  it  calculated  fairly, 
and  applied  impartially,  and  he  thought 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Members  would  cuso 
insist  on  its  application  to  their  respective 
countries. 

Lord  Eastnor  said,  he  was  prepared  to 
go  a  considerable  length  in  the  disfranchise- 


ment of  boroughs,  but  he  wished  to  know 
at  the  same  time  the  extent  to  which  en- 
franchisement would  be  carried.  He, 
therefore,  objected  to  binding  the  House 
down  to  the  precise  number  of  fifty-six.  If 
the  House  came  to  a  division  he  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  disfranchisement  had  been  so  mixed 
up  with  the  question  of  the  number  of  the 
boroughs,  that  he  wished  to  know,  previous 
to  the  division,  whether  it  was  merely  a 
question  of  numbers  or  one  of  principle  ? 
If  it  was  not  a  question  of  numbers,  would 
another  opportunity  be  offered  of  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  principle  of 
disfranchisement  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  related  only  to 
the  number  of  the  boroughs  to  be  dis- 
franchised, but  that  it  would  be  competent 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  divide  the  House 
on  a  future  occasion  upon  the  principle  of 
the  clause. 

The  Committee  then  divided  on  the 
Original  Question  ;  Ayes  198 ;  Noes  123»- 
Majority  75.»-House  resumed. 
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I.I  M  1  u,  briijiiiitiii  Lc^ti-r         ..        PotiU 

Lot  II,  .biliii     ..        ..  ..         Jltithi     BiuKi,  sir  John,  bt.      ..     Galwayskire 

Lt  Ml  I  Y,  Jiihii  S.      ..     .Vi»//ra;/i,i;n>Ai/r  '  Callai; II. \\,  Daniel Cork 

iM  \iii  iii.Y,  \V.  I .V.'fi/^>/.«r//     DrNCANNuN,  vise.      . .       Kilkenny  Co. 

Mackintosh,  sir  J.     . .    Kitansi*urouij)i  ,  Fki  N(  h,  Arthur       . .       Roscommonskire 

Mayiilw,  \V Cofi/uattr     Hill,  lord  Arthur     ..      ..      Downskire 

Mills,  J.  ..  ..  Roc/ustcr  \  Wow. \rj\  R Wicklowshire 

Milton,  lord  . .  Norl/iamptunshire  \  Kini;,  lion.  Robert  . .  . .  Corkskire 
MouiusoN,  JanH's  . .  . .  Ipswich  ]  M acn amaua,  William  N.  . .  Clare 
NokioN,  hon.  CharUis  F.  . .  Guildford  ,  O'Neil,  hon.  J.  Rd.  B.  . .  Anlrimkire 
V\ii  I  T,  sir  Churirs  . .  . .  Caf-rnnrvon  \  Ossory,  earl  of  ...  Kilkennyskire 
lYM>Aiiyis,  Kdw.  W.  \V.  . .  Cornwnll  Faknlll,  sir  II.  B.,  bt.  Queens  County 
Fi  i'v«,  C.  C.  . .  . .  Multon     Fownu,  Robert  . .      . .      Waterfordshire 

Fossosjtv,  hon.  J.  Xy.JIi^fhnni  Perrars  ,  Wistlnka,  hon.  II.  R.  ..  Monaghansk. 
Fo>NT/,  W.  S.      .,  ..       iijiA/vwr/un  ;  Wjirn,  Samuel      ..       ..     Leitrimshire 


N.  U.  I-.iilii.,  iIm-  ii'lhTH  iii.-uli*  ii  lulhiako,  or  .31  of  i»io«.c  who  voted  on  tho  first  inigority  had  paired 

oil  Of  Irfi  thi*  lloll^•^  to  a<roiint  for  the  ditVerence. 
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Fines  and  RECOvBRfEs.]]  Mr.  John 
Campbell  moved  that  the  House  should  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  on  this  Bill ; 
which  having  been  done,  he  proposed  a 
Resolution  declaring  that  compensation 
should  be  granted  to  those  persons  in  office 
who  would  be  affected  by  this  Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  hardly  knew  how^  at  this 
moment,  the  House  could  be  called  on  to 
declare  that  compensation  should  be  granted 
to  the  officers  of  the  Court,  when,  upon 
further  discussion  of  the  Bill,  it  might  ap- 

g;ar  to  the  House  that  the  object  of  the 
ill  could  be  effected  without  putting  any 
persons  in  the  situation  of  being  entitled  to 
claim  compensation. 

Sir  Robert  Feel  thought,  there  should 
be  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
names  of  the  officers  who  it  was  supposed 
mi^t  be  affected  by  this  Bill,  and  who 
claimed  to  receive  compensation. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  it  was  not  ne- 
cctninr  that  any  money  should  now  be 
granted.  The  resolution  would  only  en- 
able them  to  give  compensation  when  they 
should  find  a  claim  to  it  established. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  he  un- 
derstood that  not  a  farthing  of  the  public 
money  was  now  wanted ;  but  that,  if  it 
should  afterwards  be  found  necessary  to 
grant  any  comjiensation,  there  would  be 
that  resolution  to  enable  them  to  grant  it. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  motion  to  grant  compensation  now  to 
these  officers,  before  they  had  passed  the 
Bill,  was  like  putting  the  cart  before  the 
horse. 

Lord  AUhorp  thought  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  going  too  far  at  the 
present  moment,  for  he  required  the  House 
to  resolve  that  they  would  grant  compen- 
sation to  these  officers  now,  when  perhaps 
they  might  ultimately  think  that  no  com- 
))ensation  could  justly  be  demanded. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  that  the  reso- 
lution only  pledged  the  House  to  grant 
compensation  if  it  should  be  found  necessary. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  resolution 
appeared  to  him  quite  unnecessarj'.  He 
had  felt  the  inconvenience  of  these  partial 
compensations,  the  effect  of  which  some- 
times was,  that  salaries  created  after  the 
compensation  granted,  became  again  the 
subject  of  claims  for  compensation  when 
further  changes  were  effected.  To  avoid 
this,  ho  had  introduced  a  bill  in  July,  1 830, 
for  granting  compensation  to  all  persons 
who  might  afterwards  lie  found  entitled  to 
it.  He  cautioned  tlie  House  against  re- 
curring to  the  system  he  had  endeavoured 
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to  avoid,  and  said,  that  he  thought  his  bill 
(exactly  met  the  present  case. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  thought  that  the 
Act  referred  to  did  include  some  of  the 
persons  whose  emoluments  would  be  affected 
by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  but  not 
all  of  them. 

Mr.  Gottlbum  read  part  of  the  Act  re- 
ferred to,  especially  the  words  which 
granted  compensation  to  "  persons  holding 
offices  connected  with  the  passing  of  fines 
and  recoveries." 

Mr.  Alderman  Venables  said,  that  before 
the  House  voted  this  Resolution  for  com- 
pensation, he  thought  they  should  be  fur- 
nished with  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
claimed  it. 

Lord  Milton  wished  to  ask  who  would 
be  benefitted  by  the  measure  f  He  believed 
he  might  answer  the  question  by  saying  the 
landed  interest.  If  so,  it  was  not  right 
that  a  general  tax  should  be  imposed  for 
their  particular  benefit — that  persons  who 
possessed  only  funded  property  should  be 
taxed  ?  He  thought  the  House  ought  to 
take  care  how  they  granted  compensation 
at  all ;  but  if  they  did  grant  it,  he  thought 
it  should  come  from  the  pockets  of  those  , 
who  were  to  gain  a  benefit  from  the  con- 
templated change. 

Resolution  withdrawn  and  the  House 
resumed. 

Schools  OP  Anatomy.]  Mr.  fVarburton 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Anatomy 
Bill.  He  said  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  entering  into  details,  as  the  sub- 
ject had  been  already  fully  discussed,  and 
as  he  considered  that  the  objections 
which  had  been  made  against  the  measure 
would  be  more  properly  stated  in  the  Com- 
mittee,  when  the  separate  clauses  were  disifl 
cussed.  His  wish  was,  if  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time,  to  be  allowed  to  go  * 
into  the  Committee  proformd,  and  to  in- 
troduce several  amendments  which  had 
been  suggested. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought,  that  the  bodies  of  all 
persons  executed  according  to  the  sentence 
of  the  law,  or  even  of  persons  dying  after  a 
conviction  for  felony.  He  would  go  fur- 
ther, and  say,  although  it  might  not  be 
popular,  that  he  would  appropriate  the 
bodies  of  those  who  committed  suicide  to 
the  dissecting  knife.  It  would  have  a  very 
salutary  effect,  and  check  its  commission. 
His  objections  to  the  present  Bill,  in  other 
respects,  were  very  strong.  It  would  lead 
to  crime  ;  and  if  it  should  not  lead  to  mur- 
der, at   least  it  would  hold  out  a  great 
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temptation  to  those  among  the  lower  classes 
who  had  the  care  of  their  aged  and  infirm  re- 
latives^ to  neglect  and  ill-treat  them.  It 
was  not  his  wish  to  impede  any  measure 
that  it  might  be  proper  to  bring  before 
this  House  with  a  view  to  its  undergoing 
full  discussion.  One  of  the  objections 
he  had  to  the  Bill  arose  from  a  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  the  other  night,  that  a 
surgeon  never  performed  an  operation  until 
he  had  practised  on  a  dead  body.  That  was 
a  most  alarming  fact.  For  if  a  medical 
man  had  a  capital  operation  to  perform, 
he  must  send  Jack  to  kill  Tom,  in  order 
that  he  might  cure  Will.  He  must,  in 
order  to  procure  a  subject,  send  out  a  per- 
son to  **  Burke"  another,  or  else  to  rob  the 
grave.  There  was  another  part  of  the  Bill 
to  which  he  had  an  objection.  It  proposed 
to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  power  to 
appoint  three  inspectors,  one  for  the  metro- 
polis, one  for  Edinburgh,  and  one  for  Glas- 
gow. To  do  any  good,  many  more  in- 
spectors ought  to  be  appointed.  A  much 
better  plan  to  extend  the  knowledge  of 
surgery  would  be,  to  open  the  hospitals  in 
the  country,  instead  of  keeping  them,  as 
now,  in  a  state  of  close  monopoly.  He  had 
received  a  letter  from  Worcester,  stating 
that  no  surgeon  is  allowed  to  go  into  the 
county  hospital,  unless  some  favourite, 
without  paying  52Z.  In  several  parts  of 
the  country — Exeter  for  instance — there 
had  been  a  partial  opening  of  the  hospitals; 
but  only  think  of  these  gentlemen,  who 
talked  so  much  about  the  science  of  ana- 
tomy, and  yet  said  nothing  of  the  gross 
monopoly  tliat  excluded  the  students  from 
nearly  all  the  hospitals  in  the  country.  It 
was  a  remarkable  circumstance,  that  while, 
in  this  country,  exertions  were  making  to 
extend  the  science  of  anatomy  by  practising 
on  the  human  body,  in  France  they  were 
endeavouring  to  abolish  the  dissecting  sys- 
tem altogether.  A  letter  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers,  from  Dr.  Payne, 
of  Nottingham,  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Bridport,  which  shews  this  to  be  the  case. 
It  was  this : 

"  Dear  Friend — I  take  the  liberty  of  send- 
ing you  the  following  lines  which  I  have  trans- 
lated from  the  Fans  Paper,  the  ConstitiUionncl 
of  the  first  of  December : — 

"*The  Minister  of  Public  Works,  charged 
also  with  the  superintendence  of  the  Arts  and 
Sciences,  has  addressed  to  the  Councils-Gene- 
ral of  the  different  departments  throughout 
France,  the  report  of  the  Royal  Academy  of 
Medicine  upon  the  artificial  corpse  of  Dr. 
Auzoux.    We  have  been  among  the  first  to 


make  known  the  importance  of  this  discovery ; 
we  have  said  how  the  study  of  anatomy  might 
be  facilitated  and  shortened  by  means  of  these 
preparations,  the  necessity  of  dissection  of 
bodies  superseded,  and  a  great  assistance 
afforded  to  practitioners.  Since  that  period 
Dr.  Auzoux  has  been  constantly  engaged  in  his 
discovery,  and  now  he  has  brought  it  to  com- 
plete perfection.  The  hospital  of  Marine,  of 
War,  of  the  Colonies,  and  a  great  number  of 
public  establishments,  both  abroad  and  in 
France,  are  now  taking  advantage  of  this 
happy  discovery.  Let  us  hope,  for  the  sake  of 
humanity,  that  the  departments  will  not  be 
long  without  this  resource,  and  that  at  a  period 
when  it  becomes  indispensably  necessary  that 
everything  loathsome  shoald  be  put  aside  and 
removed,  the  Councils-General  will  compre- 
hend the  wishes  of  the  Institute,  and  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Academy  of  Medicine,  by  voting 
the  necessary  funds,  that  at  least  one  model  of 
artificial  anatomy  may  be  at  the  disposal  of 
each  principal  town  in  the  departments.' " 

He  was  not  in  error  when  he  stated  that 
they  were  endeavouring  to  abolish  dis* 
section  in  France.  When  the  Bill  went 
into  Committee,  he  would  propose  that  no 
surgeon  whatsoever  should  be  allowed  to 
enter  a  dissecting-room,  or  use  a  dissecting- 
knife,  till  he  had  registered  his  name,  anul 
given  an  undertaking  to  allow  his  body, 
when  he  died,  to  be  dissected.  Heshould 
certainly  oppose  this  Bill  with  all  his  powers. 
In  consequence  of  the  opposition  which  he 
had  already  offered  to  it,  he  had  been  at- 
tacked by  the  public  press.  A  surgeon  had 
threatened  to  dissect  him;  but  let  him 
take  care,  at  least,  that  he  did  not  Burke 
him  first.  He  venerated  the  practice  of 
surgery.  He  believed  that  the  membert 
of  that  profession  were  in  general  very  be- 
nevolent persons;  but  he  observed  that 
they  never  neglected  to  receive  their  fees. 
He  would  again  recommend  that  surgeons 
should  set  the  example  of  giving  up  their 
own  bodies  for  dissection ;  but  he  had  no 
objection  that  those  surgeons  should  be  ex- 
empted who  did  not  receive  fees. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday y  January  23,  1832. 

MiKrTEfi.]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  liodon  of  Lori 
Ellbnborouoh,  a  Letter  of  the  Select  GoniBitttee  of 
SupercargtK'A  in  China  to  the  Directon  of  the  Eait  India 
Company,  dated  the  oIH  of  May,  1831,  with  the  CamuKp 
ations  relating  thereto ;  another  of  the  nine  natuxe,  datad 
the  18th  of  June,  1851 ;  and  Letten  ttoBk  the  Direolonof 
the  East  India  Company  to  the  Select  Committee,  dated  the 
IHh  of  Dcci-mbcr,  1831,  and  13th  of  January,  183S. 
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If  iiOTTss.]  Bills  brmight  in.  By  Mr.  Wiluam  Bbouokam, 
to  amend  and  enlarge  the  proviiiona  of  the  Act  lit  William 
4th,  cap.  36p  for  altering  and  amending  the  Law  regarding 
Commitments  by  Courts  of  Equity  for  Contempt. 
Returns  ordered.     On   the  Motion  of  Mr.   PcNOABTrs, 
of  all  Copper,  and  Copper  Ore,  Exported  and  Imported, 
for  the  year  ending  5th  January,  183S,  distinguishing  the 
diflerent  Ports  Arum  which  it  was  exported  and  imported : 
also  of  Lead  and  Tin : — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hodgson, 
of  the  duty  paid  on  Glass  for  the  year  ending  5th  January, 
183>,  distinguishing  the  amount  paid  for  England,  Soo^ 
land,  and  Irriand,  and  on  each  description  of  Glass,  and  a 
similar  return  of  the  drawbacks  allowed  on  exportation ;  of 
the  quantity  of  Wine  and  other  Liquors  imported  in  Glass 
Bottles:— On  the  Motion  of  Sir  H.  Parnsll,  the  total 
expense  to  the  Publie  of  the  Royal  Military  Asylums  at 
Chdsea,  Isle  of  Wi^t,  Southiunpton,  Hibernian  School, 
since  their  first  establishment  to  the  3lst  of  December, 
1830  (expenditure  on  buildings,  value  of  grounds,  &&, 
inchislTe)  t  also,  total  number  of  Recruits  Aimished  to  the 
Army  by  these  Establishments,  specifying  the  number  of 
those  whidi  became  Non-oommissiooed  OflBcers,  as  ter  as 
may  eonveniently  be  ascertained;  the  dateof  appointment  of 
Mr.  Brook  T.  Ottley  as  Trustee  for  the  Crown  in  settling  the 
alftirs  of  the  late  Colonel  Arowne,  as  General  Agent  for  Re- 
cruiting, stating  the  Salary  and  Allowances  paid  to  him  in 
cadi  year;  stating,  also,  what  other  public  Offloes  or  em- 
ploymcnt  he  held  during  that  time,  and  the  Salary  and 
AUowanees  paid  to  him  for  such  Offices  in  each  of  the 
years  he  was  Trustee ;  of  the  Letter  of  Appointment  of 
Mr.  Brook  T.  Ottley  as  Trustee;  statement  of  the  balances 
due  to  the  Public  by  the  late  Colonel  Browne  at  the  time 
of  his  decease,  the  Amount  which  has  been  repaid  in  each 
year,  and  the  balance  now  due  to  the  Public,  and  what 
assets  or  security  the  Government  have  for  the  balance. 

Borough  of  Coleraine.^  Mr.  Alder- 
man Copeland  moved  an  Address  to  his 
Majesty,  for  "  Returns  by  the  proper  officer 
or  officers  of  the  Corporation  of  the  borough 
of  Coleraine,  in  Ireland,  of  the  several  per- 
sons admitted,  elected,  or  sworn  as  Freemen 
of  the  said  Corporation,  on  and  previous  to 
the  1st  of  September,  1830;  distinguishing 
those  persons  to  whom  the  freedom  was 
granted,  those  who  were  elected  or  admit- 
ted freemen,  and  those  who  were  duly  sworn 
freemen,  with  their  residences  and  additions 
at  the  time  of  their  admission,  and  at  the 
time  of  their  return: — Of  persons  admitted, 
elected,  or  sworn  Freemen,  or  to  whom  the 
freedom  was  granted  in  the  borough  of 
C'oleraine,  in  Ireland,  from  Ist  September, 
1830,  to  1st  January,  1831: — Of  persons 
admitted,  elected,  or  sworn  freemen,  or  to 
whom  the  freedom  of  the  borough  of  Cole- 
raine,  in  Ireland,  was  granted,  from  Ist 
January,  18:il,  to  1st  January,  1832.  Of 
the  several  persons  who  had  petitioned  for, 
claimed,  or  penwmally  demanded,  the  free- 
dom of  the  Coqwraticm  of  Coleraine,  and  of 
those  who  were  refused  admittance  to  .<ame, 
from  1st  January,  1801,  to  Isc  January, 
1 832 : — Of  the  sev  eral  Aldermen,  and  other 
Common  Councilmen  of  said  Corporation 
of  the  borough  of  Coleraine  now  existing; 
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stating  the  dates  of  their  respective  admis- 
sions to  the  Corporation,  with  their  resi- 
dences at  the  time  of  their  admission,  and 
their  residences  at  the  date  of  the  Return^ 
and  their  several  additions,  occupations,  or 
business: — By  way  of  rental,  of  the  estates 
and  properties  of  the  Corporation  of  Cole- 
raine, in  Ireland ;  shewing  the  annual 
profit-rents  received  thereout,  and  contain- 
ing the  dates  of  the  leases,  deeds,  or  other 
instruments,  under  which  the  same  are  held; 
the  head-rents  payable  for  same,  the  leases, 
deeds,  or  grants  made  by  said  Corporation  ; 
the  parties'  names  to  whom  same  were  so 
made;  the  dates  and  tenure  thereof;  the 
consideration  given  for  same;  the  rents, 
fees,  and  duties  reserved  therein ;  and  the 
person  or  persons  in  whom  the  same  are 
now  vested: — By  the  proper  officer  or 
officers  of  the  Corporation  of  Coleraine,  in 
Ireland,  of  the  several  officers  of  said  Cor- 
poration, the  salaries,  or  other  perquisites 
payable  to,  or  received  by  such  officer,  or 
officers,  and  the  duties  performed  by  him  or 
them  respectively." 

Sir  John  Brydges  objected  to  the  motion, 
the  latter  part  of  it  especially.  He  alluded 
to  that  which  referred  to  "  leases,  or  other 
instruments,  under  which  Corporaticm  pro- 
perty was  held."  Corporation  property  was 
not  public,  but  private  property,  and  he 
thought  that  the  worthy  Alderman  was  ex- 
ceeding the  line  of  his  duty  in  making 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  O'Ctwiw^// contended,  that  the  return 
ought  to  be  ordered,  for  Corporation  pro- 
perty was  not  private,  but  public  property. 
It  had  been  left  for  purposes  of  charity. 
The  returns  might  be  necessary  for  future 
discussions  on  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  and 
as  a  particular  family  had  ffreat  influence 
in  the  Corporation,  it  might  oe  necessary  to. 
examine  them,  to  prevent  any  misapplica- 
tion of  property. 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  mbtaken  when  he  said  the 
estates  held  by  the  Corporation  of  Coleraine 
had  been  granted  for  charitable  purposes. 
The  property  in  question  was  as  much  the 
private  property  of  the  Corporation,  as  any 
pni^ierty  which  belonged  to  any  individual 
Member  of  that  House,  and,  therefi're,  the 
House  had  no  right  to  inquire  into  the  nir- 
ticulars  of  it.  The  city  of  London,  and  evwy 
Corporati(m  in  the  kingdom,  might  l>e  sub- 
ject to  the  same  visitation,  if  such  a  prece- 
dent were  established. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  said,  all  the  parti- 
culars relating  to  the  property  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  London  were  already  before  the. . 
2A 
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House.    A  part  of  the  property  of  the  Gor-  ]  tions  which  had  been  made,  at 
porations  of  Coleraine  and  Londonderry    he  then  repelled  them  with  mil  the  con- 
had  been  granted  by  the  Irish  Society  of  ■  tempt  they  deserved. 
London,  for  corporate  purjwses  solely,  and        The  Returns  otdered. 
it  was,  therefore,  necessary  to  sec  that  it 

had  not  been  converted  to  electioneering  :      Reform — Petitions.]    Sir  John  JVIrir- 
purposes.  '■  port  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Mayor, 

Mr.  Aldemian  CopeJand  snid,  he  moved  Aldermen,  Sherifii*,  and  Common  Council 
for  the  returns  on  behalf  of  the  inhnbitants  ;  of  the  county  of  the  city  of  Watnfotd, 
of  Coleraine,  and  he  believed  the  statement  pray i tig  for  Parliamentary  Refotm.  Tlie 
made  by  the  worthy  Alderman,  relating  to  Petition  was  couched  in  firmy  but  respert- 
the  property  of  the  ('orporation  of  C'ole-  ful  language.  The  petitionen  stated  it  u 
raine,  was  correct.  their  opinicm,  that  the  preservation  of  tke 

Mr.  Paget  should  always  be  reaily  to    freedom  ofthecountry,and  the  maintenance 
oppose  the  doctrine  that  "  Corporation  pro-    of  the  Constitution,  materially  depended  on 
perty"  was  the  same  as  private  property.  It    the  speedy  passing  of  the  Kefomi  Bill.  He 
was  generally  left  in  trust  for  the  benclit    nas  quite  sure  the  sentiments  embodied b 
of  the  local  community,  or  for  the  use  of  :  the  petition  were  those  entertained  b?  tkf 
the  public  at  large,  and  it  was  t(N)  often    threat  mass  of  the  Irish  people,  trho  eomi- 
perverted  from  its  proper  uses.     If  there    uered  that  Reform  ought  not  to  be  put  on 
was  nothing  wrong,  there  could  be  no  oc-  I  the  footing  of  a  favour  granted   to  tkr 
caSinn  for  concealment ;  he,  therefore,  trust-  \  country,  but  that  it  oii^t  to  be  cdnaUmf 
ed,  in  spite  of  the  cry  of  "  ( 'orporation  rob-    as  their  right,  and  as  such  coneeded. 
bery"  the  whole  facts  relating  to  such  pro-        Mr.  (/Connrll  supported  the  prayarf 
perty  would  be  brought  to  light.  He  would  :  the  petition ;  the   Reform  which   IrriHi 
certainly  vote  for  the  Motion.  required  was  an  eifectual  and  just  measoiffi 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  the  property  of  Cor-  !  and  she  would  insist  upon  Repreaentalioi 
porations  was  of  two  kinds — sometimes  it  \  being  granted  to  her  upon  the  aattie  prino- 
was  held  in  trust  for  public  or  charitable  pies  as  were  now  applied  to  England.  Her 
uses,  and  upon  other  occasions  it  was  at  the  constituency  must  be  more  extended,  ssd 
absolute  disposal  of  the  respective  Corpora-  :  the  numl)er  of  her  MemI  jrs  increased,  sad 
tions.  This  latter  description  of  property  :  as  the  Bill  before  the  Mouse  did  not  meet 
the  House  had,  in  his  opinion,  no  right  to  these  objects,  it  was  looked  upon  as  sn  is* 
inquire  into,  but  with  regard  to  the  former, '  suit  to  the  Irish  people,  and  the  same  bene- 
he  appiehended  the  law  was  strong  enough  ficial  results,  therefore,  could  not  beex- 
to  make  the  Corporations  liable  for  any  pected  to  follow  from  it  as  the  English  Bill 
misapplication  or  abuse  of  it ;  this  was  the  !  was  calculated  to  eifect.  He  wished  Cor 
law  of  the  land,  and  he,  therefore,  thought  >  no  sacrifices  from  England  ;  he  did  not  de- 
the  terms  of  the  Motif )n  would  open  the  sire  to  lop  off  one  of  her  Representative!; 
door  to  the  introduction  of  a  principle  of  an  ;  he  trusted  the  great  majority  of  the  Iriik 
improper  character.  Members  would  support  the  English  Bill; 

Mr.  O'CotmcIl  was  convinced  that  the  but  he  wished  to  see  the  question  of 
private  property  of  Corporations,  spoken  of '  Irish  Reform  there  discussed  on  its  ows 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  was  merits,  and  not  by  the  merits  of  her  ooa- 
oftcn  expended  in  a  most  improper  manner,  neetion  with  England. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  would  speedily  be  Sir  John  Xewport  said,  that  his  supficvt 
remedied  by  the  Bill  now  in  progress,  of  the  English  Reform  Bill  was  totally  ia* 
which  was  intended  to  prevent  tlie  appliea-  dependent  of  the  Irish  Bill,  and  he  wislied 
tion  of  Corporate  funds  to  election  pur-  to  see  her  stand  by  herself,  and  not  be 
poses.  He  was  very  desirous  to  come  at  the  judged  by  the  question  of  locality.  In  pi«- 
particularfacts  with  regard  to  this  property,  fsenting  the  petition,  he  had  carefully  ab- 
because  he  had  heard  that  an  estate  had  stnined  from  making  any  remarks  on  the 
been  alienated  by  the  Corporation  in  favour  Rill  for  rcfunning  the  Representation  rf 
of  a  member  of  a  particular  family,  for  a  Ireland, 
very  inadequate  price.  Mr.  Shril  said,  that  he  had  no  wish  to 

Colonel  Beresfordt  ns  a  member  of  the  disturb  the  number  of  the  real  Represeat- 
fjimily  alluded  to,  would  be  glad  to  <i:np()rt  atives  of  England,  but  he  desired  to  see  sneh 
the  Motion,  being  quite  confident,  th.it  by  l.onm^rlis  ns  I'etersfield,  where  there  Wert 
the  production  of  the  documents  a>k€d  for,  not  mr)re  than  1 ,49o  inhabitants  (less  thta 
ht  should  be.  Able  to  disprove  the  iiisintts-   in  some  of  the  plaets  in  Itdand#Ui^ 
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totally  unrepresented),  and  such  boroughs 
also  as  Midhurst,  deprived  of  their  Mem- 
bers, and  he  desired  to  sec  those  Members 
given  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  0*Connell  declared,  if  the  House 
would  prant  no  Reform  whatever  to  Ire- 
land, still  he  would  support  the  Bill  for 
England.  He,  therefore,  trusted  the  hon. 
and  learned  menil)er  for  I.outh  would  not 
vex  himself,  and  embarrass  his  countrymen, 
by  summing  up  the  fractions  of  the  rotten 
boroughs  of  England. 

Mr.  Sheil  begged  to  ask  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend,  if  he  wished  to  see  the  gross 
numbers  of  the   House  of  Commons  in- 

Mr.  (rConneU :  Certainlv. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Poor  Laws  and  Tithb!*  (Irrland.) 
liord  Morpeth  rose  to  present  a  Petition 
whidi  it  was  necessary  he  should  preface 
with  a  very  few  observations.  The  peti- 
tiott  had  b^en  agreed  to  at  a  meeting  con- 
vened at  the  Court-house  at  Leeds,  for  the 
purpose  of  addressing  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, to  take  into  its  consideration  the 
best  mode  of  immediately  applying  some 
measures  of  relief  to  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
by  the  establishment  of  Poor-laws  in  that 
country.  The  petitioners  were  not  only 
respectable,  but  so  eager  to  affix  their  sig- 
natures, that  in  the  short  space  of  two 
days  not  less  than  6,000  persons  had 
signed  the  petition  he  now  presented.  They 
were  determined  not  to  ^lermit  any  miscon- 
struction to  be  put  on  their  object  or  mo- 
tive, and,  therefore,  prefixed  to  the  prayer 
of  their  petition  a  rctjuest  that  the  House 
would,  previously  to  attempting  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  provision  for  the  poor,  make 
a  legislative  arrangement  for  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Chunh  lands  and  Church  pro- 
perty, in  a  due  proportion  to  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  undoubtedly  originally 
set  apart — namely,  the  maintenance  and 
relief  of  the  poor.  He  thought  the  subject 
worthv  of  consideration. 

Mr.  Strickland  acknowledged  that  he 
hid  once  advocated  the  extension  of  the 
Poor-laws  to  Ireland,  but,  on  a  due  con- 
sideration of  the  subject,  he  felt,  if  such  a 
provision  were  made  by  Parliament,  it 
must  not  take  place  until  the  question  re- 
lating to  tithes  was  settled,  and  then  must 
be  strictly  defined  and  limited  ;  nor  should 
such  a  svstem  of  Poor-laws  be  introduced 
into  Irrland  as  were  now  in  operation  in 
this  country.  It  was  a  subject  of  con- 
fUderable  delicacy  and  difSculty,  yet  it  was 


impossible  not  to  acknowledge,  that  it  was  of 
such  vast  importance  that  it  ouzht  to 
attract  the  earliest  attention  of  that  House. 
Indeed  the  time  was  not,  he  thought,  far 
distant,  when  it  would  be  necessary  that 
we  should  revise  our  own  Poor-laws,  which 
contained  many  very  objectionable  provi- 
sions. It  deserved  to  be  remarked,  that  the 
present  petition  was  similar  to  one  sent  from 
the  same  place  last  year,  but  that  was  only 
signed  by  800  persons,  while  this  was 
signed  by  6,000. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  speedily  taking  the  subject 
into  consideration,  and  he  did  not  thinlc  it 
would  be  an  improper  basis  on  which  to 
found  the  superstructure,  that  Tithes  and 
Church  property  should  bear  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  charge  for  the  support  of 
the  poor  throughout  Ireland.  He  trusted 
the  Committee  now  sitting  on  the  subjeet 
would  recomidetid  that. 

Mr.  (yCmnell  said,  as  the  sulject  of  the 
provision  for  the  poor  ita  Ireland  had  been 
started,  he  should  now  state,  not  by  the 
way  of  giving  a  notice  formally  on  the 
subject,  but  to  prevent  any  one  being  taken 
by  surprise,  that  he  should  to-morrow,  be- 
fore five  o'clock,  propose  that  Lord  Killeen 
should  be  added  to  the  members  of  the 
Committee  above-stairs  sitting  on  the 
subject  of  Church  property  in  Ireland,  and 
that,  if  opposed  in  that  motion,  he  should 
certainly  divide  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  it  was  merely 
an  act  of  justice  to  make  provision  for  the 
poor  of  Ireland.  He  would  not,  however, 
recommend  that  that  object  should  be 
ejected  by  the  introduction  of  such  a 
system  of  Poor-laws  as  existed  in  thift 
country.  That  system  had  operated  moat 
mischievously  in  England;  and  before 
they  could  place  the  people  in  that  situa- 
tion of  industrious  prosperity  in  which 
they  ought  to  stand,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  nev.'-model  those  laws.  The  tithe  sys- 
tem had  been  most  oppressive  in  Ireland  ; 
but  he  considered  the  tithe  question  to  be 
effectually  settled  in  that  country.  The 
people  would  no  longer  pay  tithes.  The 
House  might  vote  as  it  pleased,  but  there 
was  an  end  to  the  system ;  for  the  people 
were  unanimously  resolved  not  to  |my 
tithes.  WTiat  was  the  next  great  evil? 
Why,  Church  property;  and  if  Minister! 
were  anxious  that  Ireland  should  be  paci- 
fied, they  would  institute  a  rigid  and  efB« 
cient  inquiry,  in  order  that  thev  might  se* 
how  far  that  property  could  be  rendered 
available  for  the  boieflt  of  the  people.     Ht 
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>h/riiM  \a  t^sJl  if  tfiatpT^^ity  wen  applied  \  worse  in  Ireland  than  in  Fngbnd-  Iie- 
f/j  f/.nc^icisil  puMi^t  ptjrp^^^^fi*  At  thf^uimo  land  was  disturbed  from  one  end  to  the 
tim*:,  h':  woi«I'!  pTorid/;  ]]ber.:::y  for  the-  other  by  the  tithe  system.  He  was  not  n 
th:r$.7 — h';  rri'.-ar.t  to  ^ay,  for  th;it  {jorti^^  of  s^-ctarian,  and,  therefore,  did  not  feel  pe- 
thf'Mt  v/liO  workf:d.  .%finutf:Tn  o'lght  not  culiarly  aggriered.  He  only  felt  himself 
to  v/;iit  until  i]u:  J^:jp.4!atur':  tocik  up  this  called  upon  to  say  a  few  woids  in  con- 
%u\t\*u.t,  hut  hljoiild  at  one/:  tsilce  it  up  them-  ;  sef^ucnce  of  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem* 
%i:\vt:>..  ^'hiirch  prrfjicrty  wvi  public  prr>-  .  ber  who  ha^l  la<>t  spoken.  In  six  counties 
jitzTty,  in  every  jc.-nHe  of  th*j  tvonl,  and  he  of  Ireland — Kilkenny,  Wexford,  Tippe- 
would  carry  tlie  whole  of  it  to  the  credit  ■  ntry,  Carlo w,  Queen's  County^  and  kil- 
of  the  Fxchcrpicr,  and  only  ])ay  out  of  it  ;  dare — the  system  of  tithes  was  actually  at 
thov:  who  canw-d  their  salaries.  >  an  end.     The  people  would  not  pay  them, 

Mr.  John  Wfiyland  daid,  he  desired  to  .see  they  liad  come  to  the  resolution  not  to  pay 
n  fiyHferfi  of  Fofjr-laws  extended  to  Ire-  this  unjust  and  oppressive  tax.  lliey  were 
land,  but  he  did  not  desire  to  see  the  whole  ■  united  Ut  evade  the  payment  of  tithes, 
charge  of  maintaining  the  prx)r  fall  upon  but  they  did  not  break  the  law.  llie 
the  tithes  and  revenues  of  the  Irish  :  system  could  not  last.  The  goods  taken  on 
^/hurch.  The  burthen  ought  to  be  shared  i  distraint  could  not  be  sold.  There  were 
in  a  just  proportbn  by  the  proprietors  of  j  eight  or  ten  law  processes  by  which  the 
the  land.  It  was  equally  unfair  to  say, :  payment  of  tithes  could  be  enforced^  but 
as  tlic  |>etitioncrs  did,  "  Don't  redress  the  :  they  were  all  evaded.  The  opposition 
mifirry  in  Ireland,  arising  out  of  the  want  was  given  by  the  peasantry.  He  knew 
of  Poor-hiwH,  until  you  settle  the  ques-  ;  one  parish  in  Kildare^  in  which  the  people 
tioniof  Tithe  and  Church  proixirty."  The  I  hud  consented  to  pay  4(/.  an  acre  legally  to 
hr)n.  nienilNT  for  Middlesex  had  told  them  i  resist  the  payment  of  tithes,  and  they  de- 
c'xultingly,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  !  dared,  that  they  would  rather  subscribe  2s. 


wttU'd  thi;  qiK'Htioii  of  tithes — that  they 
nnaniuioiisly  refused  to  pay  them.  They 
(liNoIxjyerl  tlie  law,  and  certainly  their  dis- 
rdu'dienic  ouji;ht  not  to  l)e  pointed  at  with 
iipprohatiori.  .Such  lanr;uage  as  that  which 
thry  had  just  hcanl  wan  t(M)  often  used  in 
that  IlouH(\  and  that  language  he  would 
always  most  strenuously  op])osc.  If  laws 
wi-rr  had,  let  them  be  altered  and  amended 
in  the  n'gular  way ;  hut  it  would  he  a  dis- 
prai'c  to  I  hem  as  Knglish  gentlemen,  and 
MriiilirrN  of  the  House  of  (\mnnons,  if 
ilii'V  wen-  to  ronrede  any  junnt  of  this 
fiprrirN  of  domination.  Were  they.  lK»canso  a 
uuiiiIm  r  of  |K*oplr  broke  the  laws,  to  yield 
oJK'dirtiiV  to  thrni,  and  snv.  *'  Wc  will  alter 

■ 

ihr  law  I'onfonnaldv  to  vonr  wishes?" 
I  |p  w'xw  iruily  to  give  the  situation  of  the 
iHMir  (if  Ireland  all  the  advantage*  of  a 
liiir  mill  deliberate  inquiry  ;  hut  he  would 
tiiM  Ui\v  to  any  N|HTies  of  intimidation.  It 
\MiN  a  (|nestiou  of  momentous  r<mse- 
iliioiiir  lo  the  well-heitJiT  of  the  State  at 
nil  limr^,  whether  eombinations  of  this 
Liiiil  should  not   he  ecmnwlled  lo  giv^?  way 


or  .0^.  an  acre  than  not  resist  the  payment. 

Sir  Jolin  Johnstone  said,  he  had  been 
requested  to  support  the  petition,  but  he 
could  by  no  means  agree  with  the  whole 
extent  of  its  prayer.  He  was  most  de- 
sirous that  the  question  should  be  settled 
as  speedily  as  possible,  and  saw  no  reason 
why  Church  property  as  well  as  lay  should 
not  contribute  equally  to  the  provision  to 
be  made  for  the  Irish  i)oor. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  it  appeared 
fnmi  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  mem- 
l)er  for  Carlow,  that  the  people,  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Ireland,  resisted  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes,  and  evaded  the  law.  Now 
he  conceived  that  those  who  could  en- 
courage or  defend  such  a  system  were  the 
worst  subjects  of  the  King,  and  the  worst 
enemies  of  the  country.  He  would  ask, 
whether,  from  the  statement  which  Iiad 
l)een  made,  they  were  to  infer  that  Ireland 
was  in  so  peaceable  a  state,  and  disposed  to 
l)e  so  ol)edient  to  the  law,  as  to  render  it 
wise,  safe,  or  prudent  to  grant  to  that 
country  so  great  an  additional  extent  of 


i»»  the  laws  t»r  the  land,  l>cfore  even  a  ne-  j  franchise  as  was  contemplated  by  the  Bill 
lessiuv  measure  of  reform  or  redress  were  I  then  before  the  House.  Would  not  this 
v\v\\  agitated.  He,  therefc»re,  for  one,  was  ■  aocessiim  of  political  power  tend  to  increase 
thaukliil    to  his    Majesty's    Ministers    for  j  the  existing  evil r 

having  put  this  subject  in  a  train  of  in-  |  Mr.  O'Conut'Ii  said,  that  judging  from 
tiuirv.  I  the  oltser\'ation  which  had  iust  been  made 


just 
Mr.  />/<}«*/(-» rtf  said,  the  statements  made  |  bv  the  learned  (gentleman,  it  would 


by  the  hon.  member   for  Middlesex  were 
V"ite  correct ;  the  tithe  svstem  was  much 


that  he  had  not  read  the  Irish  Reform  BilL 
If  he  looked  at  the  Bill,  he  would  find  that 
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it  did  not  extend  the  elective  franchise  at 
alL  Before  the  Union  there  were  300,000 
voters  in  Ireland.  These  had  been  cut 
down  to  15,000  or  l(),000,and  the  Reform 
Bill  would  not  add  more  than  300  or  400 
to  the  number.  He  denied  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  violating  the  law  by  their 
opposition  to  the  payment  of  tithes.  There 
was  no  law  to  prevent  the  evading  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes.  Process  might  Ixj  served 
on  those  who  were  in  an-ear,  and  their  pro- 
perty might  be  distrained  and  offered  for 
sale ;  the  law  authorised  that  as  the  means 
of  recovering  the  tithes.  But  men  might 
turn  their bacKS  on  the  auctioneer,  and  refuse 
to  purchase  the  goods  so  taken  in  distress. 
That,  however,  was  not  breaking  the  law ; 
and  he  defied  that  House  to  make  any  law 
to  compel  the  people  of  Ireland  to  purchase 
what  they  did  not  fancy  or  did  not  want. 
At  the  same  time  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood, that  he  desired  to  sec  the  working 
Clergy  of  the  Protestant  Church  fairly  paid. 
He  was  sure  that  not  a  man  in  Ireland 
would  object  to  a  hard  working  curate  get- 
ting 200/.  a  year,  but  every  man  objected 
to  a  recjtor  getting  1 ,800/.  and  giving  his 
curate,  who  did  all  the  duty,  7.3/.  The 
entire  national  will  of  Ireland  was  opposed 
to  tithes ;  and  he  would  ask  of  those  who 
talked  about  the  firmness  of  English  Gen- 
tlemen, what  would  be  said  to  them,  su})- 
posing  the  English  people  to  be  as  unani- 
mous upon  any  given  point  as  the  i)eople 
of  Ireland  were  with  respect  to  tithes,  if 
they  stood  up,  and  recommended  that  the 
very  great  majority  of  the  community  should 
be  coerced  to  make  their  opinions  agree 
with  those  of  a  smiUl  minority  } 

Mr.  John  Wcyland  said,  it  was  not  very 
statesman-like  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry  to  remark  that  the  will 
of  even  a  great  majority  of  the  people  was 
to  prevail  over  the  law. 

Mr.  Biackncy  said,  he  for  one  would  by 
no  means  countenance  the  breaking  of  any 
law.  He  had  merely  made  a  simple  state- 
ment of  facts. 

Mr.  Callaghan  approved  of  the  petition. 
The  distress  in  several  parts  of  the  south 
of  Ireland,  particularly  in  Cork,  was  such 
as  to  admit  no  longer  of  delay.  The  half- 
yearly  assessments  were  expended,  and  the 
poor  were  in  a  state  of  starvation  and  ex- 
treme misery. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  he  must  deny  that  the 
meetins  by  which  this  petition  had  been 
adopted  was  so  numerous  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  represented.  It  was  got  up  by  the  Po- 
litical Uuioni  who  bypreviouf  concerti  filled 


the  apartment  in  which  the  meeting  was 
held,  and  had  it  all  their  own  way.     Had 
the  petition  truly  represented  the  feelings 
of  the  enlightened  and  respectable  inhabit- 
ants of  the  town  of  Leeds,  he  was  sure 
that  its  prayer  would  have  been  for  the  im- 
mediate introduction  of  a  system  of  the 
Poor-laws  into  Ireland  without  regard  to 
the  tithe  question.  He,  however,  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  the  system  of  collecting  tithes 
as  it  existed  in  Ireland  ought  to  he  done 
away  with.     That  was  an  opinion  he  had 
ever  avowed,  at  the  same  time  he  would 
stand  up  for  the  right  of  the  poor  to  sup- 
port,  and   he  would  always  aidvocate  the 
just  claims  which  the  sid^  and  the  indigent 
in  Ireland  had  to  a  legal  provision  for  their 
relief.     Thev  had  heard  much  about  the 
great  grievances  that  arose  from  tithes  in 
Ireland,  but  was  nothing  to  be  said  about 
the   rack-rents  which  were   enforced,  and 
the  grinding  oppressions  that  M-ere  in  many 
instances  practised,  by  the  landlords  in  that 
countiy  ?     Abundant  was  the  complaint  as 
to  the  distresses  levied  for  tithes,  and  the 
sale  of  the  poor  man's  property  to  satisfy 
the  demands  of  the  tithe  proctor ;  but  were 
there  nf)t  such  things  as  the  clearances  of 
estates  in  that  country  by  the  great  landed 
proprietors,  and  the  turning  adrift  the  po- 
pulation of  a  district  .>     Were  not  the  inha- 
bitants driven  from  their  houses  without 
shelter  and  provision,  and  doomed  to  pe- 
rish,   because    some    unfeeling    landlord, 
l)erhaps  an  absentee,  considered  their  num- 
bers too  redundant.      That   was  the  case, 
and  the  landlord,  knowing  that  he  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  contribute  a  farthing 
to  their  relief,    calculated    upon   an    in- 
crease to  his  alread3c,^xorbitant  and  srind- 
ing  rents  by  their  expulsioi^^^ot  only  did 
the  suffering  and  houselessTofir  of  Ireland 
demand  the  most  prompt  and  efficient  relief, 
but  it  was  also  due  to  the  working  popula- 
tion of  England  that  they  should  obtain  it. 
Tlie  desertion,  oppression  and  expulsion  of 
the  Irish  poor  from  their  own  houses  com- 
pelled them  to  seek  employment  and  food  in 
other  countries,  hence  they   flocked   into 
every  market  of  labour,  and  by  undertaking 
all  sorts  of  employment  at  the  lowest  terms 
on  which  it  was  possible  for  human  beings 
to  subsist,  they  greatly  injured  and  dete- 
riorated the  condition  of  the  English  la- 
bourers,  cruelly   diminished  the  value  of 
their  wages,  and  increased  the  difficulty  of 
their  finding  employment.     A  poor  law  for 
Ireland,    therefore,   was  equally  required 
by  the  industrious  classes  of  all  parts  of 
the  empire,  and,  to  render  it  effectuali  it 
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must  fall  upon  all  property  by  wLom soever 
possessed  and  especially,  upon  the  proi>erty 
of  absentees.  Ought  the  landed  proprietors 
of  Ireland,  to  escape  that  impost  which 
should  be  Justly  laiid  upon  their  property 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  suf- 
fering poor  engendered  on  their  estates  Ik.- 
causc  there  were  evils  connected  with  the 
collection  of  tithes  which  required  redrci^s? 
One  of  the  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
meeting  from  which  this  ])etition  had 
emanated,  caUed  for  the  refunding  of  all 
the  Church  property  which  had  l)eeii  formerly 
appropriated  to  the  support  of  the  puor. 
with  a  view  to  apply  it  to  its  original 
purpose.  This  retrospective  resolution 
touched  very  deeply  upon  the  vast  estates 
of  many  of  the  lay  iuipro])riators,  who  no 
doubt  would  struggle  to  the  last  extremity 
before  they  surrendered  their  property,  and 
the  persons  who  framed  the  resolution 
Icnew  this  fact  as  well  as  the  House. 
Without  entering  upon  that  question  at 
present,  however,  he  would  merely  remark, 
that  if  the  introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  I  re- 
land  was  to  be  postponed  until  such  an  object 
as  that  should  be  efiected,  they  might  thus 
put  off  indefinitely  that  most  salutary  and 
much-callcd-for  measure.  The  question  of 
Irisli  Poor-laws  was  one  that  it  was  not 
TN)ssible  now  to  overlook  :  it  would  force 
Itself  on  the  attention  of  the  Legislature, 
and  he  would  take  that  opportunity  to  give 
notice,  that  he  intended,  with  the  least  pos- 
sible delay,  to  again  submit  to  the  Mouse 
the  justice  and  ex))ediency  of  making  a  le- 
gal provisiort  for  the  supi)ort  of  the  poor  of 
Ireland.  That  was  a  question,  he  would 
repeat,  which  must  be  settled  before  they 
could  enter  upon  such  a  large  and  intermin- 
able qiiestiuu  us  that  of  Irisli  tithes. 

^ir  John  Brwdgcs  said,  he  hoped  soon  to  sec 
a  modified  and  unproved  arrangement  of  I'oor 
laws  introduced  into  Ireland,  founded  upon 
the  iMiglisli  system,  but  leaving  out  the 
])arts  which  were  most  objectionable  in  prac- 
tice.     As  to  the  remark  made  bv  the  hon. 
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member  for  Middlesex,  tliat  the  tithe  system 
was  at  an  end  in  Ireland,  he  begged  leave 
to  tell  that  hon.  (lontleman,  he  did  not  con- 
sider himself  to  have  a  seat  in  that  House 
for  the  puriK)8c  of  obeying  the  mandates  of 
certain  discontented  people  however  numer- 
ous. He,  therefore,  should  strictly  do  his 
duty  to  all  ])arties  acconling  to  his  conscience 
and  tlu*  law  of  the  laud. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  there  would  be  no  ])eacc 
in  Ireland  until  Poor-laws  were  introduced 
into  tliat  country .  The  iu)l)le  1  .ord  who  pre- 
^uted  the  i)etition  considered  that  it  related 


to  a  difierent  subject,  when  up  got  the  hon. 
member  f,ir  Middlesex  and  taid,  the  buii-i 
ncss  was  all  settled,  people  refused  to  pay 
the  tithes.  He  wia^hed  to  God  they  could 
make  the  hon.  Member  prove  his  words 
for  tlien  probably  they  should  hear  no  more 
of  the  business.  As  to  the  meeting  itself 
at  which  this  petition  was  adopted,  it  coq- 
sisted  of  about  800  persons  out  of  a  popu- 
ktion  of  l.SO,000,  and  it  was  notoriously  a 
packed  meeting,  which  did  not  fairly  repre- 
sent the  people  of  Leeds.  The  man,  who 
was  the  principal  agent  in  getting  up  that 
meeting  was  Mr.  fiaines,  the  editor  of  a 
paper  at  Lee:ls,  and  he  was  assisted  by  a 
Mr.  Sraithson  a  notorious  individual^  who 
he  (Mr.  Hunt)  under.st(X)d  had  roasted 
the  Bible  and  had  written  acainst  every 
si^cies  of  religion.  It  was  a  Tittle  faction 
in  the  borough  of  Leeds  that  had  got 
up  this  petition,  and  the  design  of  it  was, 
not  to  promote  any  measure  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  p(M)r  of  Ireland,  but  merely  to 
thwart  the  benevolent  objects  and  views  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Aldborough. 

Lord  Morpcl/t,  in  moving  that  the  pe- 
tition should  be  printed,  obser\'ed,  that  he 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston  into  the  arcana  of  Leeds  politics, 
but  would  only  say  as  to  the  meeting  being 
a  packed  one,  that  the  petition  was  signed  by 
6,000  i^ersons,  and  the  only  reason  for  the 
meeting  not  adjourning  to  the  open  air  was, 
that  the  room  was  sufficiently  capacious  to 
hold  the  persons  who  attended.  He  wa« 
informed  that  the  parties  were  most  anxious 
to  have  another  meeting  in  the  open  air, 
in  order  to  satisfy  the  hon.  member  for 
Aldborough  (Mr.  Sadler)  that  the  per 
tit  ion  embodied  the  opinions  of  the  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Leeds. 

Sir  Rofjert  Peel  was  surprised  that  po 
member  of  his  Majesty's  Government  had 
risen  cm  this  occasicm  to  protest  against  the 
doctrine  tbat  had  been  promulgated  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  with  regard  to 
the  settlement  of  the  tithe  question  in 
Ireland.  Looking  at  the  present  state  of 
that  country,  the  Government  was  impera- 
tively called  upon,  for  the  sake  of  the  peace 
of  society,  putting  all  other  motives  for 
the  moment  aside,  at  once  to  protest  a^^ainst 
the  doctrine  of  that  hon.  Member.  1  nough 
there  was  no  doubt  that  each  individual 
clergyman  in  Ireland  had  as  just  and  legal 
a  claim  to  the  possession  of  his  tithe  as  any 
man  who  heard  him  had  to  the  posses- 
sion of  his  landed  property,  yet  did  th^ 
hon.  mem])er  for  Middlesex  assert,  openly 
iu  that  House;  that  such  claim  had  beeoi 
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\f  the  mMiis  of  foret  and  of  eoiAbination, 
practkally  and  actually  defeated .  What 
ehance^  un  that  hon.  Member's  own  rea- 
•oning,  would  he  himself  have  of  resuming 
the  Church  property  in  Ireland  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Statu^  if  the  existing  right 
lo  the  possession  of  it  oould  be  in  this 
manner  effectually  defeated?  The  land- 
lords and  landowners  of  Ireland  might 
depend  upon  it,  that  if  they  sanctioned  such 
a  mode  of  dealing  with  tithes — if  they 
supported  or  countenanced  the  doctrine, 
that  by  8uch  illegal  combinations  as  had 
lately  taken  place  in  that  country,  a  legal 
title  could  be  defeated — an  interval  of  two 
years  wouhi  not  elapse,  before  that  doctrine 
would  be  visited  on  themselves,  and  their 
claims  to  their  rents  met  and  defeated  by 
similar  means.  The  course  which  had 
been  followed  in  resisting  the  just  claims 
of  the  clergyman  would,  if  successful,  be 
immediately  tried  in  resisting  the  payment 
of  rents.  What  was  there  to  prevent  great 
bodies  of  men  from  combining  together  in 
passive  resistance,  as  it  was  called,  to  the 
claims  of  the  landlords,  as  well  ua  to  the 
claims  of  the  clergymen  ?  If  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  at  all  countenanced  such  illegal 
combinations  against  the  just  claims  of  the 
clergy,  they  were  miserably  deceived  if 
they  imagined  that  they  could  themselves 
escape  a  8))oliation  not  more  unjust,  and 
equally  easy  of  execution.  (le  trusted 
that,  in  whatever  the  Legislature  should 
deem  it  right  to  do  with  regard  to  the  ad- 
justment of  the  question  of  tithes  in  Ire- 
land, care  would  be  taken,  that  no  persons 
there  should  profit  by  their  own  wrong. 
God  forbid  that  any  party  should  succeed 
in  appropriating  tlic  Church  property  in 
Ireland  to  the  State  ;  but  even  that  would 
be  a  less  evil  x\  an  the  robbery  of  the 
r  hurch  for  individual  aggrandisement.  If 
the  State  ever  did  confiscate  to  public  uses 
the  pn)i)erty  of  the  Church — he  appre- 
hended that  the  landholders  of  Ireland 
would  not,  and  he  fervently  hoped  they 
might  not,  benefit  by  tht;  change.  It  was 
saiil  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Kerry,  that  it  was  only  by  means  of  the 
military  or  the  police  they  could  enforce 
the  payment  of  tithes  in  Ireland  ;  but  was 
it  by  such  an  argument  as  that  that  thia 
great  question  was  to  be  settled  ?  It  was 
lor  the  legislature  to  determine  what 
modifications  should  be  made  in  the  tithe 
system  ;  but  as  long  as  the  law  remained 
as  it  was,  it  was  their  duty,  as  legislators 
and  as  members  of  society,  to  taKe  care 
that  just  and  legal  righta  were  not  defeated 


either  by  force,  or  by  any  ipecief  of  reiiit- 
aucCi  active  or  passive,  to  the  law. 

Lord  Aithorp  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  as  well  as  evenr  other  Gen- 
tleman in  that  House,  was  fully  aware  al- 
ready of  the  course  that  had  been  taken  hy 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  and  it  was 
not  fair,  therefore,  that  he  should  consider 
them  answerable  for  the  statements  or 
views  which  might  proceed  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  on  that  subject* 
It  was.  besides,  so  very  inconvenient  to  get 
up  long  discussions  on  petitions,  that  oe 
(Lord  Aithorp)  did  not  feel  called  upon, 
whenever  any  hon.  Member  might  rise  on 
such  occasions,  and  eive  expression  to  senti- 
ments in  which  he  did  not  concur,  to  state 
his  dissent  from  such  sentiments.  The 
course  which  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue  on  this  subject  was  before  the  House, 
and  his  right  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  fof 
Ireland,  had  already  so  clearly  stated  the 
grounds  on  which  that  course  had  been 
adopted,  that  he  (Lord  Aithorp)  did  not 
think  that  thc^re  was  the  least  occasion  fof 
his  rising  to  protest  against  the  sentimenta 
that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  He  would  only  observe,  that 
any  course  of  proceeding  which  tended  to 
defeat  the  just  claims  ofany  man,  whether 
he  be  clergyman  or  layman,  if  not  op- 
posed and  put  down,  must  lead  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  whole  frame  of  society. 
Whether  combinations  for  such  a  purpoae 
were  within  or  without  the  law,  mattered 
nothing.  The  security  of  properly  in  Ire- 
land dc|)ended  upon  the  putting  an  end  to 
such  proceedings. 

Sir  Hubert  Peel  admitted,  that  the  prac- 
tice of  raising  discussions  on  petitions  was 
a  most  inconvenient  one ;  Irat  he  must  be 
allowed  to  express  his  gratification  at  having 
elicited  such  an  explanation  from  the  noUe 
Lord. 

Mr.  Shcil  acknowledged  that,  generally 
speaking,  it  was  an  inconvenient  practice 
to  get  up  discussions  on  the  presentation  of 
petitions ;  but  the  question  to  which  this 
petition  referred  was  one  that  pressed  much 
on  the  public  mind  at  present,  and  there- 
fore, a  discussion  with  regard  to  it,  even  in 
this  incidental  way,  could  not  be  avoided. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  right  of 
the  actual  incumbent  in  Ireland  to  his  tithe, 
under  the  existing  law  of  the  land ;  and 
he  was  ready  to  admit  that,  in  abstract 
justice  and  right,  his  claim  was  equally 
well  founded.  But  the  Legislature  ought  , 
under  the   circumstances  m    which  tb^ 
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qQestion  now  presented  itself  to  tliem,  to 
ocmiider  not  only  what  the  law  was,  but 
what  the  law  ought  to  be,  and  should  seek 
to  provide  some  remedy  for  a  state  of  things 
that  could  no  longer  be  suffered  to  con- 
tinue.    The  riffht  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
could  not  deny  that  an  alteration  was  neces- 
sary in  the  tithe  8ystem,but  then  he  had  not 
given  them  the  benefit  of  his  advice  on  that 
point — ^he  had  not  told  them  in  what  way 
It  appeared  to  him  that  a  beneficial  altera- 
tion might  be  eiiectcd  in  the  law  upon 
that  subject.      The  landlords  of  Ireland 
would,  no  doubt,  be  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  his  benevolent  warnings; 
but  he  (Mr.  Sheil)  begged  to  assure  the 
Tttht  hon.  Baronet,  that  their  case  was, 
alter  all,  not  quite  so   deplorable  as  he 
seemed  to  imagine,  and  that  he  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  the  payment  of  rents 
rested  at  all  upon  the  same  footing  as  the 
payment  of  tithes  in  Ireland.     The  parson 
had  all  the  weapons  which  the  landlord 
possessed,  and  out  of  the  armoury  of  the 
law^  he  was  provided  with  still  more,  for 
the  purpose  of  recovering  his  tithes ;  but, 
against  the  tithe  system,  the  public  opinion 
m  Ireland  had  revolted.  Such  a  fact  might 
he  a  deplorable  one,  but  it  was  one  that 
could  not  be  denied ;  and  such  being  the 
cas^  what  was  the  remedy  ?    Could  they 
enforce  the  payment  of  tithes  in  Ireland? 
Was  it  a  crime  on  the  part  of  the  peasant 
to  refuse  to  buy  the  tithe-pig,  or  to  go  to 
the  mart  where  the  goods  of  his  neighbour 
that  had  been  seized  for  tithe  were  ofiered 
for  sale  ?     The  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  to 
his  eternal    honour,  in    the    instance  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  made  a  concession 
to  public  opinion.     Shall  there  be  no  con- 
cession to  pubUc  opinion  in  Ireland  on  the 
question  of  tithes?      The  policy  of  the 
LiCgislature  was,  to  take  measures  on  this 
sulgect  in  time.     It  was  one  that  would 
not  brook  delay ;  and  the  only  way  to  pro- 
duce a  good  result  was,  to  pass,  as  soon  as 
possible,  some  measure  on  the  subject  that 
would  satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  explanation,  said, 
that  he  had  merely  risen  to  protest  against 
the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex ;  and  that  it  was  not  for  him,  on  such 
an  occasion,  to  go  into  a  subject  which 
was  at  present  under  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  a  great  deal  of 

unnecessary  noise  had  been  raised  as  to  the 

expressions  that  had  been  used  by  him  on 

this  occasion.     He  utterly  denied  that  a 

Ipingle  word  had  fallen  from  hii  lips  calcu- 


lated to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  an 
actual  incumbent.  He  had  not  said  any 
thing  that  at  all  warranted  the  attack  that 
had  been  made  upon  him  by  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Tamworth.  He  had  merely 
called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  petition ;  and,  in  so  doine,  he  had 
said,  that  there  were  two  evils  in  Ireland, 
the  Tithes  and  the  Church  property ;  and 
that,  with  regard  to  the  first  of  those  evils, 
he  miffht  say  nothing,  as  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  settled  that  question.  He  re- 
peated that  It  was  settled,  and  he  would 
appeal,  in  proof  of  that  assertion,  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  members  for  Carlow 
and  Kerry,  who  had  just  come  from  Ire- 
land, and  who  had  told  them  that  the 
people  would  pay  no  more  tithes.  There 
was  nothing  in  what  had  fallen  from  him 
that  at  all  warranted  the  insinuation  that 
he  would  encourage  the  depriving  any 
individual  clergyman  or  landowner  of  his 
property. 

Mr.  Blachiey  said,  he  had  also  been 
misunderstood.  What  he  had  stated  was, 
that  the  people  were  prepared  to  make 
great  sacrifices  to  defeat  legal  processes  to 
recover  the  payment  of  tithes.  The  idea 
that  rents  would  be  endangered  because  of 
the  opposition  to  the  payment  of  tithes  he 
considered  ridiculous.  He  could  take  upon 
himself  to  assert  that  rents  had  not  been 
better  paid  these  fifteen  years  than  at  present. 

Petition  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Tithes. 

Parliahkntart  R£]>x)rm — Bill  for 
England — Coumiti^eb — Second  Day.] 
Upon  the  Motion  of  Lord  John  Russell, 
the  House  went  into  a  Committee  upon 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

Upon  the  reading  of  the  words  in  clause 
2,  "  that  each  of  the  thirty  boroughs — " 

Mr.  Goulburn  requested  some  reason 
would  be  given  why  the  House  was  called 
upon  to  insert  the  word  "  thirty  "?  When 
the  word  "fifty-six"  was  objected  to  in 
the  first  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  when  it  was 
^ked,  "  Why  pledge  yourselves  to  fifty-six 
specific  boroughs,  when  you  give  no  oppor<* 
tunity  of  examining  into  the  case  of  all 
the  boroughs?  "  the  only  answer  given 
was,  *'  Because  the  Lords  rejected  one  Bill 
with  fifty-six  boroughs,  therefore,  the  Bill 
is  to  be  sent  back  again  with  the  same 
num^ber."  He,  for  one,  strongly  objected 
to  the  partial  disfranchisement  of  thirty  of 
the  most  ancient  boroughs  of  the  kingdom, 
until  some  specific  information  had  been 
giyen  to  the  House  relating  to  their  par* 
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ticular  cases ;  and  time  was  given  to  ex- 
amine and  digest  such  information.  But  he 
should  defer  making  any  motion  upon  the 
subject,  until  he  had  heard  from  the  noble 
Lord  some  explanation  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  his  Majesty's  Government  had  deter- 
mined upon  the  particular  number  of  thirty 
as  the  quantum  of  boroughs  that  were  to 
lose  a  moiety  of  their  Representation. 

Lord  Althorp:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stated  only  half  the  reasons  which 
I  gave  for  placing  fifty-six  boroughs  in 
schedule  A.  I  stated  that  the  House  of 
Lords  having  objected  to  the  former  Bill, 
which  contained  iifty-six  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule A,  the  Government  did  not  choose  to 
place  more  than  that  number  in  the  dis- 
franchising clause  of  the  present  Bill.  But 
I  added,  that  we  did  not  think  it  right  to 
place  less  than  fifty-six  in  the  schedule, 
because  that  number  had  been  approved  of 
by  this  House  and  by  the  country  gener- 
ally. Therefore,  in  stating  that  the  only 
ground  upon  which  I  justified  the  disfran- 
chisement of  fifty-six  boroughs  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was,  because  the  House  of  Lords 
had  objected  to  that  number  in  the  last 
Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only  stated 
half  the  reasons  which  I  advanced  as  the 
ground  upon  which  our  determination  was 
fixed.  Having  so  far  set  myself  right  with 
respect  to  schedule  A,  I  am  now  ready  to 
explain  why  we  propose  to  place  thirty 
boroughs  in  schedule  d  of  the  present  Bill, 
instead  of  forty-one,  as  proposed  in  the 
same  schedule  of  the  last  Bill.  Ministers, 
in  reconsidering  the  Bill  after  it  had  been 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
last  Session,  undoubtedly  did  wish,  as  far 
as  they  could  do  so  consistently  with  the 
principle  and  efficiency  of  the  BUI,  to  make 
such  alterations  and  modifications  as  they 
thought  best  calculated  to  conciliate  and 
to  secure  the  approbation  of  those  who 
were  opposed  to  it.  As  one  of  the  objec- 
tions most  strongly  urged  was  the  dimin- 
ishing the  number  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  they  did  not  think  that  they  should 
affect  the  principle  or  diminish  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  measure,  if  they  conceded 
that  point;  and  therefore,  in  preparing  the 
present  Bill,  they  determined  that  the 
existing  number  of  Members  of  the  House 
should  be  kept  up.  Thus  there  were 
twenty-three  Members  to  be  disposed  of  ; 
and  in  considering  how  they  should  be 
distributed,  the  Ministers  thought  that,  if 
they  threw  the  whole  of  them  into  sche- 
dule B;  they  might  then  be  fairly  and 
Justly  aocus^  of  acting  partially  towards 


twenty-three  of  the  places  enumerated  in 
that  schedule,  and  that,  in  fact,  they  should 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  measure  at 
large.  It  appeared  to  them,  therefore,  that 
the  fairest  manner  would  be  to  give  twelve 
Representatives  to  new  constituent  bodies, 
and  not  to  take  away  the  remaining  eleven 
from  schedule  B.  That  was  the  original 
ground  upon  which  we  proposed  to  place 
thirty  instead  of  forty-one  boroughs  in  the 
iMutially  disfranchising  clause  of  the  present 
Bill.  To  diminish  the  number  of  boroughs 
in  schedule  B  to  less  than  thirty  would,  in 
the  opinion  of  Ministers,  be  to  diminish  the 
general  efficiency  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
it  was,  that,  in  preparing  the  present 
clause,  they  determined  to  fix  upon  that 
particular  number. 

Mr.  Goulhurn  thought,  that  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation  had  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  removed  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  House  hud  reason  to  complain  of  the 
course  which  Ministers  had  adopted.  As 
regarded  the  first  clause,  the  House  had 
reason  to  complain,  because  it  was  called 
upon  to  vote  before  the  necessary  informa« 
tion  was  produced;  and,  as  regarded  the 
second  clause,  it  had  reason  to  complain, 
because,  although  certain  information  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  sufficient  time 
had  not  been  allowed  for  any  Member  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  it.  So  that, 
in  point  of  fact.  Ministers,  conscious  of  the 
support  which  they  would  receive  from  a 
majority  of  that  House,  were  determined 
to  carry  clauses  for  the  total  or  partial  dis- 
franchisement of  eighty-six  boroughs  before 
it  was  possible  for  any  man  to  form  a  cor- 
rect opinion  as  to  the  place  which  any  one 
of  those  boroughs  should  hold  in  the  two 
destroying  schedules  of  the  BiU.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  too  much  for  any  set 
of  men  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
proceed  in  such  a  manner.  To  call  for  the 
determination  of  questions — such  important 
questions,  too,  as  the  disfranchisement  of 
boroughs — while  the  House  was  yet  in 
total  ignorance  of  the  facts  upon  which  that 
disfranchisement  was  said  to  be  founded, 
was,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  the  most 
unfair  proceeding  ever  attempted  by  any 
Administration  that  ever  held  the  reins  of 
Government  in  this  country.  Further,  he 
must  observe,  that  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Louth  was  about  to 
move  that  the  number  of  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule A  should  be  sixty-one  instead  of  fifty- 
six,  the  noble  Lord  evaded  the  prwosal  by 
saying,  that  number  being  inserted  would 
not  prevent  any  more  being  placed  thereiO| 
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to  arccflc  to.  B:it  tliough  he  was  anxious  however,  m  much  impressed  with  the 
for  tii'j  •'^K.-edy  bettkmc-zit  uf  ihe  i^-jescion  general  utility  of  the  wbalesome  exeivisD 
of  J^:fonii,  lir.-  could  not  c.'jr>:ar  with  of  the  liberty  of  the  Press,  thatj  how- 
^iov':niWient  in  forci  .^  thj  House  to  pr.>-  ever  unmerited  he  felt  the  attack  upon 
iWjfA  to  any  }iurricuiar  vote  in  the  aljson^e  himself  to  be.  he  was  not  disposed  to  ooase 
of  iiuf:4Hary  information  :  and  partly  ;ip<jn  duwn  to  that  House  aiid  to  found  a  formal 
thiit  <^roiirui  ht  ro-.o  to  support  the  amend-  complaint  upon  it.  But,  as  there  weic^ 
merit  prop'if.d  \>\-  \\\^  n;fht  hoii.  friend,  {vrhaps.  some  persons  in  the  country  who 
Vi  it  it  r  '*'\:'\  f'l  t!.'-  tlti.tv  lioroii'/i:.-;  which  r.uiiht  think  him  reallv  ^uiltv  of  the  inoon- 
Wf-M-  to  L.:  \,\\f:\  ill  tlij  «.Ia;i.sj  tUen  uiid^r  sistcr.K.y  and  dishonesty  with  which  he 
tlicir  f:oiMi.'lerat:on,  he  thought  the  (iovcrn-  had  been  aceused.  he  felt  it  due  to  himself 
i/ir:iitiiiiiu:iflmit,  either  that  they  were  no-  not  to  allow  the  calumny  to  pass  unnoticed 
fiii nation  (xjrou^h.s,  not  free  in  elc-cti;iu,  or  .  or  unront radii' ted.  He  would  not  mention 
that  they  wt^re  o]K:n  Ixjroughs,  perfectly  !  the  gross  terms  in  which  his  conduct  had 
free  in  electirm.  'i'lien,  in  this  dilemma  >  };een  stigmatized;  but  to  those  who  might 
were  the  f  ioveniment  placed — if  they  were  '  think  him  guilty  of  inconsistency  in  voting 
nomination  Ixjrou^hs,  they  ought  not,  in  '  for  the  second  reading  of  the  present  Re- 
ucrordancc  with  the  principle  laid  down  in  ;  form  Bill,  when  he  had  voted  against  the 
the  Bill,  to  Ik:  allowed  to  return  one  Mem-  '  second  reading  of  the  last,  he  begged 
lx.'r;  if  they  were  not  nomination  boroughs  ;  leave  very  shortly  to  state  the  grounds 
— if  their  elections  were  free— they  ought  !  U[K)n    which    his    latter    vote   had    been 


not,  in  aceordanre  with  the  Simie  principle, 
to  1m;  deprived  of  one  Member.  But  he 
contended  that  they  were  not  nomination 
Woii{{h.s,  and  that,  therefore,  they  ought 
to  be  left  untouched.    To  deprive  them  of 


given.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought 
that  .Ministers  had  made  several  very  im- 
])ortant  cimcessions-— concessions  which  re- 
moved many  of  the  objections  which  had 
induced  him  to  oppose   the  former  Bill^ 
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In  the  next  place^  he  found  that  commerce 
and  trade  were  paralyzed— that  all  hopes 
of  a  ivirplus  of  revenue^  while  the  oueition 
of  Reform  was  agitated  but  not  settled,  was 
annihilated — that  dismay  had  taken  pos- 
session of  one  clasSj  turbulence  and  riot  of 
another — that  public  coniidence  was  shaken 
— the  authority  of  the  laws  in  abeyance, 
and  some  of  the  principal  towns  and  cities 
of  the  kingdom  in  a  state  of  insubordina- 
tion, lliis  was  the  result  of  the  rejection 
of  the  former  measure^  and,  under  such 
circumstances^  he  felt  it  necessary  that 
the  question  of  Reform  should  be  s^Kcdily 
settled^  and  that  the  responsibility  which 
attached  to  itj  should  be  thrown  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  Government  who  had  in- 
troduced it.  It  was  upon  these  grounds 
that  be  had  voted  for  the  seccmd  reading  of 
the  modified  measure  which  Ministers 
brought  in  in  December  last.  When  the 
former  Bill  was  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament,  it  was  said  hon.  Members  who 
resisted  the  measure  ''  opposed  everything, 
and  proposed  nothing."  He  was  unwilling 
to  obtrude  himself  on  the  patience  and  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  ;  but  when  he  stated 
that  in  one  of  the  daily  metropolitan  Journals 
he  had  been  distinctly  accuscnl  of  aiK)stncy 
and  gross  treachery,  he  tliouglit  it  was 
only  natural,  however  unwilling  he  might 
be  to  place  himself  in  L^nitact  with  the 
Press,  that  he  should  be  anxious  to  exoner- 
ate himself  from  charges  which,  though 
utterly  without  foundation,  might  still  have 
their  weight  and  influence  with  some.  As 
that  House  was  the  only  place  in  which 
any  Member  who  was  attacked  ought  to 
notice  the  charges  which  were  made  ujmn 
him,  he  trusted  that  he  should  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  few  additifmal  observa- 
tions which  he  had  to  make.  Having  stated 
the  grounds  upon  wliich  he  had  voted  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  well  as 
the  spirit  in  which  he  approached  tlie  pre- 
sent discussion  of  it,  he  would  now  proceed 
to  state  the  objections  which  he  liad  to  the 
particular  clause  then  under  con.sideration. 
He  had  already  stated,  that  he  did  not  think 
that  tliis  clause,  which  went  to  the  partial 
disfranchisement  of  thirty  boroughs,  came 
within  the  principle  upon  which  Ministers 
declared  tliat  they  were  acting.  He  was, 
therefore,  at  a  loss  to  conceive  upon  what 
principle  it  was  that  those  boroughs  were 
to  be  deprived  of  one  Representative  each. 
That  the  great  commercial  and  manufac- 
turing towns,  where  interests,  industry,  and 
wealth,  were  at  once  vast  and  important, 
ought  to  be  admitted  to  the  elective  fran- 


chise,  ever)'  one,  he  thought,  mu$t  adm^i. 
To  that  extent  he,  at  least,  was  willinff  to 
concede  the  question  of  Reform  ;  hut  iftha 
principle  upon  which  the  elective  frandiise 
were  given  was  mere  population,  he  mqst 
object  to  it.  He  could  not  consent  to  dis- 
franchise places  merely  because  they  were 
not  populous.  If  population  were  the 
principle  upon  which  Ministers  proposed  to 
act,  Ireland  ought  to  have  many  more  Re- 
presentatives ;  and  England,  to  give  any- 
thing like  the  shadow  of  fairness  to  ita 
Representation,  ought  to  be  di\ided  into 
districts.  But  if  property  and  respectable 
population  were  admitted  as  a  ground  of 
Representation,  then  ouffht  none  of  the 
places  in  schedule  B  to  ue  disfranchised* 
He  should  not  object  to  the  deduction  of 
some  of  the  Members  allotted  to  the  phices 
mentioned  in  schedules  C  and  D.  Indeed, 
he  thought  they  might  be  reduced  with  ad« 
vantage;  but  he  protested  against  the  dis- 
franchisement of  any  of  the  places  men- 
tioned in  schedule  B,  which,  containing 
partly  a  rural,  and  partly  a  commercial  and 
manufacturing  population,  might  be  said  to 
unite  the  interests  of  all.  He  thought  that 
all  the  Members  for  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts ought  to  be  struck  off.  He  could  nqt 
understand  u^ion  what  principle  it  was,  that 
they  were  to  acquire  so  many  Represent- 
atives. Had  they  any  separate  interest? 
None.  Were  they  the  seats  of  manufac^ 
ture,  or  marts  of  commerce  ?  No.  It  was 
not  pretended  that  they  had  any  other 
claim  to  additional  Representation  than 
that  of  mere  |X)pulation — a  population,  too, 
which  he  thought  was  not  very  likely  to 
add,  by  its  elections,  to  the  useful  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  Yet  it  was  to  give  ad- 
ditional Representation  to  such  places  that 
Ministers  proposed  to  diminish  the  Repre- 
sentation of  the  respectable,  and  many  of 
them  important  towns,  enumerated  iu 
schedule  B.  He  felt  that  this  would  be 
unjust  to  the  towns  themselves,  and  inju- 
rious to  the  landed  interests.  He,  there- 
fore, concurred  with  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  below  him,  and 
should  vote  for  the  rejection  of  the  clause. 
lA)rd  Eastnor  was  anxious  to  avoid  in- 
truding upon  the  attention  of  the  House ; 
but  as  it  was  well  known  that  he  steadily 
opposed  the  last  Reform  Bill,  he  wished 
to  show,  that  in  taking  a  course  somewhat 
difierent  on  the  present  occasion »  he  acted 
consistently  with  a  faithful  and  honourable 
discharge  of  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament. It  had  appeared  to  him,  witl^ 
respect  to  the  former  Reform  Bili|  that  i| ' 
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was  not  a  rccotistruction  or  amendment  of 
the  decayed  portion  of  our  Ccmstitution, 
but  that  it  was  an  entire  new-modelling  of 
the  system,  which  would  tend  only  to 
division  and  injury  to  our  institutions. 
However,  after  the  events  of  the  last 
fifteen  months,  he  would  say  of  the  pro- 
posed measures,  that  he  believed  they  were 
not  approved  of  by  the  great  mass  of  the 
property  of  the  country,  although  he  would 
admit  that  they  were  ap])roved  by  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  and  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  pnipcrty  of  England. 
Upon  these  grounds,  and.  judging  from 
existing  circumstances,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  no  Government  could  conduct  the 
affairs  of  this  country  with  the  force  and 
energy  which  could  render  it  duly  efficient 
unless  the  system  of  nomination  boroughs 
was  put  an  end  to.  With  that  iecling  he 
had  made  his  mind  up  to  support  this  Bill 
— at  least,  as  far  as  the  object  of  the  first 
clause  went — which  he  did  not  c(mstrue  as 
solelv  to  refer  to  the  fil'tv-six  boroujjhs  in- 
eluded  in  it,  but  which  he  did  suppose  to 
have  for  its  object  the  destruction  of  all 
nomination  boroughs.  Though  he  agreed 
in  this  principle,  he  must  say  the  Bill  con- 
tained other  provisions  which  would  still 
prevent  him  from  voting  for  it  as  it  stood 
at  present.  His  apprehension  was,  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed  with  its  present  enact- 
ments, would  go  far  to  make  that  House 
the  Representative  of  the  passions  of  the 
people,  instead  of  their  discretion  and  their 
sense ;  and  it  was  impossible  for  any  Mem- 
ber to  deny,  that  if  it  ceased  to  represent 
the  sober  sense  and  wisdom  of  Kngland, 
and  was  swayed  only  by  their  passions,  the 
Constitution  must  come  to  an  end.  Feel- 
ing tliis  strongly,  he  must  object  altogether 
to  the  proposition  for  allowing  the  metro- 
politan districts  to  return  Members  and 
however  desirous  he  was  of  seeing  a  re- 
construction of  what  was  decayed  in  the 
system,  he  could  not  vote  for  this  Bill  so 
long  as  it  contained  that  clause.  He 
thought  it  one  likely  to  create  mischief; 
for  when  there  were  so  many  popular  Re- 
presentatives, backed  as  they  would  be  by 
the  great  body  of  their  constituency,  and 
in  a  manner  so  prompt  and  immediate  as 
would  not  be  possible  with  other  portions 
of  the  population,  he  could  not  hel])  feel- 
ing that  such  Representatives  would  always 
be  compelled  to  act  according  to  the  opin- 
ions that  for  the  moment  might  prevail 
amongst  their^  constituents.  Tlie  public 
Press,  too^  which  exercised  so  strong  a  con- 
trol over  this  class  of  persons^  bad  an  in- 


terest in  creating  excitement  and  it  would 
no  doubt  operate  on  their  feelings  so  as  to 
leave  little  scope  for  their  judgment  or 
their  delibenition.  With  the  sentiments 
he  had  expressed  with  respect  to  nomina- 
tion boroughs,  he  also  thought,  that  if  a 
great  alteration  were  to  be  made,  the  sooner 
It  was  carried  into  ef^^ect  the  better,  for,  so 
long  as  this  question  remained  in  agitation^ 
due  attention  could  not  be  paid  to  the 
general  affairs  of  the  country,  particularly 
to  its  domestic  concerns,  such  as  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor,  and  of  agriculture,  al- 
though he  feared  so  much  amelioration  in 
tlieir  respective  states  was  not  to  be  expected 
from  I^egislation  as  was  generally  ima^ned ; 
but  while  the  country  remained  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty,  nothing  whatever 
would  be  done  or  attempted.  There 
were  two  or  three  other  points  in  the 
Bill  which  ought  to  be  altered.  He 
felt  that  it  would  ultimately  be  injurious 
to  the  lauded  interest;  for  although  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  said 
he  wished  that  interest  to  have  its  fair 
share  of  Representation  he  (Lord  Eastnor) 
did  not  think  this  Bill  would  produce  that 
result.  As  an  instance  of  whac  he  alluded 
to,  he  begged  to  advert  to  the  smaller  free* 
holders  of  cities  being  thrown  into  the  coun- 
ties as  voters.  These  persons  were  of  a  dif- 
ferent class  of  societv,  and  had  different 
interests  from  other  freeholders  of  the 
counties. 

Mr.  John  U'eyland  said,  as  they  had 
now  passed  the  clause  which  went  to  regu- 
late schedule  A,  he  thought  they  had  pro- 
ceeded far  enough  in  the  way  of  experi- 
ment, and  that  it  would  be  adviseable  to 
proceed  no  further  in  the  way  of  disfran- 
chisement. They  had  already  taken  113 
Members  from  Schedule  A,  which,  with 
the  two  for  Weymouth,  would  allow  100 
Members  to  be  divided  between  the  great 
manufacturing  towns,  and  permit  fourteen 
to  be  allotted  to  Ireland  and  Scotland ;  and 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether  this  was 
not,  for  one  step,  as  great  a  change  as  ought 
to  be  ventured  upon,  till  they  saw  how 
the  principle  worked  ?  He  considered  the 
Bill  an  experiment,  because  it  proceeded 
on  no  general  principles.  It  was  confessedly 
full  oi  anomalies,  and  therefore  there  was 
no  argument,  as  derived  from  general  con- 
siderations, which  should  induce  the  House 
to  stop  short  at  one  point  rather  than  at 
another.  But  there  were  many  arguments, 
as  derived  from  expediency,  which  ougjht  to 
induce  them  to  stop  at  the  point  at  which 
they  were  now  arrived  in  the  career  of  db* 
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franchisement.  They  had  been  pressed  by 
the  conjoint  influence  of  the  Crown,  the 
Government 4  and  the  people :  and  they  had 
fully  partaken  in  all  the  excitement  which 
had  influenced  these  different  bodies ;  they 
had  been  acted  upon,  also,  by  the  fear  of 
losing  popularity,  and  the  consequences 
which  often  attached  to  men  of  ambition  in 
that  House,  which  often  followed  from  a 
change  in  the  public  sentiment :  further- 
more, they  had  been  acted  on  by  the  con- 
sequences which  were  likely  to  attend  upon 
that  accession  of  power  and  influence  which 
the  addition  of  more  than  half  a  million  of 
additional  voters  would  confer  upon  the 
popular  interest.  Nor  could  it  be  said,  that 
the  Political  Unions,  at  one  time  indirectly 
countenanoed  by  Ministers,  had  exercised 
influence    over    their     deliberations. 


no 


Surely  all  these  considerations  ought  to 
have  sufficient  weight  to  induce  them  to  sus- 
pect the  coolness  of  their  past  judgment  on 
this  matter,  and  called  upon  them  to  pause 
before  they  proceeded  further.  But,  perhaps 
it  might  be  said  that  such  a  course,  if  now 
adopted,  would  injure  the  success  of  the 
Bill.  If  he  thought  it  would  injure  the 
success  of  a  fair  and  just  Bill,  he  should  be 
the  last  to  propose  any  measures  likely  to 
create  delay — ^being  now,  as  he  had  ever 
been,  anxious  to  avow  himself  a  fair  and 
moderate  Reformer ;  but  he  contended  that 
there  was  no  one  expedient  so  likely  to  pro- 
mote the  complete  and  rapid  success  of  the 
Bill,  as  that  it  should  be  brought  forward 
upon  terms  satisfactory  to  the  property  and 
intelligence  of  the  country.  What  was  the 
great  impediment  now  in  the  way  of  suc- 
cess, but  the  opposition  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  representing,  as  it  did,  in 
this  instance,  the  opinions  of  at  least  a  fair 
moiety  of  that  property  and  intelligence  ? 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, In  alluding  to  this  impediment  as 
a  reason  for  not  making  the  Bill  still  more 
popular,  stated  his  wish  to  send  it  up  to  the 
other  House  as  nearly  as  possible  in  the 
shape  in  which  they  had  rejected  it ;  which 
appeared  to  him  and  others  as  a  somewhat 
singular  course  of  argument.  But  he  be- 
lieved that  he  perceived  what  was  floating 
in  the  noble  Lord's  mind.  That  House 
had  been  told  by  authority  higher  than  his, 
that  if  they  rejected  the  measure  of  last 
Session,  they  would  be  forced  to  adopt  a 
still  more  unsatisfactory  one  hereafter ;  and 
no  doubt  the  noble  I^ord  thought  that  the 
Goveroment  were  treating  the  House  of 
Lords  ynA  great  forbearance,  if  they  only 
pieienlti  Uk  their  acceptance  a  repetition 


of  the  selfsame  dose,  which  they  had  fornix 
erly  refused  to  take.  But  this  appeared  to 
him  a  very  dubious  policy  in  those  who 
really  wished  to  settle  the  question ;  for  he 
could  not  doubt  that  in  such  a  case  the  Lords 
would  again  reject  it ;  at  least,  that  this  re- 
sult could  only  be  prevented  by  such  an 
unconstitutional  exercise  of  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative as  must  tend  (whenever  the  present 
excitement  should  have  passed  away)  to 
degrade  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  tliat  pre- 
rogative itself,  and  the  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature which  it  was  strained  to  control.  A 
popular  poet  well  observed — 

•*' We  love  the  King 


Who  loves  the  law,  respects  its  bounds, 
And  reigns  content  within  them.     He  it  ours 
To  administer,  to  guard,  to  adorn  the  Slate: 
But  not  to  warp  or  change  it.     We  are  his 
To  serve  him  nobly  in  the  common  cause.'*^ 

But  those  were  neither  serving  him  nobly, 
nor  serving  the  common  cause,  who  would 
incur  the  risk  of  abusing  the  Royal  Prero- 
gative to  annihilate  the  independence  of 
the  great  conservative  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature. Influenced  by  the  preceding  con- 
siderations, and  anxious  to  avoid  these  evils, 
he  implored  the  House  to  begin  the  work 
of  compromise  by  rejecting  this  clause  of 
the  Bill ;  and  to  follow  up  this  step  by  such 
a  modification  of  its  other  clauses,  as  should 
lead  to  shortened  deliberations  and  a  more 
rapid  conclusion,  so  that  the  undivided  at- 
tention of  Parliament  might  at  length  be 
turned  to  those  great  and  vital  discussions 
upon  more  important  matters  which  had 
too  long  awaited  its  attention,  and  the 
neglect  of  which  had  brought  it  into  disre- 
pute in  the  eyes  of  the  people. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  proceeding  to  ad- 
dress the  Committee,  and  had  observed  that 
he  had  no  wish  to  revive — when  he  was  in- 
terrupted by  a  stranger  in  the  gallery,  who 
exclaimed  "Justice,  verily  justice — I  am 
commanded  by  the  Lord  God  to  proclaim  to 
you — it  was  in  the  month  of  January  last  that 
he  revealed" — The  individual  was  immedi- 
ately taken  into  custody  and  removed.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  then  went  on  to  say,  that 
he  had  last  Session  so  fully  discussed  the 
principle  involved  in  the  present  clause, 
that  he  had  then  little  to  add,  but  that, 
after  the  maturest  investigation  of  the 
subject,  and  wholly  uninfluenced  by  what 
had  been  said  on  former  occasions,  he  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion — similar  to  that 
formerly  stated  by  him — that  it  would  be 
as  injurious  as  it  would  be  unconstitutional 
to  take  away  from  the  thirty  boroughs  ael 
down  in  schedule  B  the  right  of  returnhg 
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two  Mcmlxjrs  each.  The  very  principle 
on  which  Ministers  attempted  to  justify 
the  total  (lisfranchiscment  of  schedule  A, 
went  to  show  that  thcv  were  wholly  un- 
warranted  in  depriving  the  borouj^hs  of 
schedule  h  of  a  moiety  of  their  Represent- 
ation. For  what  was  that  j)rincij)le? 
Why,  that  the  boroughs  in  schetlule  A 
were  mere  nomination  bonnif^hs.  Now, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  let  it  be  granted 
that  they  were  nominaticm  boroughs,  and 
that  as  such  it  was  right  to  wholly  dis- 
franchise them,  did  it  follow  that  therefore 
boroughs  which  Ministers  did  not  and 
could  not  designate  nomination  ernes,  should 
in  like  manner  sufler  partial  disfnmchise- 
mcnt  ?  Either  the  Ixmnighs  in  schedule 
W  were  nominaticm  lM)roughs  or  they 
were  not;  if  they  were,  why,  (m  the 
Ministerial  principle  of  dislVanchisement, 
were  they  to  be  permitted  to  return  any 
llepresentatives  whatever?  If  theV  were 
not,  why  deprive  them  of  their  full  c(mi- 
plcmcnt  of  Memlwrs?  What  abuse  had 
they  committed  which  justified  the  penalty 
of  partial  disfranc-hisemeut  ?  He  had,  on  a 
former  ocoasicm,  so  fully  stated  his  reasons 
for  prefeiTiiig  in  all  lK)roughs  a  right  of 
double  Hci)a»sentation  to  the  return  of 
a  single  Memlwr,  that  he  wcmld  not 
again  discuss  that  ^mint. 

One  wonl  with  respect  to  the  clause  iixing 
**  fifty-six  **  as  the  number  of  iMiroughs  to  l)e 
contained  in  schedule  A,  on  which  he  had 
expressed  his  sentiments  on  Friday  last. 
On  that  occasicm  he  had  asked  fordelav,  in 
order  that  they  might  have  the  evidence 
liefore  them  on  which  thcv  were  trailed 
upon  to  agree  to  a  pn)i)ositioii  for  depriv- 
inir  lifty-six  bon)Ughs  of  their  franchise 
privileges,  but  was  left  in  a  minority.  Min- 
isters refusing  to  gnuit  this  rational  request, 
tludgc  of  his  surprise — indeed  he  would 
say  humiliation — cm  fuiding  on  the  morn- 
ing of  Salunlay,  on  his  table,  the  very 
information  which  Ministers  nifused  to 
tarrv  for  even  one  dav,  and  on  a  motion 
to  obtain  which  delay  he  had,  at  ten  ii'clock 
(m  Fridav  nij{ht,  been  out  voted.  The 
very  pn)mptitude  with  which  tht^  informa- 
tion was  furnished  sliowcd,  not  inily  the 
justness  and  timeliness  of  his  request  for  a 
short  delay,  but  also  the  ess(>ntial  im|K)rt- 
anec  of  the  information  required  to  a  due 
investigation  of  scIuhIuIc  A  ;  indeed,  on 
this  last  head,  there  were  the  **  instruc- 
tions" of  the  Home  Sot-Rotary  of  State  to 
the  geiillcinen  app(ante<l  to  examine  into 
and  report  upon  the  boundaries,  )K)pulation, 
tixei,  rental,  5(c.,  of  the  several  cities  and 


boroughs  included  in  the  schedules  of  the 
present  Bill,  insisting  upon  the  necesntj  of 
full  and  accurate  information  as  of  the  last 
imix>rtance  to  the  discussion  of  the  detidls 
of  those  schedules.  As,  however,  Minis- 
ters had  refused  to  grant  this  information 
in  the  first  instance,  it  was  but  fair  to  pre- 
sume that  the  motion,  fixing  upon  fiftj- 
six  as  the  number  of  boroughs  to  be  con- 
tained in  schedule  A,  did  not  preclude  a 
discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  particular 
borouglis  to  make  up  that  number.  The 
evidence,  he  was  sure,  ^vould  shew,  that  it 
would  not  bo  possible  to  fill  up  that  num- 
ber without  violating  the  very  principles 
on  which  Ministers  professed  to  grdttUd 
their  preceding — but  of  this  more  ob  a 
future  occasi(m.  The  argument  of  the 
noble  I/onl  (the  Chancellor  c^  the  Exche- 
quer),  justificatory  of  the  clause  fixing  upOb 
the  number  fiftv-six,  struck  him  ftS  uitf 
usually  unsatisfactory*  The  noble  Ldrt 
said,  '*  We  take  fifty-six,  because  that  is  the 
number  of  boi-oughs  set  down  for  disfratw 
cliisement  in  our  former  Bill.  We  db  not 
go  further,  because  we  might  thereby  risk 
the  success  of  our  measure  in  the  House  of 
I^)nls,  it  being  not  proliable  that  those  who 
rejected  a  Bill  with  fifty-six  disfranchised 
boroughs,  would  sanction  one  containing 
more ;  and  we  cannot  insert  a  less  number, 
because  the  country  which  approved  of  the 
former  Bill  woidd  not  be  satisfied  with  a 
less  efficient  disfranchisement  schedule." 
This  was  thought  triumphant  reasoning 
for  schedule  A.  But  how  did  it  appljr  to 
schedule  B  ?  how  did  it  bear  upon  the 
j)reliminary  selection  of  the  number  thirty 
for  the  number  of  boroughs  of  which  sche- 
dule B  was  to  consist  ?  In  the  last  Bill 
schedule  B  c(mtaineil  forty-one  boroughs. 
Surely  "  the  People  '*  approved  of  schedule 
B  with  its  forty-one  bonnighs^  equally  with 
schedule  A  with  its  fifty-six  borotighs.  tf 
the  circumstance  of  the  country's  having 
ap]>roved  of  a  particular  number  in  afotmet 
measure  wen*  an  argument  compulsory*  fot 
tliat  number  being  retained  in  the  new  Bill, 
how  did  it  luqipen  that  Ministers  themselvtl 
fixed  ujion  *Mliirty'*  as  the  number  for  ache* 
dole  **  H."  being  eleven  less  than  the  number 
in  the  Bill  approved  <»fby  "the  people?"  If  the 
country  would  now  be  satisfied  with  thirty 
instead  of  forty-cme  boroughs  as  the  conl- 
]i]ement  of  si>hetlule  B,  was  it  not  probable 
that  it  Win) Id  be  ef]ually  satisfied  with 
fifty  instead  of  fif>y-six  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule Ar  And  if  the  number  was  to  be 
thus  taken  at  haphacaril  in  the  flrst  in- 
stance with  regard  to  schedules  A  aad  B» 
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without  any  reference  to  circuoiBtances, 
might  not  the  country  be  dissatbified  that 
some  pet  number  should  not  also  be  before- 
hand fixed  upon  for  schedule  C,  which  Mi- 
nisters left  to  be  determined  by  circum- 
stances ?  He  should  like  to  hear  these  ques- 
tions answered.  The  right  hon.  Buronet 
concluded  with  saying,  that  he  would 
tnoTe  at  a  future  time,  either  that  the  pre- 
sent clause  be  omitted  altogether,  or,  wliat 
would  practically  be  the  same,  that  each 
borough  in  schedule  H  should  be  permitted 
to  retain  its  two  Members. 

Lord  John  Runsell  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion in  the  present  case,  with  regard  to 
schedule  B,  was  just  the  same  as  in  the 
former  case,  as  respected  schedule  A  ;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  they  should  be 
anxious  for  information  as  to  the  specific 
rases  o£  particular  boroughs,  in  order  to 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  thirty  of  the 
smaller  boroughs  should  be  partially  dis- 
fratichised.  If  they  had  said^  that  thirty 
boroughs,  with  less  than  2,000  inhabitants 
or  500  houses  each,  were  to  lose  each  one  of 
their  Members,  then  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might  have  some  plea  to  object  to  the  spe- 
cific cases  in  the  absence  oi  information. 
But  when,  after  the  information  obtained 
last  Session,  it  was  known  there  were  up- 
wards of  100  boroughs  whirh  came  so  dose 
together  in  the  scale  of  importance,  that 
there  was  but  a  very  trifling  difference  be- 
tween some  of  the  lowest  and  the  highest, 
then  he  apprehended  there  could  be  little 
difficulty  in  coming  to  the  determination 
that  it  was  advisetihle,  that  a  certain  num- 
ber should  be  wholly  or  partially  disfran- 
chised. They  hjul  resolved,  therefore,  to 
take  fi Ay-six  of  the  one  class,  and  thirty 
of  the  other,  in  onler  that  the  House  might 
become,  what  it  had  not  been  for  some  time 
past — a  real  Representation  of  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  people.  On  this  broad 
principle,  it  was  of  no  importance  as  re- 
garded the  general  Representation  of  the 
people  of  England,  whether  the  right  of 
returning  Members  was  to  be  preserved  by 
Midhurst  or  Milbome  Port,  although  un- 
doubtedly it  was  of  considerable  consetjuence 
to  the  inhabitants  of  these  respective  places. 
In  many  of  the  boroughs  which  at  present 
returned  Members,  there  was  no  returnhig- 
officer,  no  resident  electors,  nor  any  known 
or  well-defined  boundaries.  Of  Beeralston, 
for  instance,  which  had  been  frequently 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  debates, 
the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  said — '  I  have  had 
'  considerable  trouble  to  ascertain  the  exact 
'  Wvndftritt  of  this  boroitghi  but  hare  now 


'  reason  to  believe  the  whole  account  to  be 
'  correct.  The  boundaries  of  the  town^ 
'  as  taken  by  the  retuming-offlcer^  appear 
'  to  be  quite  correct ;  but,  in  his  statement, 
'  he  has  considered  the  whole  town  as  in« 
'  included  in  the  borough,  which  is  not  the 
'  case,  there  being  twenty-seven  houses  or 
'  cottages  contiguous  to,  and  forming  part 

*  of,  the  town,  which  are  not  in  the  bo- 
'  rough.  Perhaps  I  may  be  pardoned  for 
'  mentioning  a  fact  relative  to  Beeralston  ; 
'which  is,  that  no  person  exercising  the 

*  elective  franchise   there    resides  in   the 

*  borouffh,  nor  even  in  the  parish  in  which 
'  it  is  situate ;  nor  could  I  learn  who  was 
'the  retuming-ofiicer  from  any  one  in  the 
'  place.'  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  re- 
peated the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronct  (Sir  Cf.  Warrender),  and  asked,  wliy 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill  did  not  get  rid 
at  once  of  all  nomination  boroughs  ? 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  for-* 
get,  that  Bath  and  C'ambridge,  although 
populous  and  important  towns,  were  strictly 
nomination  boroughs  under  the  present 
system.  Those  towns,  with  places  simi- 
larlv  circumstanced,  were  to  retain  their 
Members,  because  the  means  of  free  elec- 
tion and  of  forming  a  respectable  constitu- 
ency could  be  had  within  them.  They 
were  only  to  be  freed  from  the  manifold 
corruptions  and  abuses  which  at  present 
prevailed,  by  restoring  to  the  legitimate 
electors  the  rights  which  they  had  been 
deprived  of,  or  which  were  in  abeyance. 
If  he  were  esked  why  he  could  ndl  con- 
sent to  allow  the  boroughs  in  schedule  B 
to  retain  two  Members,  he  would  answer 
at  once — becatise  it  would  give  them  too 
much  weight  in  the  scsde  of  Representa- 
tion. It  had  been  observed,  that  the  pos- 
sessicm  of  the  power  to  return  two  Mem* 
bers  prevented  party  animosities.  He  be- 
lieved the  very  reverse  to  be  the  coniie- 
queni^e  of  that  power,  and  that  w*here  there 
were  two  parties,  of  which  one  constituted 
a  small  minority,  the  bitterest  contests 
always  took  place  for  the  return  of  one  of 
the  two  Members,  and  that  those  engnged 
in  it  frequently  observed  they  would  not 
have  minded  it,  if  there  had  been  but  one 
Member  to  be  returned.  For  instance, 
who  ever  heanl  of  this  bitter  animosity  at 
Abingdon  or  in  Monmouth  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, the  people  of  the  county  of  Mon- 
mouth had  requested  that  the  number  of 
places  in  that  county  sending  one  Member 
sh(mld  be  intlreased.  The  object  of  the 
Government  was,  to  make  the  Representa- 
tion speak  the  real  feelings  and  opinioni 
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the  people.     By  the  present  system^  it  was 
only  durine  times  of  great  excitement,  such 
as  prevailed  during  the  No  Po])ery  cry  in 
1780  or  1807^  when  a  dissolution  happened 
to   take  place,   that  a  majority   was  re- 
turned to   the  House  of  Commons   who 
truly  represented    and   who   would   give 
utterance  to  the  feelings  of  the  people.    The 
consequence  was,  that  the  passions  of  the 
people  were  occasionally  represented,  their 
sober  sense  and    sound  judgment  never. 
When  the  frenzy  of  some  great  popular  ex- 
citement was  to  be  gratified,  the  House  could 
be  made  to  represent  the  opinions  of  the 
people  ;  but,  in  ordinary  times,  when  the 
great  object  ought  to  be  to  return  Members 
to  control  the  public  expenditure,  and  to 
return  men  who  would  keep  a  watchful  eye 
over  the  public  purse,  or  improve  the  na- 
tional institutions,  then  a  dissolution  pro- 
duced no  change.     The  system  of  Repre- 
sentation at  the  present  moment  was,  he 
conceived,  the  very  worst  that  could   be 
invented  for  giving  effect  to  the  real  wishes 
of  the  people.     The  object  of  the  Ministers 
was  to  improve  it;    and  they  hoped,  by 
a  removal  of  the  abuses  wliich  had  been 
flourishing  for  nearly  a  century,  to  procure 
the  return  of  honest  and  enlightened  Re- 
presentatives, who  would  give  effect  to  the 
wishes  of  the  |)eople,  in  their  portion  of  the 
great  Council  of  the  Nation. 

Lord  SandoH  said,  he  had  given   his 
cordial  support  to  the  proposition  to  include 
fifty-six  boroughs  in  schedule  A,  without 
waiting  for  an  examination  into  the  cases 
of  the  ])articular  boroughs  which  were  to  be 
placed  in  that  schedule.   He  regretted  that 
he  felt  himself  compelled  to  withhold  the 
same  support  from  the  present  proposition. 
He  was  willing  to  fix  the  number  of  sclie- 
dule  A,  because  he  was  anxious  to  give  at 
once  a  pledge  to  the  country  that  he  was 
honest  and  sincere  in  his  desire  to  unite  i 
with  them  in  abolishing  the  system  of  no-  i 
mination.   He  was  satisfied,  that  the  choice 
of  any  number  for  that  purpose  must  be  ar- 
bitrary, and  that  no  subsequent  examination 
of  details  would  assist  the  House  in  coming 
to  a  decision  as  to  which  borough  was,  and  I 
whicli  was  not,  capable  of  being  liberated  j 
fnnn  nomination  by  an  alteration  in  the  j 
franchise.     He  was  glad,  therefore,  to  be  , 
assisted  in  placing  his  finger  upon  a  given 
number,  and  he  thought  the  reasons  as- 
signed by  his  noble  friend  for  specifying 
fifty-six   amply  sutHcient  for  the  puqxise. 
It  was  that  number  which  had  been  finally 
udoi)ted  by  the  House  in  a  former  Session, 
and  approved  of  by  the  country,  as  adequate 


to  the  object  of  extirpating  the  principle  of 
nomination :  it  was  therefore  enoughi  and 
it  was  certainly  desirable,  not  'to  do  more 
than  [enough,  considering  the  feeling!  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  as  to  the 
extent  of   disfranchisement   already  pro- 
posed.    Again,  it  was  natural  not  to  pro- 
pose a  smaller  number  than  before,  because 
at  least  that  number  of  vacant  seats  would 
be  required  to  represent  other  important 
interests.     But  which  of  all  these  reasons 
pressed  them  to  fix,  before  examination, 
the  number  of  schedule  B  ?     What  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  involved  in  this  sche- 
dule }     Not  the  principle  of  destroying  no- 
mination;   for  if  nomination   were  still 
likely  to  linger  in  these  boroughs,   tbey 
ought  to  be  inserted  in  schedule  A  at  once. 
The  only  principle  which  he  could  detect 
in  such  a  schedule  was  one  which  had 
never  hitherto  been  laid  down  as  such  hy 
the  proposers  of  the  Bill — one  not  hitherto, 
in  spite  of  the  casual  instances  of  Abing- 
don  and  Higham  Ferrers,  admitted  into 
the  Constitution,  he  feared  it  would  be 
found  most  inconvenient  at  present  and 
dangerous  in  its  future  consequencea— it 
was  that  of  proportioning  Representation 
to  population.     He  would   not   enter  at 
large  into  the  dangers  and  disadvantages  of 
such  a  principle,  nor  into  the  inconveniences 
of  a  minor  kind,  not  however  inconsider- 
able, of  leaving  many  towns  with  only  a 
single  Member.    He  would  at  least  affirm* 
that  it  was  their  duty  not  to  deprive  any 
town  of  the  advantage  of  a  double  Repie- 
si*ntation,  until  they  were  satisfied,  by  an 
examination  of  the  subsequent  schedules, 
that  more  important  objects  compelled  them 
to   that  necessity.      In   fact,  schedule  B 
should  consist  of  that  residue  which  would 
be  left,  after  a  consideration  and  adjust- 
ment of  schedules  C  and  D — any  alteration 
in  them — the  refusal  of  additional  Mem- 
bers to  the  metropolis,  to  the  suburbs  of  some 
other  towns  to  which  Members  were  therein 
assigned— the  assignment  of  additional  Mem- 
bers to  any  towns  now  in  schedule  D— 
additional  Members  assigned  to  ot  with- 
held from  Scotland  or  Ireland — any  alter- 
aticm  would  affect  the  numbers  in  schedule 
K,  provided  they  were  agreed,  as  he  under- 
stiMxl  they  were,  to  maintain  the  original 
numbers  of  the  House,  and,  therefbre,  ontil 
these  points  were  decided,  it  was  unreason* 
able  and  preposterous  to  fix  the  numbers 
to  be  contained  in  that  residuary  schedule. 
Neither  could  he  share  in  the  apprehen- 
sions apparently  entertained  fay  his  noUe 
friend,  of  the  dangerous   prepondennce 
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which  would  be  eained  in  the  Representa- 
tion by  the  small  rural  towns^  if  each  of 
the  towns  of  schedule  B  retained  its  double 
Representation.  He  had  heard  complaints 
of  the  influence  of  nomination^  and  of  the 
mischiefs  arising  from  that  influence  in  the 
hands'  of  a  few  great  men :  but  neither 
had  he  ever  heard  of,  nor  did  he  apprehend 
any  dangerous  results  from  the  free  elec- 
tions of  moderately-sized  county  towns, 
with  a  population  of  interests  partly  agri- 
cultural^ partly  of  trade,  and  influenced  by 
the  calm,  enlightened,  and  virtuous  feelings 
of  what  was  commonly  considered  the  little 
aristocracy  of  such  places  and  their  neigh- 
bourhoods. So  far  from  it,  that  he  thought 
they  would  be  found  a  desii*able  ele- 
ment in  the  new  Representation.  The 
Ministers  had  struck  out,  as  obsolete,  and 
at  length  mischievous,  some  existing  ele- 
ments of  stability  in  the  existing  state  of 
the  Representation ;  but  he  hoped  also 
they  would  take  care  and  provide  others  as 
effectual  and  less  obnoxious  to  public  odium. 
He  perfectly  acquiesced  in  the  proposition, 
that  every  ^lember  of  that  House  ought  to 
have  some  effectivf  body  of  constituents 
to  which  he  should  be  responsible ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  did  not  desire  to  see  the 
whole  House  consist  entirely  of  Represent- 
atives of  large  popular  bodies,  exercising,  as 
they  would  do,  a  constant  and  vigilant 
superintendance  over  every  vote  and  action 
of  their  Representatives,  and  thereby  de- 
priving the  House  of  that  great  advantage 
to  every  legislative  assembly,  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  Members  who  relied  on  their  own 
individual  judgment;  and  thus  formed,  as 
it  were,  a  sort  of  tribunal  of  opinion  within 
the  House  of  unimpassioned  and  uninflu- 
enced judges.  Desiring,  therefore,  rather 
to  increase  than  diminish  the  number  of 
these  small  but  free  constituencies,  not, 
however,  by  any  means  denying  but  that 
they  might  find  themselves  driven  by  the 
necessity  of  providing  Members  for  very 
important  places  to  that  of  having  a  sche- 
dule B  at  Last,  possibly  as  numerous  as  that 
proposed ;  and  seeing  no  advantage  what- 
ever, but  much  inconvenience,  in  clogging 
the  subsequent  parts  of  the  Bill  by  this  pre- 
mature decision  as  to  the  precise  numbers  to 
be  assigned  to  this  schedule,  he  should  feel 
himself  compelled  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  word  **  thirty  "  be  omitted  from 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Adeane  expressed  his  determination 
to  vote  against  the  Motion,  as  he  would  not 
be  pledged  to  disfranchise  the  exact  number 
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of  boroughs  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  schedule,  in  the  absence  of  all  pre- 
cise information  concerning  them.  He  was 
glad,  however,  to  find,  that  the  number  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  was  not  to  be 
diminished.  By  the  present  Motion,  if  it 
were  adopted,  the  Committee  would  be 
precluded  from  making  any  alteration  in 
the  number  of  boroughs  included  in  the 
schedule,  whatever  might  be  the  evidence 
which  was  brought  forward  in  their  favour; 
and,  it  might  so  happen,  that  this  evidence 
would  be  of  so  satisfactory  a  nature  that 
they  could  not  disfranchise  them  with  jus- 
tice, in  which  case  they  must  disappoint 
some  place  that  now  expected  Representa- 
tives. He  should  not  depart  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  but,  on  the  contrary,  fol- 
low it  up  by  votine  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Lord  Allhorp  considered  that  the  objec- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  spoken 
last  would  apply  stronger  to  the  late  than 
the  present  Bill,  with  respect  to  the  number 
of  boroughs  introduced  into  the  schedule 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  reason  of  partially  disfran- 
chising those  places  was,  that  it  was  thought 
that  leaving  them  with  two  Representatives 
would  give  them  too  much  influence. 
The  House  having  consented  in  the  last 
Session  to  forty-one  boroughs  being  included 
in  the  schedule  B,  the  hon.  Member  need 
be  under  no  apprehension  as  to  the  present 
number  being  too  large.  They  had  in- 
creased the  number  of  Representatives  for 
large  constituencies,  and  therefore  it  was 
right  to  diminish  the  number  of  those  who 
were  to  lose  one  Member.  His  noble 
friend,  the  member  for  Liverpool,  remarked, 
that  the  constituency  furnished  by  such 
small  country  places  were  of  a  valuable 
description,  but  its  utility  must  depend  on 
its  comparative  amount,  for,  as  his  noble 
friend  said,  he  disapproved  of  a  Represent- 
ation wholly  formed  of  large  popular,  con- 
stituencies, so,  no  doubt,  he  would  equally 
object  to  a  Representation  entirely  derived 
from  the  small  towns.  The  whole  was, 
then,  a  question  of  degree,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  think  with  him,  that 
the  thirty  boroughs  in  the  schedule  would 
be  fully  represented  by  having  each  one 
Member,  and  would  give  its  sanction  to  the 
proposition. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
the  member  for  Liverpool,  had  given  an 
unanswerable  answer  to  the  noUe  Lord, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  for  that  noble 
Lord  had  concluded  his  speech  by  stating, 
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\j'i  «f,rrA,\\fr^  i.-id   r-fr'r/srr  f- r   i  .^r:::.:r-/ :     i:5'-:r*r.:r  'uerTrecT:  the«e  :iro  towns,  tfaal 


^  Jjs/-*-  t  f . «:  V:  I  J:  1  rt  y  ViiTy*-;rL*  1 :.  a  r. : ,  a :  >.r. 
jfj  wK'.'h  Ti'ir*^  'if  therr.  Lari  'rv.r  '?>.-:.  ^r:- 
f'iTt.     It  wsu  r,r/t  hw  sntfrr/.'fiTi   t^  lii^tair. 

pfim. ![>)«;  '/f  tlriia  •AjA^i\':;  he  re-.i'.-i  hi*  oi^ 
j4:cit'm%  ijjy/n  the  ahle  str^jmtnt*  of  hi- 
ri|fhl  Kr/Ti.  fricnf]  TSir  Ko*jtri  Pcxl^.and  the 
nobi'-  Loni,  the  memlitr  for  I-ivf-rj:'*//].  who 
h^  vj  clear! V  shown  the  inj'iMice  and  the 
irif;xpedieric)r  of  this  claiiM  of  t}:e  nic-aMinr. 
By  the  very  hill  now  before  the  <.'rjininillee, 
it  would  \)t  im[KMMhIe  to  curry  into  etfl-ut 
the  pr/jKisition  sulmiirted  wiMiont  sorne  al- 


i—ri    :;,' 


.lid  xn&kf  vy  ^TC^i  a  cLunj^e  with 
:-» th*?!!.  He  er.rreaicd  hon.  Gen- 
'.vri  w-LTe  ^'ur.::  i:-»  rore  for  the  in- 
t'l  :hr  r.urr.l^r  of  thirtr  in  this 
t-  '^•T>:der  ^vheiher  iher  could,  in 
r.'..!:r.c.  even  In.  the  ct^fintd  view 
q'iCit:r»:i  he  tbu«  brought  before 
'.f:iT  fcr  mure  than  twentr-nine, 
when  his  Mj-estv^  Ministers  theinselTes 
vt-r-  wn!'i;btfi]l  i:p?n  the  point,  that  ther 
hsi'l  chjn;^  their  mlnd«(  upon  it  once  or 
tv.iiX*,  f  r  pftener.  aln.-adr.  Look  at  the 
relative  value  of  ihe-se  pl:ict*s  ;  Totness  con- 
tained .~o-j  liouce*.  and  paid  1,0.08/.  to  the 


t:;vir  :-■ 

f    r.U 


t'rraiiofi.     lie  «hoijld  Imj  able  to  jirove,  if    a>sc>*inl  taxes,  which,  added  together,  gave 


f  #entl«:inen  would  Ix:  ^xkI  enoii)r)i  to  It  iid 
hini  their  attention  for  a  few  inoments,  that 
thirty  wa«  a  greater  numlier  tlian,  uprm 
any  principle  of  jimtice  and  fairness,  or 
even  of  rationality,  could  lie  xnaiiitained. 
f^t  the  lloiiw:  Hiip[KMK;  the  ilause  Carried, 
and  thirty  tin:  nnmlK:r  fixt  r1  n|Km  ns  that 
cif  the  burou^hH  which  bhoiihi  be  included 
in  ludirdiile  H.  The  next  thin^^toU:  done 
would  Ik*,  to  alter  the  hill ;  for,  by  a  curious 


Ij'^i^O  as  the  ai!^en:att;  value  of  Totnes- 
Wallingfurd  contained  4S9  houses,  and  paid 
1,073/.  to  the  assessed  taxes,  and  theaggr^- 
f*ate  of  those  two  sums,  which  Ministers 
Kaid  was  to  decide  the  question,  was  1 ,568, 
so  that  WuIlin;;ford  wa^  in  its  right  place 
in  the  1/ilK  and  in  a  wrong  place  in  the 
new  list,  if  considered  only  relatively  to 
I'otncss.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
suid,  indeed,  that  bv  Lieutenant   Drum- 


fulMlily,   there  hUhh\    in   the  schedule,   as  !  ntond's  calculation,  Wallingford  was  made 
liable  to  diHfnuH-hiHenient,  the  borough  of  <  inferior  to  lotness;  but  that  was  the  very 

reason  why  he  comjilained  of  those  calcu- 
lations  ;  for  it  was  made  so  hy  the  influence 
of  another  part  of  the  Iwt — by  a  third  ele- 
ment being  brought  into  the  calculation, 
with  which  those  two  boroughs  had  nothing 
to  do.  No  impartial  persoti  could  say,  he 
thought,  that  Wnllingford  ought  to  be  one 


rotncHM,  which  it  was  the  intcmtion  of  Mi- 
niMierH  to  remove  from  that  situation,  and 
to  place  Wallingford  in  its  stead.  If  the 
uignnicntH  of  the  nohlc  Lords  opposite, 
drawn  from  the  inconvenience  of  disapjMMnt- 
irig  hopcN  and  expectations  which  have  once 
hern  ruiM'd,  be  worth  anything,  would  they 


not  eonhidcr  the  hopes  and  exiK'ctations  of    of  the  thirty ;  for  if  a  microscopic  eye  could 


tlio  (own  of  Wallingfortl,  which,  in  the 
printed  Hill^  whn  excluded  fmm  thenun)l)or 
of  the  thirty  which  were  to  be  partially  dis- 
frnnchJM'd  ?  Hut,  by  one  of  those  Icgi^r- 
ileniuin  o|H>rationH  they  had  seen  in  the 
couTKe  of  these  pnMH*edingH,  Totness,  which 
HtCHMl  N(j  in  the  list,  and  was  to  have 
been  dlsfranchiKed,  now  stood  87,  and 
«isctt]>cd   disfnuu'hisetnent  ;   whereas  WaU 


discover  any  difference  between  it  and  Tot- 
ness, it  was  in  favour  of  Wallingford,  and 
Ministers  told  them  that  Totness  ought 'to 
be  saved ;  so  that  here,  at  the  very  outset, 
they  had  not  only  reason,  but  the  admission 
of  Sfinisters,  to  prove  that  the  number  of 
thirty  was  practically  erroneous. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
Motion.  AyesaiO;  NoesllS — MajorityQS. 


Z-iBt  of  the  AYBS. 


KNOI.ANP. 

Ai.Tliour,  visouuiit  ..  Xorthafftptonsliire 
AsTi.KY,  sir  .1.  l)ui;d;\le,  bt.  ..  Wiltshirv 
Arm  HI. rv,  Arthur       ..       Sontfiawpfon 


n.vu.i.ii,  .K)hn  K\un 
hvuiNi. ,  sir  T.  IV,  bt. 
il.uuNi;,  F.  T. 
hAKNiT.  rhark's  J.    . 
UaYN  IVN,  S.  A. 


Briatui 

PortsfHottth 

Maidstone 

York 


Bknktt.  John 
Rlakk,  sii  Francis,  bt. 
Blamike,  William 
Bi.i'NT,  sir  R.  Charles,  bt. 
Bor\  F.iiiK.,  hon.  D.  P. 

Buiscor.,  John  1 

BuuiiiUA.M,  Williuni 
B  L'  X 1  o  X ,  Ttios,  Fowell 
Bync,  George     . . 


•  • 


WillMrt 

Berwick 

Cufnberland 

Leyf€$ 

DowntoH 

Surreif 

Southwtirk 

Weymouth 

MUdksex 
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Calcraft,  Granby  H.       . .     Wareham 
Calvert,  C Southwark 


Herefordshire 

Portsmouth 

Derbyshire 

Hereford 

Evesham 

Horsham 

. .     Camclford 

Milborne  Port 

DoivTiton 

Hertford 

Sussex 

Nottingham 

York 

Richmond 

Richmond 

Coventry 


Calvert,  Njcolson 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  lord 
Clive,  Edward  B 
Cocke  RE  LL,  sir  C,  ht. 
CoLBORNE,  Nich.  W.  R. 
Cradock,  Sheldon 
Cramptox,  p.  C. 
Crrevey,  Thomas 
CuRRiE,  John 
Curtkis,  Herbert  B. 
Den  MAN,  sir  Thomas 
Dun  DAS,  hoD.  Thomas 
DuNOAs,  sir  R.  L.,  bt. 
DuNDAS,  hoD.  John  C. 
Ellicr,  Edward 

Ellis,  Wynn      Leicester 

Etwall,  Ralph'  ..  ..  Andover 
Evans,  de  Lacy    . .       . .         . .      Rye 

Evans,  William  B Leominster 

Evans,  William Leicester 

EwART,  W Liverpool 

Fazakerley,  J.  N.  ..  Peterborough 
Ferguson,  sir  R.  C.  bt.    •  •  Nottingham 

Foley,  John  H.  H Droitwich 

PoLKEs,  sir  W.  J.  H.  B.,  bt.  . .  Norfolk 
FoRDWicii,  lord  . .  . .  Canterbury 
Foster,  James  . .  . .  Bridgenorth 
Godson,  Richard  . .  . .  St,  Albans 
Gordon,  Robert  . .  .  •  Cricklade 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  sir  J.  R.G.  Cumberland 
Grant,  rt.  hon.  Robert  . .  Norwich 
Guise,  sir  B.  W.  bt.  . .  Gloucestershire 
GuRNEV,  Richard  H.         ..         Norwich 

Hawkins,  J.  H Tavistock 

Heath  COTE,  sir  G.,  bt.    . .   Rutlandshire 

H EN  EAGE,  George  F Lincoln 

Hey  WOOD,  Benjamin        ..       Lancashire 

Hodges,  Thomas  L Kent 

Hodgson,  John  ..  Neivcastle-iipon-Tyne 

HoRNE,  sirW Newtown 

HosKiNS,  Kedgwin  ..  Herefordshire 
How icK,  viscount  ..  Northumberland 
Hudson,  Thoman  ..  ..  Evesham 
Hughes,  J.  ..  ..         Grantham 

Hughes,  William  H Oxford 

Hume,  Joseph Middlesex 

Ingilbt,  sir  W.  A.,  bt.  . .  Lincolnshire 
.foHNSTONE,  sir  J.  V.  B.  . .  Yorkshire 
jERNiNGHAM,bon.  Hcn.  V. .  .Pontefract 

Kemp,  Thos.  Read Lewes 

Knight,  Henry  G Malton 

K  N  Hi  HT,  Robert  ..  .  Wallingford 
Laboucherf,  Henrv     ..      ..      Taunton 

Lang  sto  n  ,  J  am es  H Oxford 

Lee,  John  L.       . .  . .  . .      Wells 

Leigh,  T.  C. 


Lefevre,  Charles  S.  . .  Hampshire 
Lemon,  sir  Charles  . .  . .  Cornwall 
Lennox,  lord  William  P.  . .  King*s  Lynn 
Littleton,  Edward  John  Staffordshire 
Loan,  John     . .        . .  • .         Hythe 

Lopez,  sir  R.  F.,  bt Westbury 

Lu  M  LEY,  John  S.  ..  Nottinghamshire 
Maberly,  W.  L.  .#  ..  Shaftesbury 
Mac  DONALD,  sir  James,  bt.  ••  Hampshire 
Mackintosh,  sir  J.  ..  Knaresborougk 
Mangles,  James  ..  ..  Guildford 
Marjoribanks,  Stewart  ..  ..  Hythe 
Marry  ATT,  Joseph  ..  ..  Sandwich 
Marshall,  Williain     ..      ..     Beverley 

Mayhew,  W Colchester 

Milbank,  Mark  ..  ••  Camelford 
MiLDMA  y,  Paulet  St.  John  ,  •  Winchester 


Mills,  J. 
Milton,  lord 
Morpeth,  viscount 
Morrison,  James 
Newark,  viscount 
NowELL,  Alexander 


•  • 


Rochester 

Northamptonshire 

. .     Yorkshire 

Ipswich 

.  •     Bassetlaw 

Westmoreland 


Nugent,  lord Aylesbury 

Ord,  William Morpeth 


Leicestershire 

. .     Bath 

Reading 

Bletchingly 

Bedfordsnire 

Lincolnshire 

Cornwall 

Southampton 

Shaftesbury 

Malton 


Paget,  Thomas 

Palmer,  general 

Palmer,  C.  F. 

Palmerston,  visct. 

Paine,  sir  Peter,  bt. 

Pelham,  hon.  C.  A.  W. 

Pendarvis,  Edw.  W.  W. 

Penleaze,  John  S. 

Penriiyn,  Edward  ^ . 

Pepys,  C.  C. 

Pit  1  LLi  pps,  sir  R.  B.,  bt. . . Haverfordwest 

Phillips,  Charles  M.     ..   Leicestershire 

PoYNTz,  W.  S.     ..  ..      Ashhurton 

Price,  sir  Robert,  bt.    . .    Hertfordshire 

Ramsbottom,  John      ..      .-      Windsor 

Ramsdcn,  John  Charley     ••      Yorkshire 

Rick  FORD,  William     ..      ••   Aylesbury 

Rider,  Thomas       Kent 

Robinson,  sir  George,  bt.    Northampton 

Robinson,  George  R.      .  -       Worcester 

RooPER,  John  B.     . .     Huntingdonshire 

Russell,  lord  John 

Russell,  Charles  . . 

San  ford,  £.  A. 

Scott,  sir  Edward  D. 

Sebright;  sir  J.  S.,  bt. 

Skipwith,  sir  Gray     . 

Smith,  John  Abel     .. 

Smith,  Vernon 

Smith,  George  R. 

Spence,  G RiDon 

Spencer,  lion.  F.      . .       Worcestershire 

Stanley,  J.         ••  .-  Hindon 

Wallingford  \  Stan  ley,  hon.  Edw.  G.  S.    . .   Windstnr 

2  B2 


Devonshire 
Reading 

Somersetshire 

« 

Lic}\field 

Hertfordshire 

Warwickshire 

Chichester 

Northampton 

Midhurst 
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Stephenson,  H.  F.  . .  Westbury 
Strickland,  George  . .  Yorkshire 
St  RUTT,  Edward Derby 


Stuart,  Id.  Pat.  J.  H.  C. 
Stuart,  lord  Dudley  C. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thickn ESSE,  Ralph      •• 
Thompson,  William 
Thomson,  rt.  hon.  Charles  P. 
Tor  REN  s,  Robert     . . 


Cardiff 

Arundel 

Stamford 

Wigan 

London 

. .   Dover 

Ashburton 


Town  LEY,  R.  G.      ..       Cambridgeshire 
Trou BRIDGE,  sir  £.  bt«      . .     Sandwich 

TuFTON,  hon.  H Appleby 

Tynte,  Chas.  K.  K.     . .       Bridgewater 

Tyrell,  Charles Suffolk 

Vena BLES,  William      ..       ..      London 
Verb,  J  as.  J.  Hope  •  •  Newport  y  I,  of  W, 


Derbyshire 

Bletchingly 

Saltash 

St,  Alban's 

London 

Saltash 

Bridport 

•  •  Essex 

.    Essex 

Cheshire 

Newark 


Vernon,  hon.  George  J. 

ViLLIERS,  T.  H.      •  • 
Villiers,  Frederick 
Vincent,  sir  Francis,  bt. 
Waithman,  Robert 
Walrond,  Bethel 
Warburton,  Henry 
Wellesle Y,  hon.  Will.  P.  T.  L. 

Western,  C.  C 

Wilbraham,  George   . .     . . 
Wilde,  Mr.  Serjeant     . . 

WiLKs,  John Boston 

Williams,  William  A. .  .Monmouthshire 
Willi  A  MS,  sir  Jas.  bt. . .  Carmartlienshire 
Williams,  John     ..       ..      Winchehea 

Wood,  Matthew     • London 

Wood,  Charles Wareham 

Wrottesley,  sir  J.,  bt.  . .  Staffordshire 

SCOTLAND. 

Adam,  admiral 
Dixon,  Joseph 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
GiLLON,  William  D. 
Grant,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Jeffrey,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Johnston,  James 


Kinross  f  Sfc, 

Glasgow 

Kirkcudbright 

Selkirk f  ^'c. 

Inverness- shire 

. .     Perth,  ^'c. 

Inverkeithing 


Kennedy,  Thomas  Francis  Ro(k»ay^  j^. 

Loch,  J Tam^  |r. 

M'Leod,  R.'    . .  .  •    SHiherlandtUre 

Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S.  •  •  jBotf-fAm 
Sinclair,  George  .  •  CaiiknesM-^siire 
Stewart,  £dward     • .         •  •        Wigttm 

IRELAND. 


Black NEY,  Walter  .  • 
Boyle,  hon.  John 
Brown,  J.  D. 
Browne,  Dominick     .  • 
Brown  LOW,  Charles 
Burke,  sir  John,  bt. 
Callaghan,  Daniel   •• 
Carew,  R.  S.      .  •  *    . . 
Chapman,  Montague  L. 
Clifford,  sir  A. 
Cofeland,  Alderman 
Doyle,  sir  J.  M.     •• 
French,  Arthur 
Grattan,  James 
Jephson,  C.  D,  O. 
King,  hon.  Robert 
Lambert  James  S. 
Leader,  Nicholas  P.    . . 
MuLLiNs,  Frederick  W. 
O'CoN NELL,  Daniel 
O'CoNNELL,  Maurice  D. 
O'Connor,  Don 
O'Neil,  hon.  J,  Rd.  B. 


•  •  Carlawtkht 
Cork 

Maifo 

ArmagU^ 
.      GalwagMrt 

•  •         •  ■        C/Onk 

Wexfordthin 

. .     WettmMk 

Bandon  Bridgt 

doitront 

Carbwtkin 

RoscommoMMkirt 


MaUmc 

Carkihire 

Galwagthm 

•  •      JfCtiittiunf 

•  •      JL€rry 

•  •  Cutft 

Roscommonihire 

. .    AnMmsUn 


Parnell,  sir  H.  B.,  bt.  Queen*9  Gmntw 
PoNsoNBY,  hon.  George      •  •      Yomgml 


Power,  Robert 
Russell,  John 
Ruth V EN,  Edward  S. 
SiiEiL,  R.  L. 
Walker,  Charles  A. 
Wallace,  T, 
Westenra,  hon,  H.  R. 
White,  Samuel 


Waterjbrdskirt 

KiMwak 

DmoHpatridt 

Lauthskhre 

Wia^ord 

Drogkeda 

.  Monagkamdi 

Leiirimikire 


TELLER. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S.  •• 


Lim§riA 


llie  question  was  then  put,  that  each  of 
the  boroughs  enumerated  in  the  schedule 
should  return  one  Member. 

Mr.  Dominick  Brotvne  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  expedient  that  Irish  Members 
should  interfere  with  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers to  be  chosen  for  England,  and  he, 
therefore,  did  not  propose  to  offer  any  oppo- 
sition ^0  the  English  Bill ;  but  he  would 
take  an  opportunity  of  movinj^j,  hereafter, 
that  a  certain  number  of  Meml)crs  be  fixed 
upon  to  represent  the  kingdom  of  Ireland, 
in  proportion  to  the  numbers  which  were 
a]bttc4  to  England^  and  he  was  persuaded 


the  Scotch  Members  would  make 
cause  with  the  Members  for  Ireland. 
Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  had  noticed  a 
pancy  which  appeu^d  between  the  retnnu 
made  by  the  Parliamentary  CommiBion 
with  respect  to  the  number  of  hoiiMt  in 
Tavistock,  which  he  required  to  bave  ex- 
plained. It  was  set  down  in  their  retam 
as  containing  600  houses,  while  the  return- 
ing officer  gave  6l 9.  It  behoved  the noUt 
I^ord  to  give  some  explanation  why  the 
returning  officer's  report  was,  in  this  cue^ 
cunsidered  right,  while,  in  other  caaei^  the 
Commissionen'  return  wm  taheiu    . 
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Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  would 
immediately  give  the  explanation  required 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  With  respect  to  Ta- 
vistock, in  the  first  instance,  the  returning 
oflicer  had  given  the  number  of  houses  at 
696  ;  and  the  Parliamentary  Commissioners 
gave  the  number  about  seventy  less.  They 
stated  in  their  return  that  the  borough 
contained  6OO  houses ;  but  that,  beyond  the 
borough,  there  were  twenty-six  houses — 
making  a  total  of  6^6.  This  caused  a  fur- 
ther inquiry  to  be  made,  and  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Ordnance  was  sent  down  for  that 
purpone  and  he  fixed  the  number  of  houses 
at  623,  which  was  the  number  actually 
given  in  the  last  reports. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  had  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  inconsistencies  of  Ministers, 
who  in  some  places  preferred  the  returns  of 
the  Parliamentary  Commissioners,  and  in 
others  those  of  the  returning  officers.  Now 
there  was  often  a  considerable  difference 
existing  between  the  two,  as,  for  instance, 
in  the  case  of  Ashburton,  where  one  set  of 
papers  stated  the  numbers  of  the  houses  to 
be  446,  while  another  stated  them  at  549  ; 
in  Westbury  536  were  reported  by  the 
Commissioners,  while  the  returning  officer 
gave  588 ;  and  in  Wilton  4()6  by  the  former, 
and  3^3  in  the  latter ;  and  in  the  case  of 
Tavistock,  there  was  ap])endcd  a  little 
note,  which  increased  the  number  of  6OO, 
as  made  bv  the  Commissioners,  to  the 
number  of  ^3,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  differences  here  might  not  appear  very 
important,  but  they  were  sufficient  to  show 
that  the  returns  were  not  correct,  and  thus 
to  make  every  one  feel  that  he  was  about 
to  act  upon  insufficient  information.  It 
might  be  true  that  a  careful  comparison  of 
all  the  different  |)apers,  and  of  the  difierent 
parts  of  them,  would  enable  a  Member  to 
correct  the  inaccuracies;  but  then  it  was 
too  much  to  expect,  that  every  Member 
should  thus  go  through  every  return  with 
a  view  to  satisfy  himself  of  its  accuracy. 
He  protested  against  this  loose  manner  of 
conducting  the  business  of  disfranchise- 
ment. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  must  again 
admit,  that  there  had  been  a  difference  be- 
tween the  returns  of  the  Parliamentary 
Commissioner  and  of  the  returning  officer, 
with  regard  to  the  number  of  houses  in 
the  borough  of  Tavistock.  The  returning 
officer  stated  them  at  696,  the  Parliament- 
ary Commissioner  returned  them  at  626 — 
there  being  a  difference  of  seventy  be- 
tween them.  The  return  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Commiifumer  stated  the  number 


of  houses  in  the  borough  itself  to  be  6OO, 
and  in  the  suburb  immediately  adjoining, 
twenty^six.  He  had  observed  the  difference, 
and  a  strict  inquiry  had  accordingly  been 
made,  and  the  result  of  that  inquiry  was,  the 
return,  reporting  them  at  623,  He  could 
not,  under  these  circumstances,  conceive 
how  he  could  be  accused  of  favouring  in- 
consistencies in  the  returns,  when  he  had 
taken  the  utmost  pains  to  set  them  right. 

Mr.  John  A.  Smith  noticed  by  the  report, 
that  the  number  of  houses  in  the  borough 
was  600  in  the  town,  out  of  the  limits  of 
the  borough  twenty-six,  from  which  three 
warehouses  must  be  deducted ;  the  actual 
number  of  houses,  therefore,  was  623,  a 
number  which  made  its  relative  position 
No.  95  in  the  list. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  only  made  out  his  case  of  com- 
plaint, for  he  had  complained  that  there 
were  differences  between  the  returns  of  the 
Parliamentary  Commissioner  and  of  the 
returning  officer,  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
proved  the  correctness  of  the  statement. 
In  the  instance  of  Tavistock,  the  returning 
officer's  return  was  taken,  while  in  the  in- 
stance of  several  others,  that  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Commissioners  was  adopted  on  the 
scale  of  the  paper  called  the  Relative  Re- 
turns. 

Lord  John  Russell  understood  the  accu« 
sation  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  but  he  could 
again  assure  the  Committee,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  incorrect.  He  had  directed 
an  inquiry  because  of  the  complaint  made 
as  to  the  difference  between  the  returns  of 
the  returning  officer  and  of  the  Parliament- 
ary Commissioner,  and  the  result  was  such 
as  he  had  stated.  He  had  certainly,  there- 
fore, done  all  that  he  could  to  remove  the 
ground  of  complaint  arising  upon  the  in- 
conslstencv  of  these  two  sets  of  returns. 

Mr.  Crokcr  said,  he  believed  he  could 
explain  the  apparent  difference  between  the 
noble  I^ord  and  his  hon.  friend.  They 
were  considering  two  different  papers,  and 
when  his  hon.  friend  made  his  statement, 
he  had  not  read  the  paper  marked  No.  8, 
containing  the  amended  list,  correcting 
some  of  the  admitted  errors  of  the  origiusd 
list,  but  leaving  the  great  error  of  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  was  formed  still  the  same. 

Sir  Charles  Wether  ell  said,  Minitters 
had  acted  in  a  most  precipitate  and  unjust i* 
fiable  manner.  The  House  was  called 
upon  to  disfranchise  boroughs  upon  the 
most  contradictory  returns,  before  they 
had  time  to  understand  or  disentangle  the 
ohscuritiea  in  which  they  wera  envelopedt 
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He  had  no  doubt  there  were  many  places  11^, 
both  the  schedules  which  would  uecessarilv 
give  ri«e  to  much  discus&ioii. 

The  question  carried^  and  the  clause  or- 
dered to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  3rd  Clauiie  was  then  readj  which  en- 
acts "  That  each  of  the  places  in  schedule  ( ' 
should^  for  the  purpose  of  this  Act,  In;  a  bo- 
rough, and  should  as  such  borough  include 
the  place  or  places  respectively  compre- 
hended within  the  boundaries;,  to  be  settled 
and  described  by  an  Act  to  be  jmsMxl  in 
the  present  Parliament  for  that  ))urposc, 
and  that  each  of  the  said  boroughs,  named 
in  the  said  sdiedule,  should,  Irom  and  after 
the  return  of  the  present  Parliament,  re- 
turn two  Mcml)ers." 

Lord  John  Russell  pro|)osed,  that  as  no 
place  in  schedule  C  had  been  yet  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion,  the  Committee  should 
proceed  to  the  discussion  of  the  adopticm  of 
the  next  clause,  as  part  of  the  Bill,  and  of 
the  schedule  D  as  part  of  it,  and  when  the 
number  of  places  had  been  agreed  to,  they 
could  read  the  schedule  as  part  of  the  clause. 
Such  was  the  course  adopted  in  the  last 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Crokcr  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  persist  in  this  arrangement,  for 
it  would  take  the  House  completely  by  sur- 
prise, by  adopting  in  schedules  C  and  D 
a  course  different  from  that  wliich  had 
been  pursued  in  schedules  A  and  B. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  unwilling  to  put 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  inccmvenience 
in  tliat  way,  but  he  thought  the  course  he 
had  recommended  w^as  the  most  adviseable. 

Mr.  Crokcr  said,  as  there  was  to  be  a 
Bill  to  ascertain  the  boundaries  of  the 
newly-created  boroughs,  as  well  as  of  the 
old  ones,  and  as,  indeed,  the  number  and 
respectability  of  the  new  constituency,  and 
consequently,  the  ri^ht  of  the  borough  to 
enjoy  the  representative  franchise, would,  in 
1x)th  cases,  be  determined  by  the  limits  to 
be  assigned  to  them,  it  followed  that  they 
could  not  proceed  to  examine  the  individual 
claims,  either  of  the  new  or  the  old  bo- 
rouMis,  till  thev  had  some  information  as 
to  their  local  composition  and  extent. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  intended 
that  the  new  boroughs  should  be  included 
in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Crokcr  had  no  doubt  that  it  wsis 
80  intended ;  but  he  thought  it  should  be 
speedily  introduced,  for  if  it  were  not,  every 
step  they  took  might  be  taken  in  error.  If 
there  was,  as  was  admitted,  a  necessity 
for  this  Boundary  Bill  with  respect  to  the 
schedules  A  and  B,  it  was  certainly  equally 


I  necessarv  with  respect  to  the  schedukt  C 
I  and  D. ' 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  the  boundaries  of  all 
boroughs  would  be  settled  by  the  bill 
which  it  was  proposed  to  bring  in. 

Mr.  Goulhum  observed,  that  the  ckuae 
referred  to  contained  a  provision  that  the 
boundaries  of  the  new  boroughs  should  be 
settled  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  that,  in 
like  manner,  the  boundaries  of  the  old  be- 
roughs  sliould  be  so  settled.  Now  he 
thought  that  these  bills  ought  to  be  intro- 
duced at  once,  for  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  come  to  a  good  decision  upon  any 
one  of  the  boroughs  that  might  be  submit- 
ted to  their  consideration,  till  they  knew 
how  those  boroughs  were  to  be  constituted, 
and  what  were  to  be  their  limits.  Upon 
their  knowledge  of  the  intended  limits  of 
these  boroughs  must  de|>end  their  opinion 
of  the  propnety  of  preserving  or  destroying 
their  right  of  voting.  Looking  upon  the 
Boundary  Bills  to  be  most  important,  he 
wished  to  know  when  they  were  to  be  in* 
troduced? 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  that  the  arrange- 
ments for  these  Bills  were  in  a  great  state 
of  forwardness,  and  that  they  would  be  pro- 
duced at  the  earliest  possible  jieriod. 

Sir  Charles  IVetherell  thought  that  the 
Boundary  Bill  and  the  Reform  Bill  ought 
to  go  band  in  hand  together,  as  he  had  no 
doubt  discussions  would  constantly  take 
place  as  to  whether  the  boundaries  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  were  proper  or  not. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  the  Bills  would  be 
brought  forward  before  the  schedules  were 
discussed. 

Sir  Charles  Welherell  said,  it  was  ut- 
terly impossible  that  he  could  decide  on  the 
fitness  of  some  places  to  be  consUtutod  bo- 
roughs, and  of  the  necessity  of  disfranchising 
others,  until  the  boundaries  of  each  were  spe- 
cilied  by  le^^islative  enactment ;  he,  there- 
fore, begged  to  give  notice,  that  unless  these 
boundaiics  were  fully  stated,  in  such  a 
manner  that  he  could  understand  them, 
he  should  object  to  decide  upon  the  case  of 
any  one  borough. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  an  apparent  inconast- 
ency,  with  regard  to  the  borough  of  Calne, 
in  the  returns.  It  was  stated,  that  in 
the  month  of  March  last,  a  census  had  been 
tuken  of  the  population  of  that  borough^ 
which  then  amounted  to  997y  but  the  re- 
turns now  gave  a  much  greater  number  of 
persons  as  living  in  tliat  place ;  he,  therefore, 
wished  to  learn  the  date  of  the  last  returoi 
and  the  cause  of  the  difference  ? 
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Lord  John  JRuMc/Zreplied^  that  g  specific 
census  had  heen  taken  of  the  population  of 
Calne,  and  on  that  the  returns  were  made 
on  which  they  had  acted. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  this  explanation  was  not 
quite  satisfactory,  for  it  appeared  the  num- 
ber of  inhabitants  had  become  larger  as 
the  limits  of  the  place  were  contracted.  It 
was  quite  clevur,  that  there  had  been  some 
management  us  to  these  returns  from  Calne^ 
and  the  noble  Lord's  failure  to  gi?e  any- 
thing like  an  explanation,  rendered  the  case 
still  more  suspicious. 

Lord  Newark  took  the  present  oppor- 
tunity of  troubling  the  Committee  with  a 
very  few  words  in  support  of  the  propo- 
sition which,  as  no  one  else  had  given 
notice  of  any  similar  motion,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  submit  to  the  Committee ;  and 
he  would  say  at  once^  that  nothing  but  the 
strong  conviction  of  its  expediency  on  se- 
veral grounds,  in  preference  to  the  ar- 
ranffement  of  the  schedules  as  now  proposed, 
could  have  induced  him  to  be  the  person  to 
bring  it  forward — aware  as  he  was,  that  its 
succem  might  be  endangered  by  his  want 
of  ability  in  recommending  it  to  the  notice 
of  the  Committee,  as  well  as  by  the  little 
weight  which  so  young  a  Member  as  him- 
self could  hope  to  bring  to  its  support. 
He  thought  that  the  object  of  his  proposed 
alteration  was  suflTicicntly  apparent  upon 
the  very  face  of  it — it  was,  to  get  rid  alto- 
gether of  schedule  D,  without  interfering 
with  the  adjustment,  in  point  of  numbers, 
of  the  sixty-three  new  borough  Members, 
with  the  sixty-three  new  county  Members, 
as  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Committee  would  recollect,  that  when 
the  principle  of  schedule  I)  was  so  ably  at- 
tacked by  the  noble  l>ord,  the  member  for 
Northamptonshire,  who  moved  in  the  Com- 
mittee, in  August  last,  that  the  twenty- 
six  boroughs  then  in  schedule  D  should  re- 
turn two  Members  each,  one  principal 
ground  of  resistance  to  that  noble  Lord's 
motion  which  was  urged,  was,  that  it  went 
to  destroy  the  balance,  and  that  it  would 
be  a  sort  of  brcacli  of  faith  to  the  agricul- 
turists, if,  for  the  sake  of  getting  rid  of 
schedule  D,  they  were  to  have  added  twenty- 
six  Members  to  the  commercial  towns. 
But,  if  his  memory  served  him,  it  was  at 
the  same  time  admitted  by  mQ3t  of  the 
S))eakers,  and  on  almost  all  hands,  that 
schedule  1)  was  faulty  in  principle,  though 
the  mode  then  imposed  did  not  appear  to  the 
House  to  be  the  best  way  of  getting  rid  of 
it.  It  was  the  recollection  of  what  passed 
(hcu  which  bad  induced  him  to  guard  his 


proposition  against  any  similar  objection. 
He  did  not  propose  to  destroy  the  biuaiiee  as 
now  adjusted,  or  in  any  way  to  affect  the 
balance  or  the  numbers ;  except  that  as 
sixty-three  happened  to  be  an  odd  number^ 
that  would  make  a  difference  of  one  in  the 
numbers  he  proposed  to  create  by  his  sche- 
dule C,  as  oompared  with  the  present  sche- 
dules C  and  D  ;  and  that  one,  he  thought* 
if  it  were  given  to  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  would  not  derange  the  balance 
much,  by  being  taken  out  of  the  schedule 
of  boroughs.  His  proposition  then  rested 
upon  the  inexpediency  of  first  creating  a 
schedule  D ;  and  that  inexpediency  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  it  appeared  to  hiro« 
had  tacitly  acknowledged,  if  not  openly 
proclaimed,  in  the  course  which  they  had 
taken  as  to  these  very  schedules.  For,  by 
the  former  plan  of  these  schedules,  C  and 
D  contained  together  fifty- three  Members, 
out  of  which  actually  a  majority  was  given 
to  schedule  D ;  whereas  now,  out  of  the 
sixty-three,  less  than  one-third  were  left  in 
that  schedule.  In  short,  it  appeared  that 
having  ten  more  Members  to  give  to  the 
towns,  they  had  preferred  that  schedule  C 
should  have  nine  of  them,  rather  than  add 
ten  more  places  to  schedule  D,  at  one 
Member  a-piece.  So  that  he  thought  it 
looked  very  much  as  if  they  had  no  great 
fancy,  upon  the  whole,  for  these  Cyclopean 
boroughs  in  schedule  D.  Now,  his  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  a  schedule  D  was 
twofold ;  first,  as  to  the  places  themselves, 
because  he  thought  it  was  furnishing  the 
majority  in  those  populous  towns  with  the 
power  of  utterly  extinguishing  and  over- 
powering the  wishes  and  opiiuons  of  the 
minority ;  and  because  he  thought  nothing 
so  likely  to  provoke  violent  contests ;  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked  that,  in  many 
of  these  places,  that  majority  would  prob- 
ably be  of  the  lower,  rather  than  the 
higher  order  of  voters.  And  next,  as  to 
the  general  efiect  upon  the  country;  he 
could  imagine  no  means  more  conducive 
than  the  creation  of  this  schedule  D,  to  a 
succession  of  interminable  claims  on  the 
part  of  many  other  places,  now  treading 
close  upon  the  heels  of  the  smaller  places 
in  the  schedules,  and  which  must  infallibly 
and  irresistibly  urge  those  claims  if  they 
sec  the  principle  of  one  Member  acted  upon : 
and  he  would  ask,  what  should  we  be  then 
prepared  to  meet  them  with,  or  how  should 
we  make  room  for  them,  but  by  re-opening 
the  question  of  disfranchisement.^  How 
should  we  resist  Bradford,  in  Wiltshire,  and 
Trowbridge,    and    Doncaster  (all    abov| 
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10^000),  and  Leek,  in  Sta^ordshirej  and 
Mfliufield,  in  Nottinghamshire,  and  Congle- 
ton,  in  Cheshire,  with  little  short  of 
10,000  each,  unless  we  drew  some  definite 
line,  and  did  awav  with  this  plan  of  one 
Member  ?  These  were  some  of  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  objected  to  a  schedule  D, 
and  it  now  only  remained  for  him  to  bay  a 
few  words  with  respect  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  ventured  to  propose  to  get  rid 
of  it.  Of  course  there  were  three  wavs  of 
doing  this;  he  might  have  proposed  to 
merge  the  whole  of  D  inC,  but  that  would 
have  required  an  addition  of  disfranchise- 
ment, fur  the  two  together  would  have  re- 
quired eighty-two  Members  instead  of 
sixty-three ;  or  he  might  have  proposed  to 
omit  the  enfranchisement  of  anv  of  the 
places  now  in  schedule  D ;  but  this  would 
have  destroyed  anything  like  a  balance  be- 
tween the  new  county  and  new  borough 
Members,  as  the  former  would  then  have 
been  sixty-three,  and  the  latter  only  forty- 
four.  There  remained  the  third  course, 
which  was,  to  adhere  to  the  numbers  as 
now  proposed;  but  to  say  to  the  towns, 
'*  We  will  give  to  the  thirty-one  most  con- 
siderable among  you,  each  its  two  Members, 
and  whichever  of  you  can  prove  yourselves 
so  entitled  shall  be  enfranchised  accord- 
ingly." This,  therefore,  was  the  course 
which  he  ventured  to  propose.  He  was 
not  prepared  at  the  present  moment  to  say 
which  were  the  places  which  would  prob- 
ably fail  in  making  out  their  claim,  but 
the  test  of  houses  and  assessed  taxes  being 
once  applied  would  leave  no  doubt  or  dif- 
ficulty in  determining  that  point.  In  urg- 
ing these  considerations,  he  had  no  desire  to 
see  impaired  the  great  and  substantial  boon 
which  this  Bill  offered  to  the  people.  It 
must  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  state,  that  he 
brought  forward  this  proposition  from  no 
feeling  of  hostility  towards  the  Govern- 
ment or  their  measure.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  equally  unnecessary  for  him  to  say, 
that  their  only  title  to  his  humble  support 
must  rest  upon  the  meritsof  their  measures. 
He  trusted  that  his  conduct  as  an  unpledged 
Member  of  Parliament,  through  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  late  Bill,  would  have  suf- 
ficiently proved  that  he  was  not  one  of 
those  who  were  liberal  merely  from  com- 
pulsion, or  whose  patriotism  was  merely  to 
be  measured  by  the  extent  of  their  pledges. 
In  bringing  forward  this  alteration,  his 
only  desire  was,  that  that  settlement  to 
which  their  efforts  had  been  so  earnestly  and 
long  directed,  should  be  as  satisfactory  and 
as  nearly  final  as  possible. 


Mr.  Croker  concurred  in  the  general 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord.  Representation 
by  Inro  Members  was,  for  a  great  variety  of 
reasons,  preferiible  to  that  by  one.  And 
though,  in  the  mode  the  Ministers  had 
chosen  to  proceed,  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  effect  double  Representation  eveiy 
where,  yet  still  he  thought  that  it  might 
be  properly  introduced  in  the  cases  proposed 
bv  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
very  correctly  observed,  that  in  the  last 
Session  many  Gentlemen  had  expressed  ' 
objections  to  the  mode  of  enfiranchisiw 
towns  which  was  proposed  to  be  adopted. 
The  noble  Lord  was  also  correct  in  obserr- 
ing,  that  Ministers  had  considered  these 
objections  as  having  some  weight,  for  they 
Imd,  in  part,  acted  upon  them  in  selecting  * 
some  places  which  were  then  in  schedule  B, 
to  be  saved  from  partial  disfranchisement 
by  the  present  Bill.  He  differed,  therefore^ 
from  the  noble  Lord,  rather  in  degree  than 
in  principle.  The  proposition  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  did  not  consider  as 
opposed  to  the  prindple  of  the  Bill,  but 
upon  the  best  consideration  he  could  give 
the  question,  he  was  inclined  to  prefer  the 
mode  in  which  the  Bill  was  at  present 
shaped,  to  that  recommended  by  the  noUe 
Lord,  and  he  must,  therefore,  resist  his 
proposal. 

Consideration  of  the  schedule  postponed. 

The  Chairman  then  put  clause  4th, 
which  enacts  that  each  of  the  places  named 
in  schedule  D  shall  be  a  borough,  and 
return  one  Member  to  Parliament. 

Agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  question  on 
clause  5th  as  follows : — "  And  be  it  enacted, 
that  the  borough  of  New  Shoreham  shall, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  include  the 
whole  of  the  Rape  of  Bramber,  in  the 
county  of  Sussex,  save  and  except  such 
parts  of  the  said  rape  as  shall  be  included 
in  the  borough  of  Horsham;  by  an  Act  to 
be  passed  for  that  purpose  in  this  present 
Parliament ;  and  that  the  borough  ot  Crick- 
lade  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act» 
include  the  hundreds  and  divisions  of  High- 
worth,  Cricklade,  Staple,  Kingsbridge,  and 
Malmesbury,  in  the  county  of  Wilts,  save 
and  except  such  parts  of  the  said  hundred  of 
Malmesbury  as  shall  be  included  in  the 
borough  of  Malmesbury  by  an  Act  to  be 
passed  for  that  puri)ose  in  this  present  Par- 
liament; and  that  the  borough  of  Aylesbury 
shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,indude  the 
three  hundreds  of  Aylesbury,  in  the  county 
of  Buckingham ;    and  that  the  borough  of 
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East  Retford  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  include  the  hundred  of  Bassetlaw, 
in  the  county  of  Nottingham,  and  all  places 
locally  situate  within  the  outside  boundary 
oi  limit  of  the  hundred  of  Bassetlaw,  or 
surrounded  by  such  boundary,  and  by  any 
part  of  the  county  of  York,  or  county  of 
Lincoln." 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  objected  to  the 
maintenance  of  these  anomalous  boroughs 
cf  Shoreham,  Cricklade,  Aylesbury,  and 
Bassetlaw.  He  could  not  understand  why 
places  which,  if  they  stood  alone,  did  not 
deserve  to  be  placed  even  in  schedule  B, 
were,  by  having  been  heretofore  disfran- 
chised for  corruption,  to  preserve  the  right 
of  sending  two  Members.  He  thought  it 
would  have  been  much  better  to  deal  with 
-  these  places  according  to  the  importance  of 
the  towns,  and  not  by  preserving  the  dis- 
tricts which  had  been  created  by  the  former 
disfranchising  acts ;  but  he  would  not 
divide  the  Committee  on  the  subject — he 
only  desired  to  reconl  his  opposition  to  the 
principle. 

Mr.  Goulburn  observed,  that  this  clause 
mnoceeded  upon  a  principle  for  which 
he  and  his  right  hon.  friend  had,  in  a 
former  stage  of  the  discussion,  contended — 
namely,  that  the  boundaries  of  the  boroughs 
should  be  stated  in  this  Bill,  instead  of 
leaving  them  to  be  defined  by  another  Act. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  next  put  the  question  on 
the  clause  which  enacts,  that  the  towns  of 
Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  one  borough  ;  that 
the  towns  of  Penryn  and  Falmouth  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  one  borough ; 
that  the  towns  of  Sandwich  and  Deal  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  one  borough, 
and  that  each  borough  thus  formed  shall 
return  two  Members  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  Freshfield  objected  to  the  union  of 
the  two  towns  of  Penryn  and  Falmouth, 
which  he  believed  would  be  productive  of 
nothing  but  disgust,  confusion,  and  disorder. 
There  had  always  existed  a  considerable 
degree  of  jealousy  between  these  places. 
The  boys  belonging  to  them  were  accus- 
tomed to  fight  battles  with  each  other,  and 
no  Penryn  man  was  ever  known  to  marry 
a  Falmouth  woman,  and  vice  versa.  The 
towns  were  rivals  in  trade,  and  had  no  one 
common  interest  between  them.  If  they 
should  be  united,  every  election  would  be 
attended  with  contests  which  would  disturb 
the  public  peace.  If  Ministers  thought 
that  Falmouth  ought  to  return  a  Member, 
they  might  place  it  in  schedulde  D.  Under 


these  circumstances,  he  would  move  as  ||p 
Amendment,  that  all  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  related  to  Penryn  and  Falmouth  be 
omitted. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  all  the  in* 
formation  which  Government  had  received 
showed  the  propriety  of  uniting  the  two 
places. 

Mr.  Goulburn  complained,  that  Ministers 
kept  all  their  information  to  themselves, 
and  gave  none  of  it  to  the  House.  That 
which  they  had  received  might  be  satisfac- 
tory to  them,  but  all  the  House  had  heard 
was  quite  the  contrary.  The  local  condition 
and  circumstances  of  the  two  towns,  made 
a  union  between  them  appear  to  be  most 
unadviseable,  if  the  reports  of  Gentlemen 
connected  with  their  localities  and  situation 
could  be  relied  on. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  if  he  had  any  objection  to  lay  the  in- 
formation Ministers  had  received  with  re- 
spect to  this  particular  case  on  the  Table  of 
the  Housed 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  saw  no  neces- 
sity for  doing  so ;  the  question  was  decided 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  with- 
out any  such  information. 

Mr.  Croker :  That  question  was  decided 
under  different  circumstances;  population 
was  then  made  the  basis  of  Represent- 
ation, but  by  the  application  of  the  present 
rule,  one  of  these  towns  might  alone  be 
entitled  to  return  two  Members. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  assured  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  prevent  the  House  having  the 
same  information  as  they  had  received  during 
the  last  Session. 

The  Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  Freshfield  said,  he  had  another 
objection  to  the  wording  of  the  clause ;  as  it 
at  present  stood,  it  included  only  the 
'*  towns  "  of  Penryn  and  Falmouth,  but  the 
limits  of  the  borough  of  the  former  place 
extended  beyond  the  town.  If  these  words 
were  not  altered,  all  those  electors  who  at 
present  lived  in  that  part  of  the  borough 
would  be  disfranchised :  he  therefore  pro- 
posed to  introduce  the  words  "  borough  and 
town  "  as  applicable  to  both  places. 

Lord  J(iin  Russell  had  no  objection  to 
the  Amendment,  which  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  being  put,  that  the 
towns  of  Sandwich  and  Deal  be  considered, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  as  one  borough, 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  this  union  would  be 
very  objectionable,  as  it  would  deprive  the 
former  place  of  any  share  in  the  Represent- 
atioiii  particularly  if  the  towns  of  boti) 
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other  only  three  miles,  and  had  a  completB 
identity  of  interests,  and  lay  in  a  district 
which  would  not  hav^B  another  borougii 
within  thirty  miles  of  it.  They  wort  not 
liable  to  the  objection  made  in  the  finmer 
cas<;,  for  their  united  numbers  would  cany 
them  high  into  schedule  B ;  and  he  almoit 
flattered  himself  that,  under  such  ciieom- 
stances,  the  proposition  would  not  he  im- 
posed by  the  noble  Lords,  it  being  aoooid- 
ing  to  the  principle  they  had  adopted, 
in  the  case  of  all  the  boroughs,  old  and 
new,  which  had  had  suburbs,  districts,  and 
even  distant  towns  added  to  them.  He 
wished,  on  the  present  occasion,  only  to  call 
the  atteniiou  of  the  noble  Lord  to  these  two 
town.%  which  were  nearer  to  each  other 
thun  Deal  was  to  Sandwich,  and  quite  as 
contij;u()us  us  Falmouth  and  Penryn,  and 
which  had  this  additional  claim,  that  th^ 
were  both  of  them  now  in  possession  oif 
the  franchise,  a  cluim  of  existing  right 
which  neither  Fulniuiith  nor  Deal  had ;  ne« 
therefore,  h()i>ed  his  ]m)position  would  be 
acceded  to,  and  that  tliei^e  two  places  misht 
be  united  together,  luid  be  placed  in  sche- 
dulc  B. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  two  boroughs 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  both  inconsidcniblc  places^  and  had 
no  ))rctensions  to  the  distinction  to  return 
a  Sicmber  under  an  improved  sjutem  of 
Re])resentation. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  noUe  Lovd 
was  mistaken.  Aldeburgh  alone  stood 
forty-ninth  on  the  noble  Lord's  own  list, 
and  the  two  towns,  taken  together,  had  the 
nunil)cr  of  houses,  and  paid  a  sufficient 
amount  of  taxes  amply  to  deserve  one 
Member. 

Sir  Charles  IVcthercll  concurred  with 
the  right  hem.  Gentleman,  and  thought  it 
would  be  a  good  principle  to  unite  boroughs 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  retain  their  Re- 
presentatives. The  towns  of  Weymouth 
and  Melconibc  Regis  furnished  an  example 
of  unicm  which  ought  to  be  followed  out. 
He  would  hereafter  refer  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Croker  would  not  take  the  sense  of 
the  Committee  at  present,  but  would  renew 
his  proposition  on  some  future  occasion. 

Clause  ()th  was  then  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

The  7th  clause  was  then  read — **  And  be 
it  enacted,  that  every  city  and  borough  in 
England  which  now  returns  a  Member  or 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  (except 
the  several  cities  and  boroughs  enumerated 
in  the  said  schedule  Aj  and  the  several 


dtuded.  Hf.  therefore,  l)egged  leave  to 
ask  the  nnbic  Ix)rd  if  that  was  to  be  the 
caser 

Lord  Jnhn  Hiuscll:  It  was;  Inith  the 
towns  of  Upper  and  Lower  Deal  were  to 
be  included  within  the  Inmndaries  of  the 
borough. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  remark  of  the 
noble  I^nl  furni.Hhed  the  stnmgest  argu- 
ment he  had  yet  heard  of  the  necessity  of 
having  the  Boundary  Act  b'jfore  them. 

An  Hon,  Mem/ter  said,  the  inhabitants  of 
all  those  places  deprecated  the  union. 

Mr.  Croker  beggcjd  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  proposition  he  was 
about  to  make.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House,  that  he  had  last  year 
objected  to  the  uniting  of  boroughs ;  but 
now,  when  he  found  that  it  was  proixi^ed 
to  extend  the  boundaries  of  several  places 
by  the  addition  of  suburbs,  and  even  dis- 
tant places,  he  thought  it  his  duty,  on  the 
principles  thus  adopt'jd  by  xMinisters,  to 
])ro]K)se  a  union  of  two  other  sets  of  bo- 
roughs, much  nearer  to,  and  more  closely 
connected  with  each  other,  than  Falniouth 
and  Fenr>'n,  which  they  had  just  voted,  or 
than  a  dozen  places  which  were  united  by 
schedules  C  and  D.  The  House  must 
hear  in  mind  that  Aldlwrough,  in  York- 
shire, was  taken  out  of  srhedule  A  last 
year,  by  the  additicm  of  a  neighbouring 
parish,  which  made  up  the  necessary  amount 
of  population  which  entitled  it  to  retain 
its  franchise.  Now,  that  parish  contained 
the  borough  of  Boroughhridge,  which  lay 
within  a  few  furlongs  of  Aldborough,  and 
which  he  thought  ought,  according  to  the 
principle  adopted  in  this  Bill,  to  be  added  to 
it.  lie  should  not  have  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion in  proposing  to  tjikc  the  sense  of  the 
f  louse  OTi  this  reasona])k:  proposition,  did  he 
not  lind,  that  these  bort)iigiis,  tlnis  united, 
would  only  stand  fifty-sixth  in  the  list ;  and, 
therefore,  observing  the  rule  he  had  always 
prescribed  to  himself,  of  not  troubling  the 
Committee  when  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
not  departed  from,  he  would  not  press  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  point,  unless,  on  further 
iutiuiry  and  calculation,  he  found  that  Ald- 
borough and  Boroughhridge  imited  would 
stand  fifty-seventh  or  fifty-eighth  in  the 
list,  in  which  case  he  should  move,  on  the 
Report,  their  insertion  under  those  numbers 
in  schedule  B.  The  other  boroughs  the 
union  of  which  he  projioscd,  were  Aldeburgh 
and  Orfonl,  in  Suflblk— these  towns  were 
situated  on  the  same  river,  or  rather  within 
the  same  harbour.     They  were  considered 


747 


CommitUe — 


{Jiiv.  23} 


second  Day, 


758 


borouffhs  of  New  Shoreham^  CrickladcH 
Ajrlesbury,  and  East  Retford)  shall,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  include  the  place  or 
places  respectively  which  shall  be  com- 
prehended within  the  l)oundaries  of  such 
city  or  borough,  as  such  boundaries  shall 
be  settled  and  described  by  an  Act  to 
be  passed  for  that  purpose  in  this  present 
Paniamentj  which  Act,  when  passed, 
ahall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  part 
of  this  Act,  as  fully  and  effectually  as 
if  the  same  were  incorporated  herewith ; 
mnd  that  erery  such  city  or  borough  shall, 
together  with  the  place  or  places  respect- 
ively so  to  be  comprehended  therein  a^ 
aforesaid,  be  a  city  or  borough  fur  the 
purpose  of  returning  a  Member  or  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  all  future  Parliaments. 

Sir  Richard  Vifvyan  said,  when  the  first 
Reform  Bill  was  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  Ministers  pro- 
posed to  take  upon  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  appointing  the  Commissioners, 
who  were  to  determine  the  boundaries  of 
the  respective  boroughs;  but  this  intention 
was  mbandoned,  and  it  was  settled  they 
were  to  be  appointed  by  the  Act  itself. 
These  Commissioners  accordingly,  on  the 
Bill  passing  that  House,  proceeded  upon 
their  duties,  and  the  result  of  their  labours 
was  now  to  be  brought  before  them.  He 
therefore  wished  their  divisions,  additions, 
and  distinctions  to  be  clearly  understood, 
that  the  House  might  not  proceed  without 
that  due  deliberation  which  the  importance 
of  the  question  fully  deserved.  He  there- 
fore should  propose  that  their  report  should  be 
referred  to  a  select  Committee,  to  be  chosen 
by  ballot,  which  Committee  sliould  have 
the  power  to  call  for  evidence  and  records, 
to  enable  them  to  arrive  at  an  equitable 
conclusion  with  respect  to  the  boundaries 
of  the  respective  boroughs  which  would  be 
submitted  to  them.  At  the  same  time  he 
must  sav,  that  the  returns  now  before  the 
House  went  into  the  very  minutiee  of  the 
cases  of  certain  boroughs. 

Lord  AU/iorp  said,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  that  had  taken  place,  it  had  been 
repeatedly  urged,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
have  every  particular  species  of  information 
clearly  defined ;  with  that  view  it  was,  that 
in  a  certain  number  of  boroughs  the  names 
of  the  owners  of  houses,  their  situation, 
and  the  extent  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
borough  itself,  were  particularly  described. 

Sir  llolterl  Peel  said,  no  definite  instruc- 
tioiks  ap|)earcd  to  have  been  given  to  the 
Commissioners,  relating  to  the  boundaries  of 
boroughs ;  local  knowledge  of  the  various 


places  detected  many  errors  in  the  return^ 
As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  shoflS 
apply  this  rule  to  Tamworth,  and  he, 
therefore,  begged  leave  to  ask,  was  it  in- 
tended to  include  the  whole  of  that  town 
within  the  limits  of  the  borough,  and  for 
what  portion  of  it  were  the  assessed  taxes 
calculated.^ 

Lord  John  Russell  s^id,  the  document  on 
the  Table  proceeded  from  the  returning 
officer  of  Tamworth.  It  certainly  did 
him  no  credit,  for  it  appeared  so  inaccurate 
on  the  face  of  it,  that  another  return  had 
been  required,  and  he  believed  the  latter 
would  be  found  correct. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Then,  according  to  the 
noble  Lord's  own  showing.  Government 
had  been  at  the  expense  of  printing  returns 
which  they  knew  to  be  inaccurate.  What 
object  could  they  have  in  view,  and  how 
could  any  person  say  it  was  a  document 
prepared  by  the  returning  officer,  when 
even  his  name  was  not  signed  to  it  ? 

Sir  Charles  JVetherell  said,  these  returns 
had  already  run  to  the  length  of  eight  or 
ten  fulio  volumes,  without  containing  cor- 
rect information.  If  nobody  else  did,  he, 
therefore,  would  move  to  suspend  the  clause 
till  the  information  laid  on  the  Table  was 
accessible  in  a  convenient  form,  and  toler- 
ably accurate. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  had  last  Session 
censured  the  Government  for  intrusting 
the  settlement  of  boroughs  to  persons  with- 
out adequate  information,  now  turned 
round  and  found  fault  with  the  Govern- 
ment for  laying  too  much  information  on 
the  Table.  The  Ministers  thought  it  right 
to  lay  every  species  of  information,  as  it 
was  sent  to  them,  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  inaccurate  return, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord,  was  made  by 
the  returning  officer,  who  was  the  officer  of 
the  Government;  but  it  seemed  that  the 
return  made  by  the  Town  Clerk,  who 
was  the  officer  of  the  borpugh,  was  correct. 

Mr.  James  L,  Knight  said,  a  complaint 
made  against  the  last  Bill  w*a8,  that  it  sus* 
pended  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  but 
this  clause  did  that  very  thing.  It  pro- 
vided **  that  the  boundaries  of  cities  and 
boroughs  shall  be  settled  and  described  by 
an  Act  to  be  passed  for  that  purpose  in 
this  present  Parliament,  which  Act,  when 
passed,  shall  be  taken  to  be  part  of  this 
Act.''  He  should,  therefore,  give  notice, 
that  this  Bill  should  not  take  effect  till  the 
Bill  providing  a  constituency  and  boun4<« 
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ties  of  boroughs  should  be  passed  into  a 
w.  He  would  make  such  a  motion  at  the 
end  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said.  Ministers  appeared 
determined  to  decide  the  question  first,  and 
give  the  necessary  information  afterwards. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  he  must  protest  against 
an  opposition  to  this  clause  being  imputed 
to  disinclination  to  Reform.  Keform  he 
was  determined  to  advocate;  but  the  pro- 
vision contained  in  this  clause  he  would 
steadily  resist.  This  provision,  in  all  its 
new  and  dangerous  universality,  had  no 
necessary  connexion  with  any  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  BilL  Neither  the  excision  of 
all  nomination  or  corrupt  boroughs,  nor  the 
enfranchisement  intended  by  the  Bill,  re- 
quired the  extraordinary  powers  and  pro- 
ceedings which  this  clause  would  confer 
and  promote.  The  House  probably  had 
not  attended  to  the  comprehensive  nature 
of  the  measure  this  section  propounded — 
otherwise  they  would  perceive,  that  there 
was  no  Member  who  might  not  be  affected 
by  its  operation,  or  whose  constituents  it 
might  not  injure,  alarm,  or  excite.  Had 
the  clause  only  declared  that  the  boundaries 
of  all  new  boroughs  intended  to  be  created 
by  the  Bill,  or  the  boroughs  included  in  its 
schedules,  should  be  subject  to  such  ar- 
rangements as  the  Commissioners  might 
suggest,  as  the  Government  might  approve, 
and  as  Parliament,  by  a  Boundary  Bill, 
might  enact,  so  far  these  arrangements 
would  have  been  considered  as  expedient, 
and  been  deemed  connected  with  the  cause 
of  Reform.  But  when  the  clause  ventured 
to  enact  that  every  city  and  borough  in 
England  should  be  subjected  to  intermed- 
dling and  change,  and,  though  otherwise 
unanected  by  the  Bill,  might  be  visited  by 
these  Commissioners,  and  be  liable  to  such 
additions,  or  subtractions,  or  change,  as  they 
thought  proper  to  advise,  it  presented  a 
needless  and  dangerous  innovation  against 
which  the  precautionary  voice  should  be 
raised,  and  which  should  be  steadily  and 
sternly  opposed.  As  though  there  were 
not  already  sufficient  difficulties  in  the 
pathway  of  Reform,  by  thb  provision  new 
trouble  and.  dangers  were  formed ;  a  new 
apple  of  discord  was  to  be  cast  into  every 
hamlet  of  the  country,  and  new  sparks 
were  to  be  struck  to  enkindle  strife  and 
conflagration,  where  all  hitherto  had  been 
tranquillity  and  content.  What  had  already 
occurred  under  an  intimation  of  this  pro- 
vision, made  him  deprecate  the  changes 
thus  to  be  introduced.  By  this  provision, 
the  boundaries  of  the  largest  and  most  po- 


pulous boroughs  might  be  subject  to  dis- 
cussion and  change.  Their  antiquity,  their 
extent,  their  local  distinctness,  the  number 
of  the  independent  electors  they  contained, 
would  afford  no  protection  from  the  objec- 
tions and  conflicts  which  the  demon  spirit 
of  change,  urged  on  by  the  ambitious^  or 
the  interested,  or  the  prejudiced,  would 
obtrude  and  create.  Who  did  not  know 
that  an  opportunity  would  be  hereby  af- 
forded for  those  intrigues  and  attempts 
which  the  histories  of  all  boroughs  record- 
ed? The  owner  of  contiguous  houses  might 
seek  to  add  value  to  his  estate,  and  acquire 
power  for  himself.  Some  noble  or  wetutby 
proprietor  of  adjoining  estates  would  seek 
to  create  a  political  influence,  by  additions 
he  might  propose,  injurious  to  the  freedom 
of  the  people,  and  that  independence  the 
House  professed  to  desire.  Applications 
would  be  invited ;  discussions  would  ensue; 
misrepresentations  probably  would  triumph, 
as  individual  interest  would  be  more  acute^ 
and  clamorous,  and  persevering,  than  the 
general  body  of  a  constituency  whose  riehts 
might  be  prejudiced  and  honour  assaued. 
As  far,  too,  as  the  convenience  and  cha- 
racter of  that  House  were  concerned,  he  felt 
there  were  objections  to  the  clause.  By 
this  provision  many  additional  cases  might 
be  appended  to  that  Boundary  Bill,  wmch 
would  be  sufficiently  voluminous  and  per- 
plexing, if  confined  only  to  the  boroughs 
which  the  schedules  aflected.  Hours  and 
days,  and  weeks  and  months,  would  scarce 
suffice  for  the  investigation  of  the  new  and 
needless  subjects  that  would  be  forced  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  from 
which  no  adequate  advantage,  either  local 
or  public,  could  ever  result.  Under  such 
convictions  he  should  now  propose,  as  an 
amendment,  that  the  following  words  be 
omitted — "  Every  city  and  borouf^h  in 
England  which  now  returns  a  Member  or 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  (except 
the  several  cities  and  boroughs  enumerated 
in  the  said  schedule  A,  and  the  several  bo- 
roughs of  New  Shoreham,  Cricklade, 
Aylesbury,  and  East  Retford)" — and  that 
the  following  words  be  introduced,  "  Every 
borough  in  England  enumerated  in  the 
said  schedules,  B,  C  and  D."  That  amend- 
ment,  he  trusted,  the  House  would  sanc- 
tion, and  even  the  Government  approve; 
as,  while  it  averted  the  general  interfer- 
ence which  he  deprecated  and  condemned, 
it  would  provide  for  all  the  interference 
and  arrangement  which  the  cause  of  Reform 
could  require. 

Mr*  Robinson  supported  Uie  aisoiidment« 
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If  the  dause^  as  proposed^  was  carried  into 
effect,  he  was  convinced  it  would  lead  to 
results  which  the  Government  would  de- 
plore. It  would  disturb  the  settlement  of 
ancient  boroughs,  and  would  be  a  gra- 
tuitous insult  upon  those  places  where  no 
causes  for  complaint  had  ever  arisen. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  opposed  it.  He 
thought  the  alteration  in  many  places 
made  it  necessary  to  include  within  the 
limits  of  boroughs,  the  inhabitants  who 
lived  outside  their  ancient  walls;  generally 
qieaking,  the  most  respectable  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  these  places  lived  in  the  suburbs, 
and  had  at  present  no  votes. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  if  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  were  agreed  to, 
the  boundaries  of  many  a  borough  would 
exclude  the  constituency  of  the  town  be- 
longing to  it. 

Mr.  Croker  had  always  been  of  opinion, 
that  those  additional  parts  of  certain  towns 
should  be  added  to  the  boroughs  to  which 
they  were  attached,  but  the  objection 
now  made,  and  in  which  he  concurred,  was, 
that  they  were  about  to  subject  every  bo- 
rough in  England  to  the  operation  of  the 
TOoposed  Boundary  Bill,  and  this  Boundary 
Bill  was  still  in  embryo,  so  that,  if  some 
additional  provisions  were  not  added  to  the 
clause,  and  by  any  accident  the  Parliament 
should  be  dissolved,  the  greatest  confusion 
would  inevitably  ensue. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  were  several 
places  where  it  would  be  very  desirable  to 
add  the  other  parts  of  the  town  to  the  bo- 
rough, and  he  thought  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
fine the  operation  of  the  clause  within  its 
proper  limits.  He  would  take  the  case  of 
Tarn  worth,  where  the  castle  was  built 
before  the  Conquest,  and  the  Charter  was 
granted  by  Queen  Elizabeth.  He  did  by 
no  means  desire  to  prevent  the  inhabitants 
of  all  parts  of  the  town  from  being  allowed 
to  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament,  but  he 
wished  the  limits  of  the  borough,  as  settled 
by  ancient  records,  should  be  preserved. 

Mr.  TTtVi^^  begged  to  understand  whether 
a  formal  advantage  was  to  be  taken  to 
resist  the  amendmer.t  he  had  proposed,  be- 
cause he  had  not  interfered  when  the 
Chairman  was  reading  the  early  part  of  the 
clause. 

Lord  Allhorp  said,  he  considered  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  allowed  the  proper  time  to 
go  by  before  he  had  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Wilks  begged  leave  to  give  notice, 
that  he  should  propose  the  Amendment  on 


the  bringing  up  of  the  Report,  as  the  quea* 
tion  was  too  important  to  be  eluded  by  a 
side  wind. 

Mr.  James  L,  KniglU  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment as  an  addition  to  the  Clause,  to  the 
following  effect,  "  Provided  also,  that  this 
Act  shall  not  take  effect  till  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment settling  the  boundaries  and  constituency 
of  boroughs  shall  be  passed."  He  had  appre- 
hended that  the  Bill  was  not  to  take  effect 
until  that  point  had  been  accomplished,  but 
the  clause  as  it  stood  seemed  to  allow  it 
might  be  brought  into  operation  before  the 
Boundary  Bill  passed,  by  which  great  incon- 
venience might  arise  to  the  old  constituency; 
he  therefore  desired  its  effects  should  be 
limited  by  the  provision  he  had  proposed. 
He  believed  no  substantial  objections  could 
be  made  to  the  adoption  of  these  words  as 
part  of  the  clause,  and,  therefore,  he  now 
begged  leave  tu  move  that  they  be  inserted 
therein. 

Sir  Charles  Welherell  considered  the 
Amendment  absolutely  necessary,  and  he 
trusted  the  noble  liord  did  not  think  it 
was  brought  forward  to  create  delay  and 
cause  vexation.  The  clause  certainly  could 
not  be  agreed  to  without  some  such  addi- 
tional provision  as  was  proposed  by  hLs 
hon.  and  learned  friend. 

Lord  Althorp  considered  the  Amendment 
unnecessary,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood  at  present,  contained  a  clause  provid- 
ing against  the  contingency  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  supposed 
to  be  possible. 

Mr.  Gonlburn  thought,  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Knight),  that  if  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament  should  take 
place  before  the  passing  of  the  intended 
Boundary  Bill,  many  boroughs  would  have 
no  constituency. 

Lord  Allhorp  said,  that  he  should  have 
no  objection  to  consider  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  it  were 
brought  forward,  not  as  an  Amendment, 
but  as  a  separate  clause. 

Mr.  Knight  said,  that  if  he  understood 
from  the  noble  Lord  that  such*  a  clause 
would  be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  he  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 

Lord  Althorp  trusted  that  he  should  not 
be  pressed  to  divide  at  once  on  a  proposi- 
tion for  which  he  was  wholly  unprepared. 

Mr.  Goulhurn  said,  they  had  better  de- 
lay the  further  consideration  of  the  subject, 
to  allow  the  noble  Lord  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  matter  maturely.  In  many 
boroughs  it  was  a  question  affecting  the 
rights  of  property  as  well  as  of  voting. 
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Mr.  WiUiam  Bankes  saiil,  that  since  it 
appeared  that  t]ic  nohle  Lord  had  met 
with  an  unexpected  difTiculty,  which  he 
required  time  to  consider,  surely  he  would 
not  require  Gentlemen  upon  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  to  divide  at 
once  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  it  at  prcs;.'nt 
stood^  without  having  time  to  consider 
whether  the  Amendment  now  proposed 
would  he  equally  effectual  if  pmposed 
as  a  se))arate  clause. 

Mr.  Croker  suggested  that  the  Chair- 
man should  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Agreed  to.     The  House  resumed. 

Vkstries*  Act  AaiENDMKXT  Bill.] 
Sir  John  HiMoufie  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Wstries*  Act  Amendment  bill. 
Its  object  was  to  imj)rove  the  fonuer  Bill 
in  certain  matters  of  detail ;  without  such 
improvement,  indeed,  the  present  law  would 
be  inoperative.  In  the  late  Act  it  was 
enacted  that  it  should  not  be  compulsorily 
adopted  in  any  parish  except  one  half  of  all 
the  parishioners  attended  the  Vestry  and 
voted  for  its  adoption,  but  that  no  parishioner 
should  be  at  liberty  to  vote  until  he  had 
paid  up  all  his  arrears  of  parochial  taxes. 
It  was  not  stated  in  the  Act  what  were  to 
be  deemed  parochial  taxes,  and  he  imme- 
diately thought  difficulties  would  arise  on 
that  account,  and  he,  accordingly,  had 
moved  for  certain  returns  to  elucidate  the 
question ;  by  these  returns  he  understood, 
that  in  the  parish  of  St.  James's,  West- 
minster, out  of  2,S.50  persons  who  were 
rated,  only  135  persons  would  be  qualified 
to  vote.  In  fact,  the  whole  power  of  the 
]nirish  was  in  the  hands  of  those  who  re- 
fused to  attend  the  Vestry,  or  even  to 
(jualify  themselves  to  vote,  because  the  ex- 
isting law  had  not  specifically  defuied  what 
were  or  what  were  not  to  be  considered 
parochial  taxes.  His  great  object  by  the 
proposed  Bill,  therefore,  was,  to  declare  and 
define  exactly  the  qualification  of  a  voter, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  aUow  the 
Bill  to  go'  into  a  Committee  to  have  that 
(|uestion  fully  discussed.  He  had  (me  or 
two  further  Amendments  to  proj)08e  of  a 
trifling  nature,  he  therefore  begged  leave 
lo  move,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  Mnckiunon  said,  he  had  Ijeen  in- 
trusted with  a  ])etition  against  the  Bill,  by 
some  of  the  most  respectable*  land  and 
hoiisf  holders  of  MarylelMme  parish  ;  he 
httd  been  prevented  from  ])resenting  that 
petition  at  an  early  period  of  the  evening, 


by  the  long  discussion  which  took  place  oa 
the   Irish  tithe  petition.     As  the  rules  of 
the  House  prevented  him  from  then  pre- 
senting   it,  he    would  proceed   briefly  to 
state  his  reasons  for  opposing  the  second 
reading    of   the   Bill.     The    Vestry   Bill 
that  passed  last  Session,  enacted  that  two- 
thirds  of    the  rate-^Kiyers   in  any  parish 
must  give  their  consent,  in  order  to  carry 
its  provisions  into  operation.      This  was  a 
fair  majority  of  the  parish,  and  an  eouitable 
enactment.      Rut  the  present  Bill  upset 
the   whole  of  that  clause,   and  gave  the 
entire  control  and  choice  of  the  parish  to 
the  majority  of  those  who  might  be  as* 
semblecl  at  a  vestr}'  mectine,  on  four  days* 
notice  being  given.      Coulu  any  provisions 
of  an   enactment    be   more    prepostenros 
than   this.^      It   was    notorious    that,  in 
the  metropolis,  in  the  months  of  August 
and  September,   most  of  the  upper  and 
middle    classes  went  out    of  town,  and 
those  who  did  remain  commonly  at  that 
season  of  the  year,  left  town  on  a  Satur« 
day  and  returned  on  the  following  Mon- 
day.     If  notice,  therefore,  of  a  vestty  meet- 
ing for  this  purpose  was  given  on  a  Friday, 
the  parties  most  interested,    from    their 
wealth  and  station  in  life,  might  be  absent 
(m    the    Saturday,  Sunday,  and  part  of 
Monday;   and  on   Tuesday    the  meeting 
would  take  place,  and  be  attended,  perhaps, 
by  ten,  or  fifteen,  or  twenty  persons,  little 
above  the  station   of  those  who  received 
parish  relief;   and  a  majority  of  such  per- 
sons, so  assembled,  was  to  be  considered  as 
conveying  the  sense  of  the  parish  under 
this  Bill.     Again,  the  Bill  enacted  that  the 
parishioners  paying  }x)or-rates  alone  should 
be  entitled  to  vote,  without  specifying  that 
all    other    parochial    rates  must    a£o  be 
paid.     What  did  this  distinction  amount 
to  but   an  attack  on  the  Church,  and  an 
indueement  to  those    (already  disinclined 
in  many  places  to  do  so)  not  to  pay  the 
Church-rate?     There  was  also  a  proviso 
inserted  in  one  of  these  clauses,  that  all 
parishes  out  of  the  city   of  Ixmdon  or 
liberties  of  Westminster,  should  have  the 
qualification   reduced   from    40/1    to    25/L 
'rhe     parish    of   Marylebone,    the   most 
populous  and  wealthy  parish  in  Cheat  Bri- 
tain, was  thereby  left  out  of  the  exception, 
and  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  a  small 
petty  parish  in  a  country  town,  while  the 
other  parishes  in  London  and  Westminster 
were   to   retain   the  qualification  of   4(V. 
How  was  it  possible  tor  the  hon.  member* 
for   Westminster   to    reconcile  himself  to 
such  monsti*ous  absurdities  as  these  ?     The 
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fact  was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  got  the 
last  bill  passed  in  order  to  obtain  popularity 
vfith  his  constituents,  the  radical  portion 
of  whom,  however,  were  not  satisfied  with 
it,  and  now  urj^  him  on  to  carry  this  new 
republican  Bill  through  the  House.     This 
Bill,  in  sliort,  was  quite  the  prototype  of 
the  Reform  Bill ;   which,  if  it  was  passed, 
would  please  no  one,  and  its  framers  would 
be  obliged,  in  order   to  secure  their  mob 
popularity,  to  amend  it  next  year  by  one 
still  more  popular,  till  at  last  the  proposed 
Universal  Suffrage  and  Election  by  Ballot 
be  carried.  I  le  intended  to  oppose  both  these 
measures,  and  he  now  moved  that  this  Bill 
be  read  a  seoond  time  tliLn  day  six  months. 
Mr.   Jb/ifi    Weyland  said,   that   if    the 
2.800  rate-payers  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  only  pay   up  their   rates, 
they  would  be  able  to  vote  under  the  last 
Act.     The  only  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  promote  the  ambitious  views  of  those 
pertons  who  desired,   for  their  own  pur- 
poses, that  every  parish  should  be  placed 
under  the  control  of  the  lowest  class  of  the 
householders. 

Mr.  iMmh  joined  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  in  requesting  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  press  the  Bill.  It 
•eemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  premature  piece 
of  legislation,  for  the  bill  which  passed 
last  Sessiim  had  not  vet  been  tried.  It 
would  not  come  into  operation  until  March 
next,  and  it  ought  to  have  a  fair  trial  be- 
fore the  House  agreed  to  set  aside  its  pro- 
visions for  the  Amendments  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  also  thought,  that  the 
Bill  (mssed  in  the  last  Session  ought  to  be 
fairlv  tried  before  the  House  entertained 
any  new  proposition. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  see  so  much  op- 
position offered  to  the  Bill  in  its  present 
stage.  The  bill  of  last  Session  was  a 
ffood  Bill  when  it  went  up  to  the  Lords, 
but  some  of  its  best  provisions  were  de- 
stroyed in  the  other  House.  If  the  Bill 
should  be  sent  to  a  C*ommittec  up-stairs,  or 
if  evidence  were  received  upon  it  at  the 
bar,  he  would  undertake  to  prove,  to  the 
satisfacti(m  of  the  House,  that  the  last 
bill,  unless  amended  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposed,  could  never  be  brought  into  opera- 
tion in  many  parishes. 

Mr.  Hujit  supported  the  original  Motion. 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  Act  m  its  present 
shape  could  be  of  uo  use. 

Sir  John  Hobhouxe  c<mtended,  that 
many  parishes  would  be  wholly  excluded 
from  the  benefits  of  the  bill  passed  last  ses- 


sion, unless  the  Amendments  proposed  Ijy 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  should  be 
adopted.     That  Act  stated,  that  every  in» 
dividual,  to  be  qualified  to  vote  at  a  pa- 
rochial meeting  for  the  adoption  or  rejection 
of  the  Act  of  last  session,  must  have  paid 
up  all  parochial  rates  within  six  months. 
Supposing,    therefore,    that   the   existing 
parochial   authorities   intended   to   oppose 
the  ado))tion  of  the  Act,  they  would  make 
a  rate  which  the  parishioners  would  resist. 
The  question  between  them  must  then  be 
decided  before  the  Courts  of  Law,  and  un- 
til it  was  so,  the  Act  could  never  be  adopt- 
ed by  the  Parisli.     Was  it  to  be  believetl 
the    House  of  Lords  calculated  bv  their 
amendments  that  the  effect  of  them  would  be 
to  throw  this  possible  )X)wer  into  the  hands  of 
the  parochial  authorities.^  Certainly  not;  but 
this  late  Act  gave  it  to  them,  notwithstand- 
ing. Then  as  to  the  question  of  what  were 
parochial  taxes,  did  hon.  Members  know 
that  the  land-tax  had  been  decided  bv  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  to  be  a  parochial 
tax.      In  Marylebone,  this  tax  was  very 
trifling ;    in   St.  James's  it  was  a  shilling 
in  the   ]K)und ;    in  other  parishes  it  had 
been  redeemed  ;  but  when  that  was  not  the 
case,  questions  of  very  great  nicety  might, 
and  did  frequently,  arise.     The  House  of 
Lords  could  have  hatl  no  desire,  when  thev 
amended   the    late   bill,    to    involve    the 
parishes  in  such  questions.  He  had  frequent- 
ly inquired  in  the  proceedings  relating  to 
this  question,  if  there  was  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  be  found  in  which  those  who 
did  not  vote  had  been  given  an  effectual 
power  to  oppose  those  who  did.     But,  by 
the  qieration  of  the  late  bill,  those  who 
stayed  away  from  a  vestry  meeting  had  a 
negative  power   of  that  sort.     Again,  all 
those  who  gave  their  votes  might  be  ex- 
amined by  the  proper  authorities  to  prove 
their  having  duly  paid  their  rates;    but 
those  who  did  not  vote  were  exempt  from 
the  same  examination.      These  consider- 
ations would,  he  hoped,  prevail  on  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman,  the  Under-Secretary  of 
I  State,  when  he  reflected  upon   them,  to 
I  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  present  mea- 
sure.     That   right  hon.  Gentleman   had 
j  approved  the  bill  of  last  session,  and  his 
:  only  objection  to  this  was,   that  it  was  ne- 
!  ccssary  to  try  how  the  former  would  work 
before  they  attempted  to  amend  it ;  but  as 
,  it  stood  at  present,  it  never  could  be  carried 
,  into  ])racticc.     He  must  further  state  to 
hon.  Gentlemen,  that  if  they  would  con- 
descend to  give  due  consideration  to  tht 
'  question,  they  would  find  that  those  who 
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bad  money  to  pay,  both  for  public  and  pa- 
rochial purposes,  required  to  have  some  con- 
trol over  those  who  were  to  dispose  of  it. 
He  had  as  great  an  objection  to  turbulence 
as  any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  but  he 
would  advise,  as  an  improvement  upon  the 
existing  state  of  affairs,  that,  instead  of  al- 
ways shutting  the  valve  downwards,  they 
should  direct  it  upwards,  and,  by  that 
means,  allow  the  efiervescence  to  escape.  He 
should,  therefore,  from  all  these  considera- 
tions, press  tlic  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  John  Weijland  explained,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  left  the  main  argument 
against  his  Bill  untouched,  and  that  was, 
that  a  small  proportion  of  the  parishion- 
ers, both  in  number  and  amount  of  rate, 
might,  by  the  means  of  it,  transfer  the 
government  of  a  parish  to  themselves; 
whereas  the  former  bill  enacted  that  only 
a  majority  of  the  whole  rate-payers  of  the 
parish,  being  present  at  a  Vestry,  whether 
nigh  or  low,  could  adopt  that  Bill.  This 
was  the  great  diiference  between  the  Bills. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  "  now"  stand  part  of  the  question. 
Ayes  40;  Noes  44?— Majority  4. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Althorpi  Vise.  I^mb,  Hon.  Geo. 

Baring,  F.  T.  Mangles,  J. 

Burge,  W.  Palmerston,  Vise. 

Campbell,  T.  Peel,  Rt.  Hon  Sir  R. 

Copeland,  Aid  Ponsonby,  Hon.  Geo. 

Courtenay,Rt.Un  T.P.  Porchester,  Lord 

Crarapton,  P.  C.  Praed,  W.  M. 

Duncannon,  Vise.  Uice,  Rl.  Hon.  T.  S. 

Dundas,  R.  A.  Jlobinson,  G.  R. 

Estcourt,T.  G.  B.  Rose,  Rt.  Hon.  SirG, 

Forbes,  Sir  C.  Ross,  C. 

Freshfield,  J.  W.  Russell,  C. 

Fresmantle,  SirT.  Sandon,  Vise. 

Goulburn,  Rt.  Hn.  H.  Smith,  R.  V. 

Graham,  Rt.  Pln.SirJ.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Grimston,  Vise.  Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.E.G . 

Herbert,  Hon.  E.G. H.  Stormont,  Vise. 

Hodgson,  F.  Wason,  VV.  R. 

Holmes,  W.  Willoughby,  Sir  H. 

Hughes,  Hughes  Vorke,  Captain 
Jenkins,  R.  Tellers. 

JollifFe,  Sir  W.  Mackinnon,  W.  A. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Weyland,  John 

List  of  the  Aves. 

fieuett,  J.  Brougham,  \V. 

Blamire,  W.  Carter,  J.  B. 

Blackney,  \V.  Calcraft,  G.  H. 

Briscoe,  J.  1.  Callev,  T. 

Blunt,  Sir  C.  Kllice,  K. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  H.  P.     Ewart,  W. 

Bourke,  Sir  J.  Gordon,  R. 


Hoskins,  K. 
Hunt,  H. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Noel,  SirG. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connor,  Don 
Paget,  T. 
Pendarvis,  E.  W. 
Phillips,  Sir  R.  B. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Spence,  G. 
Strickland,  G. 


Strait,  £• 
StnaidsLordD.C 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tbicknesse,  R. 
VenaUM,  Aid. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
WarburtOD,H. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Wood,  John 
Wyse,  T. 
Wilde,  T. 

Tellebi. 
Hume,  J. 
Hobhouae,  Sir  J.  C 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Monday^  January  24,  1832. 


MfiTDTU.]  BiDf.  Brouf ht  up  ftott  tlw 
a  first  time;  tlw  land  Revmue  ( 

Charitable  Fundi. 


Irisu  Magistracy — Fbks  on  Cos- 
missions.]  The  Earl  of  fi^ickkm  mi 
that  in  rising  to  put  a  questioa  to  theDolik 
Viscount  regarding  the  state  of  the  bilk 
Magistracy,  he  had  no  wish  to  augment  At 
embarrassment  in  which  he  knew  the  noUe 
Viscount  and  his  colleagues  in  the  Gofcn- 
ment  were  noiv  placed  by  the  diflkultoi 
dangerous  situation  of  Ireland ;  buK,  fir 
several  days  past,  he  had  been  aazioui  to 
gain  some  information  oil  the  mibject,thoii^ 
he  had  refrained  from  troubling  thgnA 
Viscount  with  any  questions^  in  the  hae 
that  he  should  bear,  directly  or  indindlyi 
something  that  would  be  satisftctoiy  npos 
the  subject.  It  was  unnecessary  for  U 
to  draw  any  picture  of  the  present  wiekhBi 
condition  of  Ireland.  One  whole  mamit, 
in  the  centre  of  the  kingdom,  was  in  sctad 
hostility  to  the  laws  of  the  countiy,  tad 
marshalled  and'  arrayed  against  the  fiaca 
of  the  State,  at  the  bidding  of  a  set  rf 
dema^gues  and  Jesuits.  Religioas  ssi- 
mosities  were  revived,  and  were  ^owog 
with  a  malignity  unprecedented  even  is 
that  country.  He  was  aware,  that  Ae 
noble  Viscount  might  allwe»  in  aasm 
to  his  observations,  that  if  there  woe 
now  no  Magistrates  in  ,the  Comuwa 
of  the  Peace  in  Ireland,'  it  was  not  At 
fault  of  the  Government ;  and  the  oobfe 
Viscount  could  make  that  allegatioa  with 
perfect  truth.  He  was  awaie,  that  it  w« 
necessary  for  Magistrates  at  the  com 
ment  of  a  new  reign  to  receiTe  nen 
missions.  He  was  aware,  that  the  ftes 
those  new  Commisnons  were  regidaled 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  thai  Aey 
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not  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Executive 
Government.  He  was  also  aware^  that  he 
might  be  told,  that  the  Government  of 
Ireland  was  guilty  of  no  fault  in  preparing 
these  new  commissions  of  the  Peace.  He 
knew  that  the  old  Commissions  were  not 
cancelled  until  due  notice  had  been  given 
to  the  Magistracy,  that  the  new  commis- 
sions were  ready  to  be  issued.  But  it  was 
a  libel  on  the  Magistracy  of  Ireland  to  sup- 
pose, that  any  portion  of  them,  in  refusing 
to  take  out  those  new  commissions,  were 
influenced  by  a  wish  to  reduce  the  paltry 
fees  ]>aid  upon  them.  He  knew  that  these 
fees  had  been  reduced  from  10/.  to  some- 
where about  3/..  and  he  would  not  degrade 
the  Magistracy  by  stopping  to  vindicate  them 
from  the  charge  of  being  reluctant  to  pay 
so  insignificant  and  wretched  a  fee.  He 
thought  it  right,  however,  to  state  the  rea- 
sons which  he  had  heard  advanced  as  the 
real  grounds  for  their  refusing  to  take  out 
these  commissions.  They  had  learned  that 
the  fees  paid  by  the  Magistrates  of  Eng- 
land, under  similar  circumstances,  were 
much  less  than  those  which  they  were 
culled  upon  to  pay ;  and  they  thought  that 
the  fees  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  reduced  to 
a  level  with  those  in  England.  They  also 
conceived,  but  erroneously,  that  the  neces- 
sity for  taking  out  these  commissions 
arose  out  of  the  act  of  last  Session  for 
the  establishment  of  Lords-lieutenant  in 
the  difierent  counties  of  Ireland :  for  thev 
supposed  that  they  had  all  received  new 
Commissions  at  the  accession  of  his  pre- 
sent Majesty,  William  4th.  They  con- 
ceived, too,  and  on  this  point  they  were 
equally  mistaken,  that  all  these  fees  were 
the  perquisites  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.  He  was  sorry  that 
they  entertained  any  such  notion.  For 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  he  entertained 
great  respect.  He  believed  him  to  be  as 
honest  and  upright  a  statesman  as  he  knew 
him  to  be  an  able  and  eloquent  orator.  It 
was  the  misfortune,  however,  of  Lord 
Plunkett,  that  the  unpopularity  of  the 
Government  to  which  lie  was  allied  was 
visited  at  present  upon  his  head.  He  was 
sure  that  their  Lordships  must  see  the  ne- 
cessity of  remedying  the  evil  which  had 
arisen  out  of  the  o|)eration  of  these  reasons. 
Let  them  suppose  what  would  be  the  con- 
sequences, if  any  one  county,  even  in  this 
tranquil  country  were  left  entirely  without 
a  Magistracy  :  and  then  let  them  judge  how 
aggravated  these  consequences  would  be 
when  such  was  actually  the  case  in  Ireland. 
He  had  that  morning  received  a  letter  from 
VOL.  IX.  {2Si} 


the  paymaster  of  the  militia  regiment  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  command,  informing 
him  that  he  could  not  transmit  the  requi- 
site affidavits,  owing  to  the  want  of  a 
Magistracy  in  the  county  to  attest  the  sig- 
natures. He  had  also  received  a  similar 
letter  from  a  very  respectable  quarter,  stat- 
ing, that  from  the  want  of  a  Magistracy, 
the  most  ordinary  magisterial  acts  could 
not  at  present  be  performed.  He  would 
add,  that  if  an  assault,  or  even  a  murder 
were  committed  —  and  there  were  such 
things  as  assaults  and  murders  in  that  part 
of  the  world — there  were  no  Magistrates 
at  present  before  whom  the  informations 
could  be  swoni.  He  therefore  rose  to  ask 
the  noble  Viscount — not  what  measure  he 
had  in  contemplation,  for  there  was  no  time 
now  for  contem])lation,  but,  what  measure 
he  had  in  preparation  or  in  progress,  to 
remedy  this  evU,  and  to  induce  the  Magis- 
trates to  resume  their  functions  ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  begged  to  acquaint 
the  noble  Earl,  that  he  had  no  measure 
either  in  progress  or  in  contemplation  upon 
the  subject.  He  hoped  that  the  statement 
which  the  noble  Earl  liad  just  made  would 
remedy  the  evils  of  which  he  had  com- 
plained ;  for  the  noble  Earl,  in  that  state- 
ment, had  explained  the  misconceptions  on 
which  he  was  convinced  the  magistracy  of 
Ireland  had  refused  to  pay  these  fees,  and 
to  take  up  their  commissions.  The  noble 
Earl  had  begun  his  question  with  a  series 
of  observations,  not  of  the  most  regular 
character,  in  which  he  had  drawn  a  picture 
of  what  he  was  pleased  to  denominate  the 
painful  state  of  Ireland.  Undoubtedly 
there  were  dangers  in  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland;  but,  without  following  the 
noble  Earl  into  the  discussion  which  he  had 
somewhat  irregularly  introduced,  he  would 
say,  from  what  had  come  to  his  own  know- 
ledge, that  the  noble  Earl  had  painted  those 
dangers  in  too  deep  colours,  and  had  attri- 
buted to  them  a  more  violent  character  than 
that  which  they  really  possessed.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Earl's  statement 
would  teach  the  Magistracy  of  Ireland  what 
course  they  ought  to  pursue.  The  Act  of 
the  1st  of  King' William  4th,  cap.  43,  did 
away  with  all  fees  payable  on  the  renewal 
of  commissions  which  expired  on  the  demise 
of  the  Crown,  but  it  also  stated,  that  the 
officers  who  prepared  those  commissions 
should  have  due  compensation  for  such  fees 
upon  terms  to  be  settled  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury.  The  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
accordingly  had  fixed  the  terms  of  that 
compensation ;  they  had  reduced  the  feet 
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from  102.  to  2/.  1 3s.  6d,,  and  the  Magistrates 
were  in  error  when  they  supposed  that 
this  was  a  larger  fee  than  that  which 
was  paid  for  the  performance  of  a  similar 
duty  in  England.  The  Commissions  of  the 
Peace  in  Ireland  were  placed  on  a  different 
footing  from  the  Commissions  of  the  Peace 
in  England.  A  Commission  of  the  Peace 
in  England  was  addressed  to  the  individual 
Magistrate  only ;  but  in  Ireland,  it  was  a 
commission  which  included  the  name  of  the 
individual  in  a  commission  that  was  made 
out  for  all  the  Magistracy  of  the  county. 
Therefore,  as  it  was  a  work  of  some  time 
and  some  labour,  the  fee  charged  was  not 
too  large  a  sum  for  the  remuneration  of  the 
officer  who  settled  the  commission.  He 
trusted  that  the  Magistrates  of  Ireland, 
when  they  read  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl,  would  listen  to  the  dictates  of  reas(m, 
and  would  not  deprive  the  country  of  the 
benefit  of  their  services.  On  these  grounds 
he  thought  that  all  further  comment  upon 
the  observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl  was  quite  unnecessary. 

Earl  Grei/  trusted,  with  his  noble  friend, 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  Magistracy  of 
Ireland  would  remedy  the  evil  of  which 
the  noble  Earl  complained.  As  there  could 
be  no  doubt  but  that  the  fees  charged  were 
legal,  he  did  not  see  liow  the  Government 
could  interfere.  At  the  same  time,  he 
wished  to  remind  their  Lordships,  that  a 
bill  had  been  brought  into  the  other  House 
some  years  ago  by  General  Ponsonby.  which 
had  for  its  object  to  do  away  with  the  ne- 
cessity of  renewing  Commissions  of  the 
Peace  on  the  demise  of  the  C.'rown,  but 
that  Bill  was  altered  in  its  progress  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  late  Lord  Castlereagh, 
and  its  operation  limited  to  the  accession 
of  George  4th,  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  commissions  which  had  lieen 
issued  during  the  Regency.  He  would 
make  no  further  remarks  on  the  noble  Earl's 
statement  with  regard  to  the  unpopularity 
of  the  Government  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  Ireland,  than  to  observe,  that  it  was  un- 
fortunate in  this  case  that  unpopularity  at- 
tached to  the  Lord  Chancellor's  Socretarj', 
who  received  only  1 7s.  ()(/.  out  of  the  sum 
of  2/.  ISs.  6d,  which  was  to  he  paid  on 
the  renewal  of  the  commissions. 

The  Earl  of  Wickloiv  deemed  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Earl  so  far  satisfactory,  that 
he  hojjed  the  Irish  Magistracy  would  l)e  in- 
duced bv  it  to  take  out  their  conimissi(ms 
without  delay.  At  the  same  same  time,  he 
must  express  a  hope  that  these  fees  would 
be  assimilated  in  England  and  Ireland. 


Viscount  Mdhomme  nid,  be  wn  not 
aware  that  any  difierenoe  fniitftd  betwra 
the  amounts  of  fees  as  payaUe  on  the  rs 
newal  of  commissions  in  ix»th  oonntrieL 

Earl  Grey  said,  there  was  such  a  difierw 
ence ;  the  ^ees  were  much  less  in  England 
than  in  Ireland. 

The  Marquis  of  Wesimeaih  ssid,  fron 
his  own  knowledge  he  could  assert,  tbst 
the  principal  objection  to  renewing  theie 
commissions  arose  from  the  amount  of  fees 
charged  upon  them. 

Convention  fob  thk  SoppRSssnxr 
OF  THE  Slave  1'radb.^  Lord  Elkih 
borough  rose  to  make  two  motions,  Ar 
returns  to  which  he  supposed  that  w 
objection  would  be  ofiered.  The  fini 
motion  was,  for  *'  An  account  of  Ae 
number  of  vessels  seised  and  cos* 
demned  in  each  year,  by  the  Mixed  Cofr 
mission  under  the  several  treaties  with 
foreign  States,  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave-trade,  specifying  the  countries  to 
which  such  vessels  belonged/'  And  Ae 
second  for — ''An  account  of  the  number  of 
vessels  belonging  to  his  Majesty's  navy, 
which  have  been  employed  from  the  yesr 
1817}  inclusive,  to  the  present  time,  voAt 
special  instruction  for  the  auppression  of 
the  Slave-trade."  He  would  ainul  hinudf 
of  this  opportunity  to  make  a  few  obsem- 
tions  on  the  convention  which  had  been 
recently  made  between  his  Majesty  and  tke 
king  of  the  French,  for  the  more  eflectosl 
suppressiim  of  the  slave-trade^  and  to  sA 
for  explanations  on  one  or  two  points  coa- 
nected  with  it  from  the  noble  £arl  at  fke 
head  of  his  Majesty's  Government.  Wka 
he  heard  the  expression  used  faj  his  Ma- 
jesty in  his  most  gracious  Speedi  on  tbe 
opening  of  Parliament — namely,  that  CUi 
ccmvention  had  for  its  basis  the  oonoesMB 
of  reciprocal  riglits,  and  would,  he  tmsled, 
enable  the  naval  forces  of  the  two  coantria^ 
by  their  combined  efforts,  to  acoompUsh  sa 
object  which  was  felt  by  both  to  be  ao  ib- 
Iiortant  to  the  interests  of  humanity— 
when,  he  repeated,  he  heard  that  r  ipiciiina 
fall  from  his  Majesty, .  he  did  expert 
that  the  treaty  so  concluded  would  be  not 
less  efficient  than  preceding  treaties. 
( Treat,  however,  lud  been  hia  disappoinl- 
ment  on  reading  the  convention  whHm  hsd 
\}Qv\\  recently  placed  on  their  LoidsbipB* 
Table,  for  he  found  it  much  less  efldeat 
than  those  which  had  gone  before  it.  Fint 
of  all,  it  wanted  the  instructions  whid 
formed  part  of  all  the  other  treaties: 
it  wanted  a  provision  for  tbe  ii 
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cation  of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  in  case  of 
any  abuse  of  the  rieht  of  search  now  con- 
ceded;   and  last  of  all,  the  limits  under 
which  that  right  of  search  was  to  be  exer- 
cised were  more  strict  and  definite  than 
they  had   been  in    any  former    treaties. 
There    was    no    such    limitation    in  the 
treaties  which  we  had  formed  with  Spain 
and  with  Portugal,  in  which  the  right  of 
search  had  been  reciprocally  conceded,  as 
was    contained  in   this  treaty.      In    the 
treaties  with  Sweden  and  with  the  Nether- 
lands it  was  provided  that  the  right  of 
search  should  not  be  exercised  in  the  Medi- 
terranean or  in  any  other  European  sea — a 
limitation  which  made  the  right  of  search 
as  extensive  as  it  was  necessary,  inasmuch 
as  no  slave-trade  was  carried  on  within 
those  seas.    In  this  treaty  the  limits  were 
more  restricted  than  in  any  other,  for  they 
were  confined  to  that  part  of  the  wcztem 
coast  of  Africa  which  runs    from    Cape 
Verd  to  ten  degrees  south  of  the  Equator  ; 
to  the  islands  of  Madagascar,  Cuba,  and 
Pdrto    Rico,   and    a    distance  of  twenty 
leagues  from  their  coasts ;  and  to  the  same 
distance  from  the  coast  of  Brazil.      More- 
over, the  right  of  search   was  not  to  be 
exercised  beyond  those  limits,  unless  the 
cruisers  to  whom  it  was  given  came  up 
with  the  slave-ship  beyond    those  limits 
without  havine  ever  lost  sight  of  her ;  so 
that,  if  a  night  intervened,  the  right  of 
search  could  not  be  exercised  beyond  the 
space  which  he  had  already  mentioned.     If 
their  Lordships  would  only  take  this  point 
into  their  consideration,  they   would  sec 
that  thb  limitation  nullified  the  provisions 
which  were  included  in  the  treaties  which 
we  had  made  with  the  other  four  Powers. 
There  was  another  difference  between  this 
convention  and  the  preceding  conventions, 
which  he  deemed  still    more    important. 
In  the  conventions  with  Spain  and  Portugal 
there  was  no  limitation  as  to  the  number  of 
vessels  of  each  kingdom  which  were  to  be 
employed  under  them.     In  the  conventions 
with  the  Netherlands  and  with  Sweden, 
there  was  a  limitation  that  not  more  than 
twelve  vessels  should  be  so  employed.     But 
in  this  convention  it  was  provided,  that  in 
no  case  should  the  number  of  the  cruisers 
of  the  one  nation  be  more  than  double  the 
number    of   the    cruisers    of   the   other. 
France,  therefore,  by  declining  to  employ 
any  vessels,  would  prevent  us  from  em- 
ploying any,  and  would  thus  be  enabled 
to   nullify   every  pn) vision  of  the  treaty. 
There   was  also  an   article   in  this   con- 
Tcntion,  by  which  the  contracting  parties 


to  it  agreed  to  invite  the  other  maritime 
powers  to  accede  to  it  within  as  short  a 
period  as  possible,  so  that  any  maritime 
power,  by  declining  to  employ  any  ve^l, 
miffht  nullify  this  convention  with  regard 
bom  to  England  and  to  France.  It  could 
not  be  desired  by  us,  that  the  four  Powers 
to  whom  he  had  already  alluded — namely, 
Spain,  Portugal,  Sweden,  aud  the  Nether- 
lands, should  accede  to  this  convention, 
inasmuch  as  they  would  be  less  restricted 
by  it  than  they  were  at  present.  Under  all 
the  other  treaties  the  vessels  seized  were 
carried  before  a  mixed  commission.  By  the 
present  convention,  the  vessels  captured  for 
being  engaged  in  the  slave-trade,  or  as 
being  suspected  of  being  fitted  out  for  that 
infamous  trafRc,  were  to  be  delivered  over 
without  delay  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
nation  to  which  they  belonged,  and  were 
only  to  be  judged  acoordine  to  the  laws  in 
force  in  that  nation.  This  clause  of  the 
convention,  therefore,  enable^  France,  by 
a  change  in  her  municipal  laws,  to  deprive 
the  treaty  of  any  value.  When  he  made 
these  observations  on  the  discrepancies  of 
this  convention  and  of  its  predecessors,  he 
trusted  that  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
he  objected  to  the  Government  for  having 
made  some  concession  with  regard  to  the 
mixed  commission;  for  he  knew  that  in 
America,  and  he  believed  in  France  also, 
there  prevailed  great  objections  to  allowing 
their  citizens  to  be  tricxi  by  a  mixed  com- 
mission. Neither  did  he  object  to  the 
Government  having  agreed  to  tnese  narrow 
limits,  if  wider  ones  could  not  be  obtained. 
What  he  objected  to  was  this :  that  Go- 
vernment had  accompanied  this  convention 
with  provisions  which  enabled  France,  if 
so  inclined,  to  nullify  it  altogether.  In 
every  other  convention,  the  mstructions 
accompanied  the  convention;  here  they 
were  to  be  drawn  up  and  agreed  upon  by 
the  two  Governments :  so  that,  until  they 
were  drawn  up  and  agreed  upon,  the  con- 
vention was  a  dead  letter.  The  instructions 
here  were  extraneous  from  the  treaty,  and 
must  form  a  supplemental  treaty  by  them- 
selves ;  and  very  important  and  very  deli- 
cate would  be  the  question,  when  the  two 
Governments  should  come  to  consider  what 
the  instructions  ought  to  be.  The  instruc- 
tions would  be  most  important  as  to  what 
should  be  admitted  to  be  proof  that  a 
vessel  was  engaged  in  the  slave-trade,  or 
that  it  was  fitted  out  with  a  view  of  being 
engaged  in  that  trade,  when  there  were  no 
slaves  on  board.  There  were  also  cases 
which  ought  to  be  excepted  from  seUore^ 
2C2 
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where  there  were  slaves  on  board  a  vessel 
cither  as  servants  or  as  sailors,  and  not  for 
traffic.  In  our  trading;  vessels  from  the 
East  and  West  Indies  it  was  possible  that 
slaves  might  be  on  board  under  circum- 
stances which  would  render  it  difficult  to 
decide  whether  they  were  slaves  or  not. 
There  was  another  point  of  importance  on 
which  it  would  be  necessary  that  there 
should  be  .some  pcxsitive  instruction,  and 
that  was,  what  should  be  the  right  of  search 
when  a  vessel  was  under  the  C(mvov  of  a 
vessel  of  war  belonging  to  another  State. 
That  would  be  a  question  of  great  difficulty 
—first,  as  to  whether  any  right  of  search 
should  be  given  under  such  circumstances ; 
and  next,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
should  be  exercised,  if  given.  There  was 
also  another  question  of  difficulty  to  which 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  that  was,  whether  any 
right  of  search  could  exist  when  a  vessel 
was  within  cannon-shot  of  the  shore  of 
another  State.  All  these  questions  must  be 
decided,  and  they  could  only  be  decided 
by  a  supplemental  treaty.  It  was  therefore 
not  only  immature,  but  also  impolitic,  to 
bring  this  convention  under  the  notice  of 
Parliament  before  all  these  points  were 
arranged.  Let  all  this  be  done ;  there 
remained  that  of  which  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  omission — ^he  alluded  to  the 
means  of  indemnifying  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  might  be  stopped  unjustly  by 
French  cruisers.  There  could  be  no  ob- 
jection, on  the  part  of  France,  on  point  of 
principle,  to  grant  this  indemnification. 
By  this  convention,  so  little  restrictive  on 
France — for  she  had  but  few  vessels  on 
which  we  could  exercise  the  right  of  search 
— ^by  this  convention  we  subjected  to  search 
all  our  numerous  vessels  which  were  en- 
gaged in  the  South  American  trade,  the 
African  trade,  the  West- Indian  trade,  and 
in  our  trade  with  the  country  parts  of  the 
East  Indies.  He  therefore  thought,  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  provision  in  this  convention,  as 
there  was  in  all  its  predecessors,  for  the 
indemnification  of  British  subjects,  in  case 
of  any  abuse  of  that  great  power  which  we 
were  now  granting  to  France,  for  the  sake 
of  the  interests  of  humanity.  He,  therefore, 
desired  to  know,  first,  what  progress  had 
been  made  in  drawing  up  thej^e  instruc- 
tions ?  and  next,  what  fund,  if  any,  was 
provided  for  the  indemnificaticm  of  British 
subjects,  for  losses  which  it  was  possible 
they  might  incur  under  the  o))erations  of 
this  convention  ? 


Earl  Grey  expressed  his  satiifiBCtiafi 
that  the  noble  Banm,  though  he  found 
fault  with  the  details  of  the  ooitTentioii» 
did  not  object  to  the  principle  on  which  it 
was  founaed.  He  thought  that  hy  this 
convention  a  great  advantage  had  been 
gained,  not  only  for  England  but  for  hu- 
manity in  general,  by  the  further  prerea- 
tion  of  that  inhuman  traffic  in  the  sinews  and 
muscles  of  man  —  the  slave-trade — which 
he  trusted  would  be  the  result  of  the 
execution  of  this  convention.  He  thought 
that  his  Majesty  had  not  been  ill-advised  to 
make  that  statement  in  his  opening  speech 
to  Parliament  to  which  the  nob^  Banm 
had  alluded.  It  was  true,  that  this  treaty 
was  not  so  extensive  as  thoae  which  had 
been  made  with  Spain,  Portugal,  Sweden, 
and  the  Netherlands;  but  their  Lorddiipi 
roust  be  aware— and  none  nicnre  than  the 
members  of  the  late  Administration— of 
the  difficulty  of  making  any  arrangement 
on  this  subject  with  France.  Their  Locd« 
ships  must  know  the  jealousy  w^hich  existed 
in  that  country  as  to  the  right  of  seai^ 
It  existed  not  only  in  France^  but  also  in 
the  United  States  of  America,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  also  felt  by  the  officers  of  ovr 
own  navy.  He  therefore  thought,  thsl 
much  had  been  done  in  obtaining  the 
agreement  of  France  to  the  provisums  of 
this  convention ;  for  though  it  was  not  m 
extensive  as  our  conventions  with  the  other 
Powers,  it  was  sufficiently  extensive  to 
enable  the  navies  of  the  two  countries  to 
check  that  trade  which  disgraced  humanity, 
and  of  which  both  Governments  anxiously 
wished  to  see  the  termination.  The  noble 
Lord  had  complained  that  the  limits  were 
more  restricted  under  this  than  under  any 
former  convention.  They  were  so;  birt 
after  the  best  inquiries  that  could  be  made^ 
and  the  best  information  that  could  be 
collected,  it  was  believed  that  the  right  of 
search,  within  the  limits  and  under  the 
conditions  mentioned  in  the  oonventioB, 
would  be  most  effectual.  BesBdes,  that  veiy 
limitation  might  8cr\'e  as  some  counter- 
poise to  the  danger  which  the  noUe  Lotd 
anticipated  our  shipping  would  incur  froa 
the  concession  of  this  riglit  of  search.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated  his  apprehenaan, 
that  as  the  number  of  cruisera  to  be  cbi- 
ployed  by  each  of  the  Powers  was  not 
specified,  and  as  each  was  restricted  ta 
emph)y  not  more  than  double  the  number 
of  the  cruisers  of  the  other,  one  of  the 
Powers,  by  refusing  to  employ  any  cniisenk 
might  compel  the  other  to  do  the  stae, 
and  would  thus  nullify  and  defeat  tlieco** 
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vention.  Now  this  supposition  took  it  for 
granted,  that  there  would  he  a  want  of 
good  faith  on  the  part  of  France  in  the  exe- 
cution of  the  treaty.  If  there  were  that  want 
of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  the  French  go- 
vernment, he  did  not  know  hy  what  form  of 
words  he  could  possibly  hind  it.  With  respect 
to  the  mixed  commission  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  whatever  disposition  the  French 
government  might  feel  with  regard  to  an 
arrangement  ot  that  nature,  it  was  totally 
inconsistent  with  French  law.  It  was 
incompatible  with  the  law  of  France  that 
the  property  of  any  French  subject  should 
be  brought  for  adjudication  before  any 
other  than  a  French  tribunal.  The  French 
law  might  perhaps  be  altered  hereafter,  but 
at  present  it  opposed  an  insurmountable 
objection  to  the  plan  of  trying  these  cases 
by  a  mixed  commission.  For  the  present, 
however,  a  part  of  that  difficulty  had  been 
got  over.  It  was  proposed  to  appoint  a 
French  consul  with  full  power  to  decide 
on  all  such  questions  as  might  arise  out  of 
this  treaty,  such  consul  to  be  resident  either 
at  Sierra  Leone  or  Fernando  Po,  to  save  the 
necessity  of  vessels  proceeding  further  than 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
adjudication.  The  noble  Lord  had  pro- 
posed two  questions,  having  for  their  object 
to  ascertain  in  what  state  the  instructions 
were,  and  whether  any  measures  would  be 
adopted  to  procure  indemnification  for 
English  subjects  who  might  be  injured  by 
improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  French 
cruisers.  He  could  not  give  the  noble  Lord 
a  satisfactory  answer  to  either  of  the  ques- 
tions the  noble  Lord  had  put.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  in  what  state  the  instruc- 
tions were ;  but  he  believed  he  might  state 
with  some  confidence,  that  there  would  be. 
no  difficulty  on  the  subject,  and  that  they 
would  be  placed  on  a  most  satisfactory 
footing.  With  respect  to  the  noble  Lord's 
second  question,  as  to  the  procuring  of 
indemni^cation,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
until  some  specific  arrangement  could  be 
made  (and  he  was  not  prepared  either  to 
admit  or  deny  that  this  would  be  done), 
any  undue  exercise  of  power  by  the  French 
cruisers  would  stand  on  the  same  footing 
as  any  injury  committed  by  one  State 
against  another.  A  representation  of  the 
injury  would  be  made,  and  redress,  he 
hoi)ed,  obtained,  where  the  justice  of  the 
case  re(|uired  it.  This  was  all  that  he  felt 
himself  called  ujwn  to  say  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  he  would  therefore  sit  down 
with  once  more  remarking,  that^  even  by 
the  admission  of  the  noble  ImA,  oonfider* 


able  advantage   had  been   gained  by  the 
treaty. 

Lord  EUenborough  remarked,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  stated,  that  injuries  to 
British  property  would  be  redressed  in  the 
usual  manner,  on  proper  demand  for  repa- 
rati(m  being  made.  So  th^  might  without 
this  treaty  ;  but  the  object  of  it  ought  to 
have  been  specifically  to  put  an  end  to  such 
a  practice,  by  rendering  the  demand  for  such 
redress  unnecessary.  It  was,  also,  perfectly 
clear,  that  the  Crown,  of  its  own  authority, 
could  not  carry  into  effect  this  or  any  other 
treaty  upon  the  subject  without  coming  to 
Parliament  for  its  sanction.  The  King 
possessed  no  power  to  permit  foreign  ships 
of  war  to  search  British  merchant-vessels, 
nor  could  the  Crown  of  its  own  right  in- 
demnify the  subjects  of  other  States  if  in- 
jured in  the  process  of  carrying  such  a 
treaty  into  effect.  As  to  another  point  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  alluded,  he 
begged  to  call  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  that  both  the  South  American  and 
the  Indian  trade,  by  the  usual  course  of 
navigation,  came  within  the  limits  defined 
by  the  treaty. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  the 
treaty  under  consideration  was  the  first  he 
had  ever  known  to  have  been  laid  before 
Parliament  as  an  original  treaty  in  the 
French  language.  It  had  been  the  inva- 
riable practice,  since  Lord  Grenville  was 
in  the  Foreign  Office,  to  have  every  original 
treaty  in  the  English  language.  He  did 
not  wish  to  press  this  point  as  of  undue 
importance  (though  it  was  not  wholly  un- 
important) ;  but  he  had  felt  it  necessary 
to  allude  to  it,  lest  the  present  proceeding 
might  be  drawn  into  a  precedent. 
«  Viscount  Goderich  observed,  that  a  copy 
of  the  treaty  in  English  was  also  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  replied,  that  the 
document  on  the  Table  was  a  translation ; 
but  there  ought  to  be  two  original  treaties, 
one  French,  and  the  other  English. 

Earl  Grey  expressed  a  wish  that  there 
should  be  no  departure  from  any  rule  which 
existed  on  the  subject.  For  his  part  he 
knew  nothing  of  the  matter.  He  took  it 
for  granted  that  the  papers  would  be  sent 
to  the  Foreign  Office  in  the  usual  form. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  did  not  seem  to  understand  the 
point  to  which  he  had  referred.  The  mis- 
take which  had  been  committed  could  not 
be  remedied.  Our  Ambassador  had  signed 
a  French  treaty,  instead  of  signing  one  in 
French  and  aaoUier  in  £Dgliih«     Tliq 
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omission  was,  of  course,  accidental  on  tho 
part  of  r^rd  Granville.     lie  did  not  mean 
to  do  more  than  advert  to  it. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday y  January  24,  1832. 

MiMUTU.]  Bills  brought  in.  By  the  Lord  Advocati,  to 
provide  t<x  the  due  carrying  on  of  the  business  of  the  Court 
of  Session  in  Scotland,  when  interrupted  by  the  death  or 
absence  of  a  Judge :— By  Mr.  Ceampton.  to  amend  the 
Acts  58tb  and  58th  George  3rd,  to  eatablixh  Fever  Hoa- 
pitals,  and  for  the  prevention  of  Contagious  Disease  in 
Irdand. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Crokib,  tho 
authoritiea  on  which  the  Commissioners  fixed  the  twun- 
daries  of  Boroughs  and  Towns ;  and  an  account  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes  paid  by  eadi  with  relation  to  the  Reform 
Bill: — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Littlkton,  of  the  quantities 
€ti  British  Iron,  Hardwares,  and  Cutlery  exported  during 
eadi  year  from  1825  to  1831,  inclusive,  distinguishing  each 
year,  and  the  countries  to  which  the  same  was  exported ; 
of  Foreign  Iran  imported  and  exported  again  during 
each  of  these  years,  distinguishing  the  several  sorts,  and 
the  Countries  to  which  it  was  exported : — On  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  FiutaurixLD,  for  a  Copy  of  the  Rules  and  Orders 
for  regulating  the  New  Bankruptcy  Courts  made  by  the 
Judges  of  Review. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  Edward  Scott,  f\rom  the 
Burgage-Freeholders  of  Lichfield,  praying  that  the  resi- 
dence of  Freeholders  in  that  place  might  be  enforced. 
Against  the  General  R(^stry  Bill,  by  Mr.  Samwokv, 
firom  Somertoo  and  Crewkemc,  Somerset  i — By  Lord 
Sandon,  ftom  Liverpool : — By  Mr.  Stricklako,  firom 
Bridlington,  Yorkshire: — By  Lord  Cavemoish,  (hun  Der- 
byshire. By  Mr.  JsPHSOM,  from  theParishesof  Whitchurch 
and  Garradoyne,  in  the  County  of  Cork,  complaining  of 
the  amount  of  Grand  Jury  Assessments ;  and  from  the 
Inhabitants  of  Oroenagh,  for  an  Amendment  of  the  Tithe- 
laws.  By  Mr.  Drakb,  firom  Agmondesham,  against  the 
Reform  Bill.  By  Mr.  Hukt,  from  a  number  of  Me- 
chanics in  the  Parish  of  Lambeth,  against  the  Anatomy 
BilL  By  Mr.  IIumr,  firom  tho  Inhabitants  of  Dingcston, 
Tregarc,  and  dght  other  places  against  the  Tithe  Laws  in 
Ireland ;  and  one  from  a  place  in  the  County  of  Monmouth 
on  tho  same  sul^ect  By  Mr.  Sanford,  from  John 
Ward,  against  the  regulations  for  the  Silk  lYade. 

Exports  and  Imports.^  Mr.  Littleton 
moved  for  an  account  of  the  quantity  of 
Hardware  and  manufactured  Iron  exported 
from  England  to  the  last  year. 

Mr.  Hutne  expressed  his  regret  that  he 
did  not  see  any  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  their  places  on  this  occasion,  as  he  was 
anxious  for  some  explanation  of  the  fact 
why  an  annual  account  was  not  laid  before 
the  House  of  the  amount  of  exports  and 
imports  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Such  an 
account  would  be  of  the  utmost  importance, 
as  well  for  the  information  to  which  Mem- 
bers would  thus  have  easy  access,  as  also 
for  the  great  saving  of  expense  which  it 
would  occasion.  He  had  no  doubt  that  a 
saving  of  some  30,000/L  a-year  might  be 
made,  by  having  one  general  account  of  ex- 
ports and  imports  laid  before  the  House 
every  year,  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Session.    From  the  want  of  such  account^ 


Members  who  denied  infbmatioii  m  to 
any  particular  branch  of  our  exports  and 
imports,  were  obliged  to  move  for  tftpnnitg 
returns,  by  which  great  o»ppnirj  md  often 
great  delay,  were  oocadoned  ;  and  tben  the 
information  was  not  obtained  in  that  aitii- 
factory  manner  which  was  desinhle.  He 
had  that  morning  got  an  aocount  from  dte 
United  States  of  America,  in  which 
might  find  at  a  glance  the  amount  of 
ports  and  imports  for  any  year  during  a 
number  of  years,  and  he  did  not  see  why  s 
similar  account  should  not  be  published  Ij 
the  Government  of  this  country  eveiy  yesr* 
He  did  not  know  what  Ministers  had  to  do 
that  they  could  not  publish  such  an  aoGoaoti 
The  motion  was  then  agreed  to. 

Schools  of  Anatoiiy — Expiuhiatioii.] 
Mr.  Hunt  presented  a  Petition  fioa  s 
person  named  Robert  Thomas  Webfa^  of 
York-street,  Marylebone,  Su»eon^  ■(■^ui^ 
that  he  was  what  was  caJlea  an  Albdst, 
and  was  perfectly  indifferent  as  to  whst 
l)ecame  of  his  body  after  his  deatb*  Hc^ 
therefore,  had  no  objection  that  his  body 
should  be  dissected  for  the  benefit  d 
Science,  but  he  had  a  wife  and  family  who 
all  professed  the  Christian  religiooj  and  is 
regard  to  their  feelings  he  would  oUect  to 
dissection ;  he,  therefore^  PJAyed  the  Hoott 
not  to  pa.ss  the  Anatomy  BiU. . 

Lord  Morpeth  would  take  this  Ofiporttt- 
nity  of  correcting  an  error  as  to  what  fcO 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  in  si* 
luding  to  the  petition  from  Leeds^  which 
he  (Lord  Morpeth)  had  presented  hrt 
night.  The  hon.  Member  had  allndfl  to 
a  person  who  was  instrumental  in  gettu^ 
up  the  petition,  and  stated  that  ho  mm  s 
man  who  had  roasted  his  Bihle^  ^^  hal 
rejected  all  religion;  but  in  some  of  tho 
papers  this  act  had  been  attributed  to  s 
highly  respectable  individual,  Mr.  Baiae^ 
of  Leeds,  on  whom  he  was  sure  it  was  not 
the  hon.  Member's  intention  to  cast  my 
such  imputation. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  sure  the  reooUectioo  of 
the  House  would  bear  him  out  in  the  de- 
claration that  he  had  made  no  sudi'  chaifs 
aginst  Mr.  Baines,  whom,  whatever  oljfeoi 
tions  he  might  otherwise  have  to  hisi^  ho 
believed  to  be  a  religious  man,  and  inoa* 
pablc  of  any  such  act  as  had  been  ^'m^lfjl 
with  his  name  in  the  report.  What  bo 
stated  was,  that  a  person  named  Smm>«ff^ 
and  others,  who  had  assisted  Mr.  Bainos  in 
getting  up  the  petition,  were  peiaonsof  tltt 
character  he  had  mentioned;  and  it  ww 
one  of  them  (Smithsooi  wo  undenMil) 
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who  had  roasted  his  Bible.  Although  Mr. 
Haines  had  been  in  the  habit  of  attacking 
him  behind  his  back,  in  his  iiaper,  he  would 
not  make  any  chaq^e  against  him  which  he 
did  not  believe  to  be  well  founded,  and  cer- 
tainly he  had  made  none  of  the  kind  al- 
luded to. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  that  any  person  who 
had  heard  distinctly  what  feU  from  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Hunt)  roust  recollect  that  he 
had  not  used  the  words  imputed  to  him. 
The  error,  no  doubt,  arose  not  from  inten- 
tion, but  from  the  difficulty  of  hearing. 
No  man  who  knew  Mr.  Baines  could 
believe  him  capable  of  the  act  which  had 
l)cen  erroneously  attributed  to  him.  The 
hon.  member  for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Cutlar 
Fergusson)  had,  on  a  former  evening,  made 
some  remarks  on  Political  Unions,  and  par- 
ticularly on  the  subject  of  the  Political 
Union  at  Leeds,  which  the  hon.  Member 
stated  to  be  contrary  to  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  IVarburiou  rose  to  order,  and  said, 
that  that  question  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  subject  before  the  f  louse. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

TiTHKs  (Ibkland)— Petitions.]  Mr. 
Humcy  in  presenting  a  Petition  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  the  Parish 
of  St.  Agnes,  in  the  Diocess  of  Cork, 
against  Tithes,  took  occasion  to  observe, 
that  phrases  were  sometimes  used  in  the 
heat  of  debate  which  were  not  intended. 
He  admitted,  that  he  himself  often,  in  the 
course  of  debate,  used  words  which,  on 
more  cool  reflection,  he  should  wish  not  to 
have  used.  He  supiKised  that  it  was  in 
this  way  the  word  ''  disgraceful"  had  been 
applied  to  his  statement  as  to  the  Tithe 
Question  in  Ireland,  by  an  hon.  Member 
opposite,  and  had  afterwards  been  repeated 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  li.  Peel). 
He  did  not  think  it  disgraceful  to  state  im- 
portant facts  which  came  to  his  knowletlge 
on  this  subject,  and  he  thought  the  disgrace 
would  only  lie  u])on  the  suppression  of 
such  facts.  In  the  petition  which  he  now 
presented,  it  appeared  that  in  this  parish 
there  were  only  four  Protestant  families, 
consisting  altogether  of  fourteen  persons, 
but  there  were  S,800  Roman  Catholics, 
from  whom  the  tithe  was  exacted,  though 
there  was  no  Church,  and  no  clerical  duty 
f)f  any  kind  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church  performed.  The  petition  further 
stated,  that  the  tithes,  before  the  Composi- 
tion Act,  amounted  to  610^;  but  that  they 
had  since  that  time  increased  onea§venth 
in  amount,  the  whole  of  wbicb 


had  fallen  on  the  petitioners.  Was  it  not 
natural  that  the  parties  in  this  case  should 
object  to  the  payment  of  tithes  ?  Could  any 
man  reasonably  expect  that  any  body  of 
men,  no  matter  of  what  creed,  would  be 
content  with  such  a  system  ?  He  would 
beg  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  con« 
eluding  paragraph  of  the  petition,  in  which 
the  petitioners  stated,   that  '  considering 

*  that  Church  rates  and  tithes  are  exacted 
'  in  a  situation  where  there  is  no  Churchy 

*  and  no  duty  performed,  we  have  come  to 
'  this  conclusion,  that  there  is  no  moral  ob- 
'  ligation  on  us  to  pay  those  taxes.'  When 
a  feeling  of  this  kind  was  avowed,  and  was 
every  day  spreading  in  that  country,  he 
would  ask,  whether  it  did  not  impose  a 
strong  obligation  on  the  Government  to 
take  the  whole  subject  of  tithes  and  Church 
property  into  its  earliest  and  most  serious 
consideration  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
say,  that  if  he  were  in  the  situation  of  the 
petitioners,  he  would  not  pay  such  a  tax. 
He  would  do  what  his  ancestors  did  in 
Scotland — he  would  resist  the  attempt  to 
exact  such  a  tax,  for  which  no  sort  of  duty 
was  performed.  He  thought,  that  all  fair 
means  of  redrdss  should  be  first  resorted  to, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  the  Irish  people  had 
resorted  to  such  means,  but  without  effect. 
Could  it,  then,  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that 
they  should  now  resist  the  payment  alto- 
gether? Did  the  House  think,  that  this 
country  would  consent  to  the  payment  of 
an  immense  military  establishment  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the  col- 
lection of  tithes,  and  protecting  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church  ?  *  We  had  now  an 
army  of  5^0,000  men  in  Ireland,  thouffh  in 
the  year  i  792>  the  whole  of  our  military 
force  in  that  country  did  not  exceed  8,000 
men ;  but  at  one  time,  and  not  very  long 
ago,  our  force  there  amounted  to  26,000  or 
^7.000  men.  Would  the  people  of  Eng- 
land consent  to  the  maintenance  of  such  an 
establishment,  the  chief  object  of  which 
was,  the  protection  of  Church  property  and 
tithes  ?  He  was  sure  they  would  not,  and 
therefore  he  earnestly  hoped  that  Ministers 
would  lose  no  time  in  submitting  the  whole 
question  to  the  consideration  of  Parliament* 

The  Petition  read. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  anything 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  would  not  divert  him  from 
the  real  question  before  the  House.  He 
was  not  conscious  of  having  used  the  word 
''disgraceful"  in  reference  to  the  hon. 
Member's  argument ;  but  if  such  a  word 
had  been  |^pli«d^  it  ^wai  to  tho  principle 
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ciple  of  demanding  fees  on  commissions,  a 
practice  which  pervaded  all  branches  of  the 
public  service.  He  had  before  alluded  to 
a  case  where  the  Captain  of  the  Guard  had 
pocketed  a  sum  of  1,350/.  by  the  issue  of 
commissions.  If  he  had  known  that  he 
should  have  had  such  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  detailing  the  facts  of  this  case, 
which  he  begged  to  remark  he  had  in 
a  state  of  preparation,  he  would  have 
brought  down  to  the  House  the  necessary 
documents  for  so  doing.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  means  should  be  taken  to  compel  per- 
sons who  had  taken  fees  on  commissions  to 
refund  them.  He  implored  Irish  Gentle- 
men not  to  pay  the  exaction,  for  he  was 
convinced  it  was  illegal.  Why  should 
English  Magistrates  be  required  to  pay  but 
three  or  four  shillings  for  their  commission, 
while  in  Ireland  they  were  called  on  to  pay 
between  two  and  three  pounds  } 

Mr.  Ruihven  concurred  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex,  that  these  fees 
ought  not  to  be  paid.  The  full  charge  for 
inserting  the  name  of  a  gentleman  in  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  in  lilngland  was 
between  5L  and  61, ,  while  in  Ireland  the 
sum  demanded  for  the  same  purpose  was 
above  10/.,  and  the  charge  now  complained 
of  was  merely  for  a  renewal  of  these  com- 
missions on  which  so  much  had  been  said. 
To  demand  2/.  1 3.9.  6d,  for  such  renewals 
was  a  gross  imposition,  and  he,  therefore, 
trusted  Government  would  prevent  their  ex- 
action by  passing  an  Act  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  whenever  an  imposition 
was  detected,  this  excuse  was  immediatelv 
made,  **  Oh,  we  were  not  the  first  to  prac- 
tise it,  our  predecessors  were  guilty  of 
similar  conduct."  He  wanted  to  be  inform- 
ed upon  what  principle  of  justice  2/.  13a*.  6d, 
was  demanded  from  an  Irish  Magistrate 
for  the  renewal  of  his  commission,  when 
an  English  Magistrate  had  to  pay  but  5s, 
for  the  same  renewal. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Vaudois.]  Sir  Robert  Inglis  trust- 
ed that  the  House  would  believe,  that,  op- 
posed as  he  was  to  almost  every  measure  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  did  not 
bring  forward  his  present  Motion  as  a 
party  question ;  it  was  too  nearly  connected 
in  his  mind  with  considerations  of  religion 
to  be  so  degraded.  At  the  same  time, 
while  he  would  not  shrink  from  declaring 
that  he  looked  u[X)n  the  situation  of  the 
Vaudois  as  peculiarly  deserving  the  sym- 
pathy of  this  country,  on  account  of  their 
religion,  he  thought  that  he  could  satisfy 


the  House,  that  they  bad  a  tight  to  diim 
its  support  on  grounds  entireLy  distinct  and 
political.     In  fact,  if  they  were  Jews,  Ms- 
hometans,  or  Heathens,  their  right  to  the 
interference  of   England   would   be  the 
same ;  for  it  was  founded  on  spedfic  tieaty. 
As  this  was  the  first  time  for  many  yeui^ 
he  believed,   that   their   name   had  been 
brought  before  the  House,  it  wasneoeany 
to  state  something  of  their  histoiy  and  pce- 
sent  condition,  as  the  ground-work  of  tbe 
Motion.     The  people  in  whose  behalf  he 
now  claimed  the  support  of  Bngland,  wl^ 
bited  three  vallies  in  the  Alpsoit  Piedmoat; 
and  they  had  been  known  for  ages  as  the 
Protestants  of  that  region.     Tbey  axe,  is- 
deed,  part  of  that  great  family  who,  in  ^ 
mountains  of  Dauphine,  in  Uie  Ceveaae^ 
in  the  Pyrenees,  and  in  tbeseAlpine  reecHi^ 
maintained  a  pure  faith  amidat  daribv 
and  persecution.     The  motto  of  one  of  thdc 
chief  towns  (Luzem)  Lux  iu  Temebru,  k, 
indeed,  exactly  characteristic  of  their  cob* 
dition;  and  in  a  very  distant  age^  fioa 
these  vallies  were  sent    forth   those  wbD 
were  a  light  to  other  countries.     Thej  oia- 
tinned  exposed  to  alternate  violenee  ssi 
neglect  till  the  year  ]  655,  when  the  pc^ 
secutions  of  the  Duke  of  Savoy,  their  soi»> 
reign,    threatened  their   total   extincdiib 
Their  suficrings  and  their  comnum  fiith 
excited  the  sympathy  of    all    Pntotssk 
Europe.     Oliver  Cromwell  took  the  ksi 
in  their  behalf,  and  the  magnificent  letten 
of  Milton,  in  his  name,  in  this  cause,  ^i^ 
to  be  known  to  every  one.     But  the  sonaet 
of  Milton  has  better  familiarised  the  waSa- 
ingsof  this  people  to  every  Engllsfanisii.'^ 


Avenge,  O  Lord !  thy  slaughter'd 

bones 

Lie  scatter*d  on  the  Alpine  mountains  coM: 
£*cn  them,  who  kept  thy  truth  aojpuie  uJa 
When  all  our  fathers  worship'd  stocnaadstoaa^ 
Forget  not. 

Cromwell  interposed  strongly  in  thdr  be* 
half;  he  authorised  a  eener^  oollectiaa  ia 
England  for  their  relief;  he  M»witfMi^ 
every  Protestant  state  to  aid  him  ;  and  wui 
that  he  would  send  a  fleet  to  Civita  Vce- 
chia,  and  his  cannon  should  bebeaidiathe 
Vatican.  His  policy  was  Protestantiai» 
and  he  almost  realised  his  own  threat^  tfasft 
he  would  make  the  name  of  an  Engjishmsa. 
as  much  feared  as  that  of  an  ^ncSmt  B^ 
man.  The  result  was  a  cessation  of  this 
persecution;  and  the  Vaudois  sunk  ialo 
quiet  neglect  again.  But  after  tberefoca- 
tion  of  the  edict  of  Nantes,  the  oomt  of 
France  roused  the  Duke  of  Savoj  to  tfas 
extirpation    of   his    Protestant   BMtdM^ 
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Another  persecution  arose,  almost  as  bloody 
as  the  last^  and,  for  the  time,  more  effect- 
ual. All  of  the  Vaudois  who  were  not 
massacred  or  imprisoned,  were  exiled ;  and 
there  was  not  left  one  of  them  in  their  own 
vallies.  The  return  of  a  band  of  them,  the 
glorieuse  renlree,  as  it  was  called,  was  one  of 
the  most  heroic  military  enterprises  which 
an  equal  body  of  men  ever  accomplished ;  but 
any  further  allusion  to  it  would  be  foreign  to 
the  present  Motion .  It  was  sufficient  to  say, 
that  sympathy  for  their  sufferings,  and  admi- 
ration of  their  gallantry,  again  won  for  this 
people  the  support  of  England.  Up  to 
that  time  the  support  had  been  founded  on 
feeling ;  it  was  henceforth  to  rest  on  posi- 
tive  engagement  and  treaty.  King  Wil- 
liam 3rd  in  I69O,  made  a  treaty  with 
Savoy,  the  States-General  being  a  party 
to  it,  by  which  he  stipulated,  and  the 
Duke  of  Savoy  consented,  that  the  VaudoLs 
should  be  replaced  and  preserved  in  all 
their  ancient  rights,  customs,  and  privileges, 
both  as  related  to  their  habitation,  business, 
and  the  exercise  of  their  religion,  and  as 
to  every  thing  else.  The  Ministers  of 
King  William  and  of  the  States-General 
were  instructed  and  authorised  to  regulate 
the  execution  of  this  article  with  the  Min- 
isters of  the  Duke  of  Savoy.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  must 
look  with  peculiar  interest  to  this  proceed- 
ing, because  it  was  mainly  the  result  of  the 
zeal  of  Rouvigne,  Lord  Gal  way,  the  uncle 
of  that  illustrious  woman  who  had  conferred 
so  much  honour  on  the  name  of  Russell. 

If  it  were  said,  how  would  England  have 
liked  that,  three  years  ago,  the  Minister  of 
the  king  of  Sardinia  should  have  insisted 
on  interfering  here  on  behalf  of  thelrishRo- 
manCatholics,the  answer  was  easy.  The  sove- 
reign of  these  Vaudois  had,  by  solemn  treaty 
with  England,  engaged  that  they  should 
be  preserved  in  all  their  civil  and  religious 
rights ;  and  England  had,  consequently,  the 
obligation  of  supporting  them,  irrespective 
altogether  of  a  community  of  creed.  The 
treaty  of  I69O  was  confirmed  in  express 
terms  by  the  Duke  of  Savoy,  in  the  treaty 
signed  in  1 704*  with  England.  The  ground- 
work of  the  Motion  was  thus  established. 
The  Vaudois  were  put  under  the  protec- 
tion of  England  ;  and,  if  aegneved,  had  a 
right  to  its  interference.  That  interference 
was  exercised  in  1727>  and  formed  the 
subject  of  the  second  part  of  his  Motion. 
Mr.  Hedges,  the  English  Minister,  then  at 
Turin,  wrote  to  his  Government  as  follows, 
in  reference  to  grievances  then  endured  by 
the  Vaudois: — 

VOL  IX.  {252} 


'  I  believe,  if  the  Marquis  d'Aix  (the 

*  Sardinian  minister  in  London)  perceived 

*  an  earnestness  in  England  of  having  this 
'  aff*air  remedied,  it  would  very  much  facili- 
'  tate  it.' 

'  On  another  occasion  he  said  (and,  with 
all  deference  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he 
(Sir  Robert  Inglis)  ventured  to  call  his 
particular  attention  to  this  quotation ;  it 
was  dated  Turin)  — '  I  cannot  but  be  of 
opinion,  that  one  great  reason  of  the  cold- 
ness I  meet  with  here  on  those  subjects, 
arises  chiefly  from  the  little  warmth  with 
which  it  is  urged  to  the  Marquis  d'Aix  at 
London ;  and  as  they  are  points  by  no 
means  agreeable  to  the  king  of  Sardinia^ 
I  do  not  doubt  but  he  informs  his  master 
we  have  them  not  so  much  at  heart  as  to 
oblige  him  to  make  many  alterations  in 
either  case ;  for  the  treaties  are  so  express 
with  regard  to  the  Protestants,  that  they 
cannot  possibly  have  any  thing  to  say  in 
defence  of  their  present  behaviour  to 
them.' 

There  was  another  passage,  to  which  he 
begged  the  noble  Lord's  attention,  as  show- 
ing the  way  in  which  only  the  subject 
ought  to  be  treated : — 

'  I  can  assure  you  that  talking  firmly  to 
them,  and  that  by  persons  of  authority, 
and  who  they  think  are  able  to  make  good 
their  words,  is  the  only  way  of  obtaining 
the  most  just  and  reasonable  demands  at 
this  court ;  and  nothing  but  great  steadi- 
ness on  our  side,  and  insisting  strongly  on 
our  treaties  and  the  king  of  Sardinia's 
promises,  can  preserve  the  Protestants  of 
the  vallies  from  sure  and  certain  destruc- 
tion. The  inveteracy  against  our  religion 
is  incredible,  and  if  it  be  not' supported  with 
some  warmth,  since  it  is  attacked  with  so 
much,  it  must  give  way  to  superior  power.' 
He  now  came  to  the  third  part  of  his 
Motion.  In  the  course  of  the  French  revo- 
lution, the  valliesof  Piedmont  were  annexed 
to  France ;  and  the  Vaudois  enjoyed,  with 
the  other  subjects  of  the  French  empire, 
a  perfect  equality  of  civil  rights,  and  the 
free  exercise  of  their  religion.  By  the 
treaties  of  Paris  in  1814  and  1815,  and  by 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  the  states  of  the 
king  of  Sardinia  were  restored  to  him,  but 
they  were  restored  on  condition  that  none 
of  the  inhabitants  should  be  molested  in 
person  or  in  property;  and  it  might  ^ell  be 
asked,  how  far  the  circumstances  to  which 
the  Vaudois  were  on  this  restoration  ex- 
posed, could  be  considered  as  other  than  a 
molestation.  By  a  decree  of  a  few  lines, 
2  D 
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Mr.  Rulhi^en  cxpresscil 
thai  the  Irish  Romaa  Catholics  wnuU  oh- 
ject  to  bi:  represeiilcd  in  the  Conmiittee  hy 
I'roteitants,  berause  the  omissioD  of  ment- 
Iwnof  that  religion  Beetned  lo  imply  that 
they  were  conndered  as  the  RepresetiEatives 
of  a  particular  portion  of  the  people  in- 
■tctid  of  being  general  Itepresentiitivi;!.  The 
Committee,  on  this  account,  wm  not  rolcu- 
luted  to  give  mtisfaclion  to  the  people  of 
Itcland-  There  were  Gentlemen  on  that 
Committee  who  though  they  would  act 
with  reference  to  other  questlotu  in  the  most 
impartial  mantier,  yet  were  lilLely,  on  this 
purticutar  subject,  to  ^ve  way  to  a  certain 
Haa.  There  was,  tlirougbout  the  people 
of  Ireland,  a  feeling  against  the  payment  of 
tithes,  but  in  the  courae  of  the  ducusuons 
that  had  taken  place  on  this  Kubject,  the 
jieople  of  that  country  had  been  repreaented 
to  be  in  a  state  nf  more  miKbievotis  agita- 
tion and  tumult  than  was  really  the  ciise. 
He  had  bimsclf  recently  come  from  a  part 
of  that  country  where  there  waa  no  resist- 
ance to  the  payment  nf  tithes;  a  circum- 
stance mainly  owing  to  the  discreet  conduct 
of  the  Clergy  of  that  district,  of  whom 
it  might  be  generally  observed,  that  they 
were  more  lind  and  considerale  in  their 
demands  than  the  lay  proprielors  of  tithes. 
There  w»s  a  strong  impression,  however, 
even  among  them  that  some  alteration,  or 
settlement  of  the  system,  would  be  utiected 
by  Parliament.  Their  objection  did  not 
gototherightof  thepresent  incumbents, but 
they  viewed  with  jealousy  the  claims  tlAt 
might  be  made  by  their  successors.  They 
could  not  rccugniise  any  right  in  the  latter, 
and  they  thought  that  the  Church  property 
belonged  to  the  Stale,  and  ought  hereafter 
to  be  appropriated  to  public  purposes. 
Much  had  lieou  said  about  combination 
and  intimidation.  He  wuuld  not  sulfer 
his  opiniitiis  to  be  intlttciiccd  by  either. 
He  would  proceed  in  his  own  jiloin  view 
of  the  case,  and  what  he  would  say  was 
this — "  Place  the  law,  without  delay,  in 
such  a  state  as  will  remove  all  cause  of 
combination,  and  satisfy  the  great  body  of 
the  pooulu:  do  this,  and  we  shall  hear  no 
more  oi  intimidation  or  of  combination." 

Mr.  H'j/se  said,  that  the  resistance  to 
llie  payment  of  tithes  was  rapidly  extend- 
ing. I.ast  year  it  was  only  manifested  in 
a  small  jtortion  of  the  Queen's  Cuuuty, 
and  in  a  confined  parish  of  the  county  of 
Kilkenny.  But  now  the  principle  appeared 
to  be  pervading  the  country  in  every 
quarter  from  north  to  south.  It  should  be 
rutuorkcd  that  the  opposition  was  ghown 
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— not  again*!  individuals,  but  aguiut  th« 
principle.  Where  the  clergyman  had  ex- 
cited feelings  of  kiudness,  tbe  people  had 
not  been  backward  in  acknowledging  ii. 
He  knew  one  instance  where  a  clergyman, 
who  for  several  years  had  been  actively 
beaevolent,  had  recently  been  refused  the 
payment  of  tithes.  Tito  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen,  however,  addressed  th^  con- 
gregations, and  having  shown  to  them  the 
benefit  which  tbey  had  derived  from  the 
conduct  of  the  dergyman,  demanded  of 
them  whether  they  would  not  spontan^. 
ously  grant  to  him  that  which  by  law  he 
had  a  right  to  claim.  Those  people  did 
subscribe  the  money  required,  they  gave  it 
to  tbe  clergyman  as  a  donation,  but  they 
would  not  give  it  as  tithe.  The  Catholics  in 
general  were  disposed  to  aojuiesce  in  the  title 
of  the  present  clergy  to  the  tithes,  but  they 
considered  Church  property,  after  their 
life  interest  was  expired,  as  applicable  to 
the  purposes  of  the  State,  and  subject  to  the 
disposal  of  Governineut.  With  respect  to 
the  appointment  of  tbe  Committee,  he 
would  only  say,  that  if  liis  name  had  been 
mentioned  as  a  member  of  it,  be  would 
have  refused  to  act — not  because,  as  a 
Homan  Catholic,  he  did  not  feel  that  he 
should  dt'liver  his  opinions  as  impartially 
as  uny  other  Gentleman,  but  lest  any  feel- 
ing of  jealousy  might  be  generated  by 
bis  a))pointment  to  the  Coiomittee.  When, 
however,  he  Mid  tiu;,  he  was  nevertheless 
of  opinioD,  that  some  Roman  Catholics 
ought  to  have  been  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee, in  order  to  satLtfy  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  Perceval  rose  to  contradict  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kerry — 
namely,  that  all  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
were  favourable  to  the  present  atrutiiatts 
conspiracv  nguiusi  tlie  luyment  of  tithes. 

Mr.  OCmindl:  1  did  not  say  aU  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  I  did  not  say 


Colonel  Perceval  said,  an  atrocious  con- 
spiracy did  ciist,  and  it  was  fomented  by 
those  desperate  agitators  who  were  the 
curse  of  Ireland.  He  was  sorry  to  use 
such  strong  language,  but  these  were  bis 
feelings,  and  when  they  were  roused  he 
must  give  ihem  vent.  The  Protestants  c^ 
Ireland,  almost  to  a  man,  were  disgusted 
with  that  atrocious  conspiracy,  which  wu 
encouraged  hy  meetings  held  in  DuhUn, 
under  ^e  very  nose  of  the  Government, 
from  whom  the  Protestants  of  Itdand  had 
expected  protection.  If  it  were  not  for 
that  conspiracy,  the  Roman  Calhulict  woul4 
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their  claim  on  Great  Britain  on  political 
grounds,  he  would  not  diftsemble  the  deep 
Feelings  of  religious  sympathy  with  which 
his  heart  was  filled  towards  those  sufferers 
under  oppression.  He  did  not  mean  to 
have  adverted  to  the  origin  of  religious 
opinions,  but  after  what  the  learned  mem- 
ber for  Kerry  had  said,  as  to  that  of  their 
Protestant  faith,  he  would  inform  him, 
that,  according  to  the  results  of  the  most 
recent,  elaborate,  and  deep  researches,  it 
was  made  perfectly  clear  that  there  was  no 
trace  to  be  found  of  their  having  separated 
from  any  Church,  and  that  they  had  unques- 
tionably held  their  present  tenets  unchanged 
from  the  highest  antiquity.  These  tenets 
were  essentially  the  same  as  those  held  by 
the  Church  of  England ;  and  they  had  a 
form  of  litai*gy.  As  to  interference  on  their 
behalf,  there  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  more  incapable  of  taking  part  in 
any  endeavour  to  lead  it  to  measures  of 
undue  intervention  on  the  part  of  his  Ma- 
jetty's  Government  with  that  of  any  fo- 
reign State,  with  respect  to  its  relations 
with  its  own  subjects,  than  he  was.  He 
sought  merely  to  ascertain  whether  Eng- 
lana  had  any  right  to  interfere  in  behalf  of 
the  Vaudois,  and  whether  she  was  called 
upon  to  exercise  it.  Their  virtues  and  unme- 
rited sufferings,  and  a  strong  and  national 
feeling  of  religious  sympathy,  had  long  in- 
terested the  British  nation  in  their  behalf; 
Cromwell,  even  Charles  2nd,  though  he 
robbed  them  of  their  money,  William  Srd 
and  Queen  Anne,  all  took  their  part 
against  their  sovereign  ;  and  the  grounds  of 
this  interference  were  so  strong — it  was  so 
natural,  and  so  long  acquiesced  in,  in  |X)int 
of  fact,  by  Piedmont — that  England  might 
be  said,  in  fairness,  to  have  acquired  a  pre- 
scriptive right  to  exercise  it,  especially  as 
Holland  did  the  same ;  the  Sardinian  go- 
vernment, indeed,  never  appeared  very 
jealous  of  such  remonstrances,  so  that  they 
might,  in  all  probability,  have  been  ven- 
tured upon  with  little  risk.  Prussia,  also, 
through  her  envoy  at  Turin,  exercised 
lately  a  most  active  intervention  in  behalf 
of  the  Vaudois  without  its  having  pro- 
duced any  inconvenience  in  the  relations  of 
the  two  governments,  as  far  as  he  could  learn. 
But  still  he  would  not  argue  upon  this 
ground,  but  upon  that  of  a  positive  compact 
between  States  alone.  There  were  now 
before  the  public,  extracts  of  a  secret  Treaty 
of  1690  between  the  king  of  England  and 
the  Duke  of  Savoy,  confirmed  by  one  of 
the  year  1704 between  the  two  States;  but 
they  were  printed  in  a  private  work»  which,  I 


though  of  unquestionable  authority,  was 
not  one  on  which  the  House  could  proceed, 
as  their  official  authenticity  must  be  previ- 
ously established.  It  was  impossible,  more- 
over, to  judge  of  the  effects  that  treatiesought 
to  have,  by  mere  extracts,  which  might  not 
contain  the  most  important  points ;  and  it 
must  also  be  observed,  that  subsequent 
treaties,  or  other  diplomatic  acts,  might 
modify  or  annul  the  whole  or  parts  of 
any  treaty,  and  it  was,  therefore,  indis- 
pensable that  official  copies  of  treaties 
should  be  produced.  But  here  it  was 
material  to  state,  that  the  secret  stipula- 
tion in  the  Treaty  of  I69O,  in  favour  of 
the  Vaudois,  confirmed  by  that  of  1704, 
was  bought  by  Great  Britain,  for  a  valuable 
consideration,  of  the  Duke  of  Savoy. 
It  might  be  said,  that  a  difficulty  arose  as 
to  their  production,  because  that  of  I69O 
was  "  secret ;"  but  as  fiur  as  it  regarded  the 
Vaudois,  it  was,  in  point  of  fact,  the  secret 
of  the  comedy  which  every  one  knew; 
moreover,  it  was  scarcely  possible  that  the 
stipulations  of  that  treaty  could,  after 
such  a  lapse  of  years,  affect  now,  in  any 
degree,  the  honour  or  interests  of  either  of 
the  contracting  States ;  but  if  this  was  not 
so,  and  there  was  still  anything  in  this 
compact  unfit  to  be  submitted  to  the  public 
eye,  it  would  be  right  to  let  that  part  of 
it  be  kept  from  it.  But,  if  England  had 
by  treaty  a  right  to  interfere  in  behalf  of 
the  Vaudois,  would  it  be  asked  whether 
or  no  Great  Britain  was  for  that  reason, 
required  and  called  upon  to  exercise  that 
right  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  mere  act  of  a 
nation,  in  taking  the  unfortunate  and 
the  oppressed  under  her  protection,  and 
acquiring  a  right,  admitted  by  their  Go- 
vernment, to  intervene  in  their  behalf, 
in  all  justice,  as  well  as  according  to 
all  high  and  honourable  feeling,  gave  the 
sufferers  a  distinct  claim  to  her  good  offices 
— ^ne  which  could  never  be  questioned  by  a 
high-minded  people ;  and  if  such  due  in- 
terierence  was  called  for,  and  was  honour- 
able in  proportion  to  the  sufiering  on  the 
part  of  the  oppressed,  and  their  extreme 
need — then,  indeed,  would  such  interven- 
tion redound  eminently  to  the  credit  of 
Great  Britain,  as  exercised  in  the  behalf  of 
this  excellent  and  interesting  people— de- 
plorably trodden  down,  and  vexed,  and 
humiliated. 

Viscount  Palmerston  assured  the  hoik 
Baronet,  that  the  Government  shared  fully 
the  sentiments  of  interest  and  sympathy 
expressed  for  this  class  of  persons  by  thg 
hon.  Baronet,  and  those  who  supported 
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in  the  Committee.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  Government  would  not  interfere  in 
opposing  the  intended  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  foj:  Kerry,  to  allow  Lord  Killccn, 
and  one  or  two  other  Catholics,  to  be  placed 
as  members  on  the  Committee.  If  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  added,  a  rcjwrt  pro- 
ceeding from  them  wouhl  be  received  as 
emanating  from  a  pure  and  uncorrupted 
source  ;  but  if  the  Committee  were  to  con- 
sist entirely  of  Protestants,  although  some 
of  the  members  were  fullv  entitled  to  his 

m 

entire  confidence,  yet  it  would  not  be  con- 
sidered as  calculated  to  act  fairly  towards 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  begged  to  inform  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Ruthvcn  explained,  that  the  Pro- 
testants in  his  part  of  the  country  generally 
were  averse  from  the  payment  of  tithes, 
but  they  did  not  like  to  take  part  in  the 
plan  for  resisting  them. 

Lord  Althorp  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  It  was  very  well  known  that 
prejudices  existed  on  both  sides  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  therefore  Ministers  had  selected 
none  of  those  who  had  expressed  strong 
feelings  on  the  one  side  or  on  the  other. 
They  had  selected  a  Committee,  the  mem- 
bers of  which  thev  believed  were  well  ac- 
quainted  with  the  subject,  and  were  most 
anxious  to  do  justice  impartially.  If,  in 
selecting  the  Committee,  they  had  not 
placed  on  it  men  who  were  well  acquainted 
with  the  present  state  and  situation  of  Ire- 
land, and  who  had  deeply  considered  this 
question,  then  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  been  open  to  all  those 
objections  that  had  been  made  to  it.  But 
amongst  the  members  of  that  Committee 
there  were  no  less  than  seven  Gentlemen 
who  represented  very  large  bodies  of  Ca- 
tholic constituents.  Having  selected  those 
Members,  it  did  appear  to  him,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  any  one  justly  to  say,  that 
the  Catholic  interest  would  not  be  carefully 
and  impartially  attended  to  in  the  con- 
sideration of  this  great  question.  On  the 
other  hand  it  should  be  recollected,  that 
on  investigating  this  subject  they  had  not 
merely  to  look  to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  but  to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  England  also.  It  was  necessary  to  keep 
in  view  the  sentiments  of  the  Protestant 
population  of  both  parts  of  the  empire. 
This  being  the  state  of  the  case,  he  would 
a.sk,  when  the  question  under  consideration 
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plying to  the  interests  of  the  Protestant 
Church,  whether  great  jealousy  would 
not  be  excited  against  the  settlement  of  that 
question,  if  Roman  Catholics  had  been  al- 
lowed to  take  a  part  in  its  decision  ?  Afler 
the  most  serious  consideration  which  the 
Government  could  apply  to  the  subject, 
they  thought  that  the  mode  best  calculated 
for  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  question 
was,  to  place  on  the  Committee  the  names 
of  men  to  whom  the  Roman  Catholic  in- 
terests could  be  safely  confided ;  but  not  to 
place  on  it  Roman  Catholics,  against  whom 
Protestants  might  feel  a  degree  of,  perhaps 
improper,  jealousy. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  he  had  waited 
in  the  expectatibn  that  some  other  person 
would  have  placed  the  question  before  the 
House  in  one  particular  point  of  view,  but 
as  no  one  else  had  done  it  he  conceived  it 
to  be  his  duty.  He  had  always  understood 
it  as  a  declared  and  received  principle  of 
the  bill  which  admitted  Roman  Catholics 
to  sit  in  that  House,  that  they  should  never 
interfere  with  questions  relating  to  the 
Protestant  Church.  In  the  most  friendly 
and  charitable  spirit  he  cautioned  Gentle- 
men against  violating  that  principle  of 
the  compact  if  they  wished  it  to  be  held 
sacred. 

Mr.  Walker  said,  he  could  take  upon  him- 
self to  declare,  that  some  Protestants  were 
as  averse  to  the  payment  of  tithes  as  Catho- 
lics. Indeed,  he  was  acquainted  with  one 
parish  where  the  High  Churchmen  and 
Orangemen  endeavoured  to  persuade  the 
Catholics  to  join  them  in  opposing  the  tithe 
composition,  but  the  latter  refused. 

Mr.  Hume,  in  moving  that  the  petition 
be  printed,  took  the  opportunity  to  deny 
that  he  had  ever  sanctioned  any  plan  which 
had  for  its  object  the  spoliation  or  robbery 
of  the  Church.  Some  years  ago  he  bad 
laid  resolutions  on  the  Table  of  diat  House 
with  respect  to  Church  property,  one  of 
which  directly  went  to  preserve  to  indi- 
viduals the  right  which  they  might  at  pre- 
sent possess  to  any  such  property. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  assured  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  he  had  no  desire  to  make  an  un- 
fair attack  upon  him :  he  had  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  state,  that  the  resist- 
ance now  oiFered  to  the  coUection  and  pay- 
ment of  tithes,  justified  the  Legislature  in 
committing  a  spoliation  on  that  species  of 
property;  under  that  impression,  he  had  cer- 
tainly said,  that  such  knguage  was  unjust. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  used  the 
language  imputed  to  him,  he  had  qxdwn 
under  an  erroneous  impreiium^ 
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Mr.  O*  Conned  congratulated  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ii^nd  on  the  change 
that  had  taken  place  in  his  opinions  with 
r^ard  to  the  nature  of  Church  property, 
and  the  power  of  Parliament  to  dispose 
of  it.  He  should  postpone  his  motion  for 
placing  the  name  of  his  noble  friend  Lord 
Killeen  on  the  Tithe  Committee  until  the 
next  day. 

Mr.  Stanley  said^  that  his  opinions  with 
regard  to  Church  property  had  undergone 
no  change  whatever.  He  had  always  held 
that  it  would  be  most  unjust  for  the  Legis- 
lature to  interfere  with  the  property  of  the 
Church,  with  a  view  to  convert  it  to  pur- 
poses that  were  not  ecclesiastical ;  but  he 
would  at  the  same  time  always  assert  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  regulate  the  pro- 
perty which  the  Church,  as  a  corporation, 
held  in  trust,  and  for  the  due  management 
of  which  it  was,  like  every  other  corporate 
body,  responsible  to  the  Legislature  of  the 
country^ 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Irish  Magistracy.]  Mr.  George 
Dawson  rose  to  move  for ''  Returns  of 
fees  claimed  by  the  Secretory  of  the 
Lonl  Chancellor  in  Ireland  and  other 
public  Officers  upon  the  Issue  of  new 
Commissions  to  Justices  of  the  Peace  in 
Ireland,  consequent  upon  the  demise  of 
the  late  King;  and  of  fees  paid  by  the 
Magistrates  in  England  upon  taking  out 
their  Commissions  of  the  Peace,  consequent 
upon  the  demise  of  the  late  King."  These 
returns,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  were 
connected  with  much  more  important  mat- 
ter than  many  would  imagine.  He  had  no 
wish  to  delay  the  House  from  entering 
upon  the  current  business  of  the  night; 
but  still  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  state 
some  few  facts.  At  present,  on  the  demise 
of  the  Crown,  the  Magistrates  of  Ireland 
were  subject  to  a  heavy  fine  for  the  re- 
newal of  their  commissions^  while  the  Ma- 
gistrates of  England  were  subject  to  no 
luch  fine.  He  might  be  told  that  the  de- 
mand made  in  Ireland  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's Secretary,  of  2L  13s.  6d.,  was  a  le- 
gal one,  and  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  it 
was  l^al  with  reference  to  new  Com- 
mifsions ;  but  he  contended  it  ought  not  to 
be  demanded  on  renewals.  The  charge 
was  felt  to  be  a  grievance  and  an  ex- 
action, and  the  impression  was  so  strong 
M^ainst  an  exaction  of  such  a  character,  that, 
if  it  were  persevered  in,  it  would  leave 
Uurge  dhtricts  in  Ireland  without  any  Ma-t 
filtrates  at  all.    The  House  would  per- 


haps hardly  believe,  that  the  counties  of 
Donegal  and  Sligo  were  at  that  moment 
almost  without  Magistrates.  And  really 
the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land had  been  most  extraordinary  with  re- 
spect to  this  subject.  At  the  very  moment 
when  a  great  political  meeting  was  to  be 
held  in  Donegal,  when  there  was  every  in- 
ducement to  give  the  police  all  possible 
strength,  the  Lord  Chancellor  sent  down 
an  order  suspending  all  the  Magistrates 
who  would  not  submit  to  this  monstrous 
exaction.  Such  was  the  fact,  and  the  Ma- 
gistrates, indignant  at  such  treatment,  ap- 
plied to  the  Government  for  an  explanation, 
but  they  had  received  none.  The  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  was  melancholy.  There 
was,  in  fact,  no  legal  government.  If  any 
one  wished  to  appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary, 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  no  where 
to  be  discovered — he  was  non  est  inventus. 
But  though  there  was  no  legal  government 
in  Ireland,  there  was  an  abundance  of 
party.  There  were  three  parties.  First, 
there  was  the  Roman  Catholic  party,  strone 
in  numbers  and  physical  force,  and  headed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry ; 
then  there  was  the  Protestant  party,  which 
embraced  almost  all  the  respectability  and 
independence  of  the  country  ;  and  lastly, 
there  was  the  Government  party,  mani^ed 
by  Lord  Anglesey,  Lord  Cloncurry,  Dr. 
Doyle,  and  Sir  William  Gosset.  When 
Lord  Anglesey  became  Lord  Lieutenant 
great  hopes  were  indulged,  that  he  would  do 
Ireland  great  service,  but  his  whole  govern- 
ment was  a  miserable  failure — and  the  first 
happy  day  Ireland  could  hope  for  was  that 
which  saw  him  quit  her  shores,  for,  with 
the  exception  of  the  persons  he  had  men- 
tioned, and  a  very  few  more,  no  one  was 
satisfied  with  the  administration  of  the 
noble  Marquis.  But  with  respect  to  those 
fees,  if  the  exaction  of  them  was  persisted 
in,  for  no  other  purpose,  that  he  could  per- 
ceive, but  the  putting  3,000  or  4,000i.  in 
the  pocket  of  the  Lord  ChanceUor's  Secre- 
tary, many  Magistrates  would  not  renew 
their  commissions,  and  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  Derry  and  Tyrone  espe- 
cially would  nearly  be  left  without  Ma- 
gistrates. He  asked  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary, how  long  such  a  system  was  to  be 
kept  up  by  the  Government  >  They  had 
been  told  respecting  the  tithes  that  if 
people  would  not  pay  them  they  would  not; 
and  perhaps  he  should  be  told  the  same 
with  respect  to  those  fees — ^if  the  Magis- 
trates would  not  pay  them  they  would  not. 
These  were  some  of  the  efiects  of  the  con* 
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duct  of  the  present  Government^  and  as  he 
mentioned  them  to  show  the  importance  of 
attending  to  the  subject,  so  he  moved  for 
the  returns  with  a  view  of  affording  inform- 
ation,  and  enabling  hon.  Members  to  ex- 
amine into  the  matter. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  put  a  question  to  him,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  wished 
to  delay  the  current  business  of  the  night 
he  thought  he  might  have  done  so  in  much 
fewer  words,  and  without  raking  up,  as  he 
had  done,  all  the  topics  he  could  reach  of 
angry  discussions.      With  respect  to   the 
fees  paid  by  the  Magistrates  of  Ireland  on 
the   renewal   of  their    commissions,  they 
were  not  im])0scd  by  the  Government,  but 
by  Act  of  Parliament.     Government  had 
nothing  to  do  with  them ;  and  in  looking 
into  the  Acts  of  Parliament  on  the  subject, 
he  was  surprised  to  find  that  Magistrat<;s 
in  Ireland,  in  taking  out  new  Commissions 
of  the  Peace  on  a  demise  of  the  Crown, 
were  subjected  to  hieher  fees  than  the  Ma- 
gistrates in  England  were  liable  to  on  a 
similar  occasion.     A  Magistrate   in    Ire- 
land had  to  pay  2/.   ISs,  6d.   for  such  a 
renewal,  while  the   sum  which  an  Eng- 
lish Magistrate  had  to  pay  was  merely  a 
nominal  one.     The  manner  in  which  the 
difference  of  the  law  in  the  two  countries 
on  this  point  had  arisen   was  this : — The 
1st  George  3rd.  c.  33,  superseded  the  ne- 
cessity of  suing  out  new  commissions  in 
England  on  a  demise  of  the  Crown,  but 
that  Act  did  not  extend  to  Ireland.     By 
the  1st  William  4th  it  was  provided,  that 
no  fees  should  be  payable  for  the  renewal 
of  commissions  on  the  demise  of  the  Crown, 
except  for  the  labour  actually  done  in  mak- 
ing out    such  commissions,  and  that  the 
Treasury  should  have  the  power  of  deter- 
mining the  amount  of  remuneration  to  be 
awarded  for  such  labour.    The  fees  payable 
for  the  labour  performed  were  accordingly 
reduced  more  than  one-half  by  a  Minute  of 
the  Treasury,  and  thus  the  Magistrates  of 
Ireland,  instead  of  having  to  pay  ?/•  15j.  6d», 
had  only  to  pay  2/.  13s.  6d»     The  greater 
part  of  the  fees  did  not  go  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  Secretary,  but  to  the  Deputy 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  the  Hanaper  office. 
Although  he  thought  that  the  labour  alone 
ought  to  be  remunerated,  still  he  did  not 
see  what  Government  could  do  to  relieve  the 
present  parties.    He  understood  the  docu- 
ments to  be  prepared  were  very  voluminous. 
Labour  had  actually  been  incurred,  and  it 
ought  to  be  paid  for.     Since  1 7(yO  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  had  not  been  called 


to  this  subject^  but,  now  that  it  was,  be 
would  not  say  that  it  would  not  be  proper 


to  introduce  a  bill  for  the  purpose 
milating  the  laws  in  the  two  countries  on 
the  subject. 

Colonel  Perceval  sM,  be  had  been  re- 
quested by  some  of  the  most  respectable  of 
his  constituents  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject.     The  right  hon. 
Secretary  had  talked  of  the  labour  of  making 
out  those  documents.      There  was  very 
little  labour  in  their  preparation.    They 
were  a  mere  bit  of  parchment,  with  some 
printing  on  it,  and  one  name  written  with 
a  pen .    He  knew  this  to  be  the  case,  becanse 
he  had  had  one  of  those  renewals  in  his 
hand,  and  examined  it,  although  he  had  not 
been  fool  enough  to  take  up  his  own.    The 
Magistrates  of  Ireland  had  oeen  Terj  difler- 
ently  treated  in  the  reign  of  George  5rd. 
The  Government  of  that  day  did  not  feel 
it   necessary  to    exact   barthemome  fees 
to    swell  the    pockets  of   the  fuaOj  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor.    These  fees  were  not 
merely  odious  as  an   exaction,  but  they 
were  odious  also  because  they  were  a  tri- 
bute to  the  family  of  a  man  who  had  no 
claims  to  any  such  recompense.     He  was 
instructed  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Goremment  to 
pass  a  short  bill  to  relieve  the  Magisttacj 
from  this  unjust  charge  ?    The  duties  of  an 
Irish  Magistrate  were  not  easy  or  aereeaUe, 
and  it  was  rather  too  much  to  cdl  upon 
that  body  to  pay  thousands  to  enrich  a 
family  not    deserving.      A  meeting  was 
called  in  the  county  with  which  he  was 
immediately  connected,  for   the    11th  of 
January,  and  on  the  1 0th  of  January  the 
different  Magistrates  received  letters,  in- 
forming them  that  they  must  renew  their 
commissions  immediately.    Nor  was  that 
the  only  ground  for  complaint    The  High 
Sheriff  had  required  the  assistance  of  toe 
constabulary  police,  and  the  police  had  re- 
fused to  attend,  on  the  ground  that  th^ 
had  instructions  from  the  Government  to 
the  contrary.    The  High  SheriflT  appealed 
in  writing,  but  he  received  a  similar  answer 
in  writing.     That  looked  as  if  it  was  the 
wish  and  intention  of  the  Government  that 
those  who  had  acted  as  Magistrates  should 
be  maltreated  and  insulted ;  but  fortunately 
they  had  sufficient  friends  to  protect  then. 
The  High  Sheriff*  had  written  to  a  Sir 
Something  Gosset-— calling  for  an  inTesti* 
gation,  and  the  High  Sheriff*  had  afto^ 
wanls  written  to  the  same  Sir  Something 
Gosset,  tendering  his  resignation ;  but  in 
reply  he  had  been  inform^^  that  noting 
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of  the  kind  was  necessanr.  He  should 
take  an  opportunity  of  moving  for  copies 
of  that  correspondence,  with  a  view  of  sub- 
mitting iuch  a  motion  upon  it  as  might 
appear  necessary. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
▼emment  would  not  at  present  promise  to 
introduce  any  such  Act  of  Parliament.  On 
the  contrary,  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  just  to  take  away  the  remuneration 
from  those  who  had  already  undergone  the 
labour  of  making  out  those  Commissions, 
each  of  which,  by  the  way,  contained  more 
names  than  the  hon.  Member  had  stated ; 
for  he  believed  it  was  necessary  in  the 
Commission  issued  to  an  Irish  Magistrate 
to  recite  the  whole  Commission  of  the 
eounty.  At  the  same  time,  as  he  had  al- 
ready said,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  de- 
rirable  thing  to  assimilate  the  laws  in  the 
two  countries  on  the  subject.  With  regard 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  statement, 
that  those  fees  went  to  recompense  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Lord  Chancellor's  family,  he 
would  not  attempt  to  answer  sueh  a  charge. 
He  was  sure  the  House  rt>garded  it  at  its 
full  value.  As  to  the  letter  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  complained  of,  as 
having  been  sent  to  the  Magistrates  of 
Sligo,  perhaps  it  would  be  a  full  justifica- 
tkm  for  him  to  state,  that  the  whole  of  the 
existing  Commission  expired  on  the  16th  of 
January,  and  with  respect  to  the  police 
and  constabulary  force,  they  were  expressly 
prohibited  from  attending  party  meet- 
ingi^  but  they  were  assembled  and  ready 
to  act  on  all  occasions  to  preserve  the  public 
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Colonel  Perceval  maintained  he  was 
even  critically  accurate.  He  had  himself 
been  a  Magistrate  for  two  counties.  Hiq 
letter  respecting  the  renewal  in  one  was 
dated  December  26th,  and  that  respectiug 
the  renewal  in  Sligo  was  dated  the  9th  of 
January,  two  days  before  the  meeting. 
Again,  upon  the  subject  of  the  police,  he  had 
a  utter  from  the  High  Sheriff,  containing 
a  copy  of  the  letter  from  the  chief  of  the 
police.  That  letter  the  right  hon  Secretary 
might  see  and  read.  The  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary was  wrong  if  he  imagined  he  (Colonel 
Perceval)  would  make  any  statement,  either 
in  that  House  or  elsewhere,  that  he  was  not 
prepared  fully  to  sustain. 

Mr.  E.  J,  Cooper  said,  as  it  was  not  the 
pimctioe  to  charge  fees  on  the  renewal  of 
the  Magistrates'  commissions  in  this  coun- 
try, he  held  it  to  be  invidious  and  im- 
proper that  such  a  charge  should  be  made 
upon  the  Irish  Magistracy. 


Sir  Robert  Baieson  'expressed  an  earnest 
hope  that  relief  would  be  afforded.  The 
amount  of  the  fees  was  not  so  much  as  the 
unfairness  of  the  charges.  The  right  hon. 
Secretary  unfortunately  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  Ireland :  he  never  lived  there. 
He  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  resided  in  Ireland  more  than  four  days 
consecutively  since  he  had  been  in  office. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  better 
acquainted  than  he  was  with  Ireland  he 
would  soon  see  its  real  interests.  Looking 
at  the  conduct  of  the  Government  towards 
the  Irish  Magistracy,  he  should  suppose  its 
object  was  to  get  rid  of  the  Irish  gentry  as 
Magistrates,  with  a  view  of  appointing  a 
stipendiary  Magistracy,  of  such  persons  as 
would  be  entirely  subservient  to  the  Mi- 
nisters. 

Mr.  OConnell  said,  the  present  regula- 
tions were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  (Mr.  Dawson)  who  now  complained 
of  them. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  assured  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  was  in- 
correct in  hva  statement,  as  he  had  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Secretary  would  in- 
form him. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  the  Treasury  Minute 
was  made  in  November,  1831,  but  the  scale 
of  fees,  in  accordance  with  which  that 
Minute  was  made,  was  settled  by  the  pre- 
vious Administration. 

Mr.  O'Conneli  said,  at  any  rate  it  ap« 
peared  that  the  principle  was  laid  down  by 
the  late  Government,  but  now  it  seemed 
the  good  and  worthy  exclusive  Protestant 
Magistrates  were  determined  to  enter  into 
a  conspiracy  to  resist  the  payment  of  those 
trifling  fees.  It  must  be  admitted,  however, 
that  the  charge  was  unquestionably  too 
much ;  for  the  only  trouble  given  to  the 
officer  was,  the  insertion  of  the  naiQe  into 
the  parchment  document,  and  transmitting 
it  to  the  party  poistage  free. 

Mr.  George  Dawson,  in  reply  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  admitted  that  it  was  perfectly  true 
a  great  number  of  instruments  had  been 
issued  by  the  late  Administration  imme- 
diately  previous  to  their  abdication  of  office, 
at,  however,  one-half  of  the  usual  rate  of 
fees.  But  he  could  not  see  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  any  right  to  throw 
the  onus  on  the  shoulders  of  that  Admin- 
istration, for  the  issue  of  any  instruments 
since  that  period  at  the  same  rate,  inas- 
much as  it  was  competent  for  them  to 
order  a  still  further  reduction. 

Mr.  Hume  deprecated  the  genend  prin- 
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ciple  of  demanding  fees  on  commissions^  a 
practice  which  pervaded  all  branches  of  the 
public  service.  He  bad  before  alluded  to 
a  case  where  the  Captain  of  the  Guard  had 
pocketed  a  sum  of  1,350L  by  the  issue  of 
commissions.  If  he  had  known  that  he 
should  have  had  such  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  detailing  the  facts  of  this  casc^ 
whicl)  he  begged  to  remark  he  had  in 
a  state  of  preparation,  he  would  have 
brought  down  to  the  House  the  necessary 
documents  for  so  doing.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  means  should  be  taken  to  compel  per- 
sons who  had  taken  fees  on  commissions  to 
refund  them.  He  implored  Irish  Gentle- 
men not  to  pay  the  exaction,  for  he  was 
convinced  it  was  illegal.  Why  should 
English  Magistrates  be  required  to  pay  but 
three  or  four  shillings  for  their  commission^ 
while  in  Ireland  they  were  called  on  to  pay 
between  two  and  three  pounds  ? 

Mr.  Ruthven  concurred  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex,  that  these  fees 
ought  not  to  be  paid.  The  full  charge  for 
inserting  the  name  of  a  gentleman  in  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  in  England  was 
between  51.  and  6L,  while  in  Ireland  the 
sum  demanded  for  the  same  purpose  was 
above  10/.,  and  the  charge  now  complained 
of  was  merely  for  a  renewal  of  these  com- 
missions on  which  so  much  had  been  said. 
To  demand  21,  1 3x,  6d.  for  such  renewals 
was  a  gross  impositicm,  and  he,  therefore, 
trusted  Government  would  prevent  their  ex- 
action by  passing  an  Act  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  whenever  an  imposition 
was  detected,  this  excuse  was  immediately 
made,  *'  Oh,  we  were  not  the  first  to  prac- 
tise it,  our  predecessors  were  guilty  of 
similar  conduct."  He  wanted  to  be  inform- 
ed upon  what  principle  of  justice  2/.  13a*.  6d» 
was  demanded  from  an  Irish  Magistrate 
for  the  renewal  of  his  commission,  when 
an  English  Magistrate  liad  to  pay  but  5s. 
for  the  same  renewal. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Vaudois.]  Sir  Robert  Inglis  trust- 
ed that  the  House  would  believe,  that,  op- 
posed as  he  was  to  ahnost  every  measure  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  did  not 
bring  forward  his  present  Motion  as  a 
party  question ;  it  was  too  nearly  connected 
in  his  mind  with  considerations  of  religion 
to  be  so  degraded.  At  the  same  time, 
while  he  would  not  shrink  from  declaring 
that  he  looked  upon  the  situation  of  the 
Vaudois  as  peculiarly  deserving  the  sym- 
pathy of  this  country,  on  account  of  their 
religion^  he  thought  that  he  could  satisfy 


the  House,  that  they  had  a  light  to  claim 
its  support  on  grounds  entirely  distinct  and 
political.     In  fact,  if  they  were  Jews,  Ma- 
hometans, or  Heathens,  their  right  to  the 
interference  of   England   would   be   the 
same ;  for  it  was  founded  on  specific  treaty. 
As  this  was  the  first  time  for  many  years, 
he  believed,   that   their  name  bad  been 
brought  before  the  House,  it  was  necessary 
to  state  something  of  their  history  and  pre- 
sent condition,  as  the  ground-work  of  the 
Motion.     The  people  in  whose  behalf  he 
now  claimed  the  support  of  England,  inha- 
bited three  vallies  in  the  Alps  of  Piedmont ; 
and  they  had  been  known  for  ages  as  the 
Protestants  of  that  region.     They  are,  in- 
deed, part  of  that  great  family  who,  in  the 
mountains  of  Dauphine,  in  the  Cevennes, 
in  the  Pyrenees,  and  in  theseAlpine  recesKi^ 
maintained  a  pure  faith  amidst  darkness 
and  persecution.     The  motto  of  one  of  their 
chief  towns  (Luzern)  Lux  in  TenebrU,  is, 
indeed,  exactly  characteristic  of  their  con- 
dition; and  in  a  very  distant  age,  from 
these  vallies  were  sent  forth  those  who 
were  a  light  to  other  countries.     They  con- 
tinued exposed  to  alternate  violence  and 
neglect  till  the  year  1 655,  when  the  per- 
secutions of  the  Duke  of  Savoy,  their  sove- 
reign,   threatened   their  total  extinction. 
Their  sufferings  and  their  common  faith 
excited  the   sympathy  of   all   Protestant 
Europe.     Oliver  Cromwell  took  the  lead 
in  their  behalf,  and  the  magnificent  letters 
of  Milton,  in  his  name,  in  this  cause,  ought 
to  be  known  to  every  one.     But  the  sonnet 
of  Milton  has  better  familiarised  the  sufller- 
iugs  of  this  people  to  every  Englishman:— 

Avenge,  O  Lord !  thy  slaughtered  saints,  whose 

bones 
Lie  scatterM  on  the  Alpine  mountains  cold : 
£*en  them,  who  kept  thy  truth  so  pure  of  old 
When  all  our  fathers  worship^  stocks  and  stoncti 
Forget  not. 

Cromwell  interposed  strongly  in  their  be- 
half; he  authorised  a  genend  collection  in 
England  for  their  relief;  he  summoned 
every  Protestant  state  to  aid  him ;  and  said 
that  he  would  send  a  fleet  to  Civita  Vec- 
chia,  and  his  cannon  should  be  heard  in  the 
Vatican.  His  policy  was  Protestantism, 
and  he  almost  realised  his  own  threat^  that 
he  would  make  the  name  of  an  Englishman. 
as  much  feared  as  that  of  an  anaent  Ro- 
man. The  result  was  a  cessation  of  this 
persecution;  and  the  Vaudois  sunk  into 
quiet  neglect  again.  But  after  the  revoca- 
tion of  the  edict  of  Nantes,  the  court  o£ 
France  roused  the  Duke  of  Savoy  to  the 
extirpation    of    his    Protestant    subjects.. 
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Another  persecution  arose^  almost  as  bloody 
aa  the  last,  and,  for  the  tinie>  more  effect- 
ual* All  of  the  Vaudois  who  were  not 
massacred  or  imprisoned,  were  exiled ;  and 
there  was  not  left  one  of  them  in  their  own 
Tallies.  The  return  of  a  band  of  them,  the 
glorietue  rentrie,  as  it  was  called,  was  one  of 
Uie  most  heroic  military  enterprises  which 
an  equal  body  of  men  ever  accomplished ;  but 
any  further  allusion  to  it  would  be  foreign  to 
the  present  Motion.  It  was  sufficient  to  say, 
that  sympathy  for  their  sufferings,  and  admi- 
ration of  their  gallantry,  again  won  for  this 
people  the  support  of  England.  Up  to 
that  time  the  support  had  been  founded  on 
feeling ;  it  was  henceforth  to  rest  on  posi- 
tive engagement  and  treaty.  King  Wil- 
liam 3rd  in  I69O,  made  a  treaty  with 
Savoy,  the  States-General  being  a  party 
to  it,  by  which  he  stipulated,  and  the 
Duke  of  Savoy  consented,  that  the  VaudoLs 
thcnild  be  replaced  and  preserved  in  all 
their  ancient  rights,  customs,  and  privileges, 
both  as  related  to  their  habitation,  business, 
and  the  exercise  of  their  religion,  and  as 
to  every  thing  else.  The  Ministers  of 
King  William  and  of  the  States-General 
were  instructed  and  authorised  to  regulate 
the  execution  of  this  article  with  the  Min- 
isters of  the  Duke  of  Savoy.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  must 
look  with  peculiar  interest  to  this  proceed- 
ing, because  it  was  mainly  the  result  of  the 
seal  of  Rouvigne,  Lord  Gal  way,  the  uncle 
of  that  illustrious  woman  who  had  conferred 
10  much  honour  on  the  name  of  Russell. 

If  it  were  said,  how  would  England  have 
liked  that,  three  years  ago,  the  Minister  of 
the  kine  of  Sardinia  should  have  insisted 
on  interiering  here  on  behalf  of  thelrishRo- 
manCatholics,  the  answer  was  easy.  The  sove- 
reign of  these  Vaudois  had,  by  solemn  treaty 
with  England,  engaged  that  they  should 
be  preserved  in  all  their  civil  aud  religious 
riffhts;  and  England  had,  consequently,  the 
oWgation  of  supporting  them,  irrespective 
altogether  of  a  community  of  creed.  The 
treaty  of  I69O  was  confirmed  in  express 
terms  by  the  Duke  of  Savoy,  in  the  treaty 
signed  in  1 704*  with  England.  The  ground- 
work of  the  Motion  was  thus  established. 
The  Vaudois  were  put  under  the  protec- 
tion of  England  ;  and,  if  aggrieved,  had  a 
right  to  its  interference.  That  in  tcrference 
was  exercised  in  1727^  and  formed  the 
fub)ect  of  the  second  part  of  his  Motion. 
Bfr.  Hedges,  the  English  Minister,  then  at 
Turin,  wrote  to  his  Government  as  follows, 
ill  reference  to  grievances  then  endured  by 
the  Vaudois : — 

VOL  IX.  {JKS} 


'I  believe,  if  the   Marquis  d'Aix  (the 

*  Sardinian  minister  in  London)  perceived 

*  an  earnestness  in  England  of  having  this 
'  affair  remedied,  it  would  very  much  facili- 
'  tate  it.' 

'  On  another  occasion  he  said  (and,  with 
all  deference  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he 
(Sir  Robert  Inglis)  ventured  to  call  his 
particular  attention  to  this  quotation ;  it 
was  dated  Turin)  — '  I  cannot  but  be  of 
opinion,  that  one  great  reason  of  the  cold-^ 
ness  I  meet  with  here  on  those  subjects, 
arises  chiefly  from  the  little  warmth  with 
which  it  is  urged  to  the  Marquis  d'Aix  at 
London ;  and  as  they  are  points  by  no 
means  agreeable  to  the  king  of  Sardinia, 
I  do  not  doubt  but  he  informs  his  master 
we  have  them  not  so  much  at  heart  as  to 
oblige  him  to  make  many  alterations  in 
either  case ;  for  the  treaties  are  so  express 
with  regard  to  the  Protestants,  that  they 
cannot  possibly  have  any  thing  to  say  in 
defence  of  their  present  behaviour  to 
them.' 

There  was  another  passage,  to  which  he 
begged  the  noble  Lord's  attention,  as  show- 
ing the  way  in  which  only  the  subject 
ought  to  be  treated : — 

'  I  can  assure  you  that  talking  firmly  to 
them,  and  that  by  persons  of  authority, 
and  who  they  think  are  able  to  make  good 
their  words,  is  the  only  way  of  obtaining 
the  most  just  and  reasonable  demands  at 
this  court ;  and  nothing  but  great  steadi- 
ness on  our  side,  and  insisting  strongly  on 
our  treaties  and  the  king  of  Sardinia's 
promises,  can  preserve  the  Protestants  of 
the  vallies  from  sure  and  certain  destruc- 
tion. The  inveteracy  against  our  religion 
is  incredible,  and  if  it  be  not  supported  with 
some  warmth,  since  it  is  attacked  with  so 
much,  it  must  give  way  to  superior  power.' 
He  now  came  to  the  third  part  of  his 
Motion.  In  the  course  of  the  French  revo- 
lution, the  vallies  of  Piedmont  were  annexed 
to  France ;  and  the  Vaudois  enjoyed,  with 
the  other  subjects  of  the  French  empire, 
a  perfect  equality  of  civil  rights,  and  the 
free  exercise  of  their  religion.  By  the 
treaties  of  Paris  in  1814  and  1815,  and  by 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  the  states  of  the 
king  of  Sardinia  were  restored  to  him,  but 
they  were  restored  on  condition  that  none 
of  the  inhabitants  should  be  molested  in 
person  or  in  property;  and  it  might  well  be 
asked,  how  far  the  circumstances  to  which 
the  Vaudois  were  on  this  restoration  ex- 
posed, could  be  considered  as  other  than  a 
molestation.  By  a  decree  oi  a  few  lines, 
2  D 
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member  for  Kerry.  When  a  parliamentary 
writ  was  sent  to  the  Sherifi'of  a  county^  he 
had  no  option  but  to  issue  his  precepts  to 
the  several  Corporations  and  recogniz^  au- 
thorities in  his  bailiwick,  and  in  no  case 
was  he  invested  with  the  authority  of  se- 
lecting the  returning  officer.  The  Sheriff 
never  appointed  the  deputy  to  whom  the 
execution  of  writs  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers for  a  borough  was  intrusted.  Such  a 
practice  would  be  as  contrary  to  various 
Acts  of  Parliament  as  it  was  to  many  de- 
cisions of  that  House.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, true,  that  the  present  Bill  was  a  fol- 
lowing up  of  the  old  Constitution  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  a  direct  and  positive  breach 
of  that  Constitution.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  candidly  admitted,  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  done,  the  difficulties 
that  had  induced  such  a  course  to  be  adopted, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  him,  but  when 
he  spoke  on  a  legal  point,  he  should  do  so 
logically,  accurately,  and  legally.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  not,  in  the  whole  country, 
another  lawyer,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  who  would  venture  to  state  such  a 
proposition  as  he  had  submitted  to  tlie 
House. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  he  had  only  affirmed 
that  the  general  duty  of  the  Sheriff  was  to 
execute  all  writs  directed  to  the  county 
over  which  he  presided.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  within  those  counties  there 
were  separate  and  particular  jurisdictions 
over  which  the  Sheriff  had  no  direct  au- 
thority; but  the  constitutional  doctrine 
was,  that  the  Sheriff  was  responsible  for  all 
writs  that  were  not  specially  directed  to 
persons  within  his  county  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  other  high  authority. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  admitted,  that  as  a 
general  rule,  the  Sheriff  executed  all  the 
writs  that  were  sent  to  him  to  be  executed 
in  his  bailiwick,  but  he  did  not  execute  all 
the  writs  for  elections  of  Representatives 
for  borous^hs  situated  within  his  bailiwick. 
The  Sheriff  did  not  appoint,  and  could  not 
appoint,  a  deputy  to  execute  a  precept  for 
an  election  within  the  borough.  He  must 
say,  that  he  thought  the  appointment  of 
the  returning  officers  by  the  Sheriff  was 
more  objectionable  than  by  the  Crown 
itself.  Another  course  might  surely  be 
pursued :  why  could  not  the  Government 
ascertain  who  were  the  superior  civil  officers 
of  the  boroughs  to  which  they  were  about 
to  give  Members,  and  then  appoint  those 
officers  the  returning  officers  of  those  bo- 
roughs ?  He  did  not  object  to  the  principle 
of  giving  these  large  towns  Represent- 


atives,  though  he  must  say,  that  the  Go- 
vernment was,  in  his  opinion,  now  carrying 
that  principle  too  far ;  but  he  thought  that 
at  least  care  should  be  taken  to  ^ve  the 
power  of  a  returning  officer  to  such  persons 
in  the  new  boroughs  as  exercised  it  in  those 
already  in  existence.  He  recommended 
the  Government  to  make  these  new  bo- 
roughs corporations  for  the  sole  purpoie  of 
electing  Members  of  Parliament;  for  to 
make  them  Corporations  in  other  respects, 
was  the  right  of  the  Crown,  on  which  he 
should  say  nothing  at  present.  If  they 
were  made  Corporations  for  the  purpose  of 
electing  Members,  there  would  be  these 
advantages — first,  that  the  new  bonnig^ 
would  be  thus  assimilated  to  those  already  in 
existence ;  next,  that  the  returning  ofl^oer 
would  be  appointed  in  the  usual  way,  and 
the  difficulty  which  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing would  be  got  over ;  and  lastly,  the 
registration  oi  the  voters  would  be  rendend 
unnecessary,  for  the  officers  of  borougfas 
always  kept  a  list  of  the  freemen  of  their 
respective  boroughs.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  it  would  be  d^ 
sirable  for  the  further  consideration  of  this 
question  to  be  postponed  for  a  ooupk 
of  days,  till  the  Government  could  have 
time  to  inquire  who  were  now  the  su- 
perior civil  officers  of  the  boroughs  mboat 
to  be  enfranchised,  and  could  ascertain 
whether  such  officers  could  not  ad?in- 
tageously  be  appointed  returning  ofiioen^ 
and  whether  these  boroughs  coiQd  not  be 
made  Corporations  for  the  sole  purposes  of 
this  Act.  He  thought  that  a  uiort  dause 
for  making  them  Corporations  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act  might  very  easily  be  dnwn 
without  in  any  manner  prejudicing  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  to  make  them  Corpora* 
tions  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  Hunt  wondered  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  had  just  now  so 
ably  treated  the  subject  under  fjiam^fffyw, 
had  not  gone  a  step  further,  and  said  how 
the  returning  officers  were  to  be  appointed 
in  the  new  Corporations.  He  meraij  said, 
they  were  to  be  appointed  in  the  usual 
way.  That  usual  way  meant,  he  supposed, 
that  they  were  to  be  elected  by  the  people, 
of  course,  as  they  were  now  appointed  by 
the  freemen  of  London,  Bristol,  and  other 
places. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  were  to  endeaTonr 
to  draw  a  short  clause,  making  the  newly« 
enfranchised  towns  Corporations  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  he  would  find  that 
he  had  undertaken  a  task  of  no  veij  Bij(^t 
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difllcultT'.  Another  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
Uemso  had  spoken  as  if  he  thought  the 
i^ipointment  of  Sheriffs  was  a  favour  con- 
ferred upon  the  persons  appointed,  and  as 
if  the  Sheriffs,  when  appointed,  were  under 
the  influence  of  the  Crown.  In  hoth 
CMes  be  was  much  mistaken.  In  making 
that  supposition,  they  were  paying  hut  a 
poor  compliment  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
country  who  served  the  office  of  Sheriff. 
The  hon.  member  for  Preston  was  much 
■nstaken  when  he  supposed  that  the  return- 
ing^ officers  in  the  large  proportion  of  bo- 
loiigfaa  in  the  country  were  elected  by  the 
people;  and  if  the  Government  had  re- 
eommended  the  adoption  of  such  a  mode  of 
decdng  the  returning  officers,  they  would 
onlj  have  involved  themselves  in  difficulties. 
A  number  of  difficulties  had  occurred  to 
iSbe  Government  on  this  point,  and  the 
Sheriffii  naturally  suggested  themselves  as 
Ae  persons  to  whom  most  properly  the 
duty  of  appointing  returning  officers  could 
he  intrusted :  and  there  was  the  less  ob- 
jection to  the  plan,  as  it  was  not  intended  to 
he  permanent. 

Mr.  Gaulburn  said,  the  simple  question 
hefinre  them  was,  what  necessity  existed  for 
verting  the  Sheriff  with  the  power  of  com- 
pelling an  individual  to  accept  the  situation 
of  a  returning  officer.  This  Bill  proposed, 
that  the  Sheriff  must  find  a  person  to  under- 
take the  duties  of  his  deputy  at  different 
places  during  a  county  election,  but  for 
bocourii  elections  he  could  compel  any 
indiTnaal  to  accept  the  office.  The  noble 
Lcrd,  seeing  the  difficulties  and  conse- 
quences likely  to  result  from  the  compulsory 
sysleniy  excluded  that  class  of  men  who 
were  best  calculated  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  office  fairly  and  impartially,  by  pro- 
viding that  no  man  should  act  as  returning 
officer,  who  possessed  more  than  300/. 
a-year  landed  property.  Did  the  noble 
Lord  think,  that  he  would  find  many  indi- 
viduals willing  to  undertake  an  office  which 
exposed  them  in  case  of  misconduct  to  a 
poalty  of  500/1,  and  to  actions  on  the  part 
of  the  voters?  Whoever  undertook  so 
onerous  an  office  would  expect  remuneration 
either  by  influence  or  money,  and  therefore 
the  question  resolved  itself  into  this — was  it 
proper  to  conflde  this  power  to  the  Sherifl'? 

Mr.  Serjeant  Wilde  said,  that  the  plan 
recommended  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  James  Scarlett),  was 
not  a  new  plan,  for  it  had  been  recom- 
mended six  or  seven  years  ago  by  Mr. 
Serjeant  Merewether,  who  had  ever  since 
Imq  endeayouring  to  gain  over  advocates 


for  it.  With  respect  to  the  observa- 
tions  made  upon  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry, 
he  would  only  beg  leave  to  say,  that  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member  never  had  as- 
serted that  the  Sheriff  executed,  by  himself 
or  his  deputy,  all  the  writs  or  precepts 
which  were  issued  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  boroughs  within  his  bailiwick, 
or  that  he  appointed  the  returning  officer 
for  those  boroughs.  But  how  had  the 
returning  officers  become  so  in  many  in- 
stances ?  How,  but  by  the  habit  of  the 
Sheriff  to  send  writs  to  those  officers  to  be 
executed  within  those  boroughs?  lliat 
habit,  arising  from  the  fact  that  they  were 
originally  supposed  to  be  the  Sheriff^s 
deputies  in  the  boroughs  for  the  execution 
of  writs  there,  had,  at  length,  confirmed 
them  in  the  office,  and  made  them  the  per- 
sons to  whom  the  execution  of  parliament- 
ary precepts  was  intrusted.  The  habit  had 
at  length  been  converted  into  a  right.  In 
many  of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  C,  the 
returning  officer  was  especially  pointed  out, 
as  in  the  case  of  Manchester,  where  the 
duty  belonged  to  the  Boroughreeve.  The 
Sheriff  would  have  the  power  of  selecting 
the  proper  individuals,  and  the  law  would 
cast  upon  them  the  necessity  of  discharging 
the  office,  even  at  their  own  personal  incon- 
venience. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  denied,  that,  by  the 
ancient  law  of  England,  the  Sheriff  had 
the  right  or  power  of  selecting  the  return- 
ing officer.  By  the  form  of  the  writ,  as 
long  ago  as  the  rei^  of  Edward  1st.,  the 
Sheriff*  was  required  to  return  two  Knights 
for  the  county,  and  to  send  his  precept  to 
boroughs  for  the  election  of  Burgesses  ; 
but  he  did  not,  therefore,  appoint  the  re- 
turning officers  in  boroughs. 

Sir  Charles  Wet herell  contended,  that  the 
proposition  of  the  learned  Serjeant  (Wilde) 
was  in  the  teeth  of  all  law  and  all  history ; 
for  the  Sheriff  never  had  possessed  the 
power  of  naming  the  returning  officer  in 
boroughs,  not  even  in  those  of  compara- 
tively recent  creation,  such  as  Banbury, 
which  was  created  in  the  reign  of  James  1st. 

The  Attorney  General  concurred  in  the 
spirit  of  the  observation  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Newark,  and  which  he  thought  had  not 
been  fairly  represented.  He  understood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  say,  not 
that  the  Sheriff  had  the  power  to  nominate 
returning  officers  in  existing  boroughs,  but 
tbaf,when  new  boroughs  were  to  be  created, 
and  the  writs  were  sent  to  the  Sheriff^  hQ 
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his  Motion.     Neither  had  the  Government 
any  indisposition  to  exert  every  interference, 
that  it  could  legitimately  employ,  for  the 
protection  of  the  Vaudois  from  iU  usage  or 
persecution.     It  did  not  appear,  however, 
from  what  had  been  urged  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  he  had  established  the  fact 
of  any  injury  being  suffered  by  these  people 
at  present,  as  his  statement  referred  only  to 
the  year  1814,  and  since  then  he  had  not 
heard  that   there  was  any  reason  to  com- 
plain.   The  laws  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
referred    were    probably    obsolete.       The 
treaties  of  which  copies  were  now  asked 
for  had  been  secret  at  the  time  they  were 
made,  and  a  difficulty  might  have  arisen  in 
that  respect;  but,  from  the  leneth  of  time 
which  had  elapsed,  he  should  not  now 
make  any  objection  on  that  ground  to  their 
production.     As  to  the  correspondence  that 
had  taken  place  more  than  a  century  ago,  it 
could  not  be  supposed  to  have  much  applica- 
tion to  the  present  day;  and  he  presumed  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  press  for  that.  With 
respect  to  the  correspondence  from  1814  to 
1829,  that  [tot  of  it  which  he  had  looked 
over  led  him  to  the  result,  that  there  was 
no  oppression  now  practised  towards  the 
Vaudois.     In  that,  too,  which  had  passed 
between  our  Minister  at  Turin  and  the 
Government  still  later,  it  was  mentioned 
that  deputies  from  the  Vaudois  had  been  well 
received  by  the  king  of  Sardinia,  and  that 
no  complaint  was  made  by  them  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    He  would,  therefore,  suggest, 
that  it  would  be  enough  for  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  to  take  copies  or  extracts  of  the 
treaties  referred   to,  without  putting  the 
public  to  a  great  expense  in  printing  a  cor- 
respondence, the  chief  part  of  which  was 
more  than  a  century  old,  and  the  latter 
part  of  which,  from  1814  to  1829*  having 
reference   to  proceedings  under  a  former 
reign,  might  revive  unpleasant  recollections. 
He,  however,  assured  the  hon.  Baronet, 
that  if  there  were  any  infraction  of  rights 
respecting  which  this  country  was  entitled 
to    interfere,    he    (Viscount   Palmerston) 
would  be  ready  to  take  such  steps  as  might 
be  requisite,  whether  for  the  restoration  of 
tliose  rights,  or  for  the  security  of  any  pri- 
vil^es  the  Vaudois  were  entitled  to. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that  he  had  been 
misunderstood.  The  noble  Lord  had  as- 
sumed him  to  admit  that  no  present  griev- 
ances existed.  On  the  contrary,  though 
the  state  of  the  Vaudois  might  be  improv^, 
grievances  still  existed ;  for  instance,  at  this 
moment  the  CoUc^  of  La  Tour  could  not 
admit  more  than  mteen  students,  and  theo- 


logical lectures  must  not  be  ^vea ;  all  the 
books  must  be  submitted  to  the  inflection 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Intendant  of  the 
province ;  th&  masters  must  be  approved  by 
him  and  he  was  the  visitor  of  the  College. 
A  Vaudois  could  not  at  this  day  nuichaae 
property  out  of  the  vallies,  and  could  not  be 
a  physician  or  an  advocate.  As  the  noble 
Lord  had  recognised  the  general  oUigation 
of  England  to  secure  their  richts  to  this 
people,  and  had  stated  his  wi&ingnesi  to 
interfere,  if  there  should  be  any  infractioa 
of  those  rights,  he  consented  to  withdraw 
so  much  of  nis  Motion  as  related  to  former 
instances  of  interference  on  the  part  of  this 
Government. 
Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Court  of  Sbssion  (Scoti«and).]  The 
Lord  Advocate  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  ''  to  prevent  obstruction  of  buineB 
in  the  Court  of  Session  of  Scotland."  He 
would  only  say,  that  the  Bill  was 
because,  if  a  Judge  now  fell  ill,  there 
no  power  to  call  in  another  Judge  to  supply 
his  place. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  the  present  BiU 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  anxie^  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Lord's  predeoesaor  to 
reduce  the  judicial  establishments  of  SooU 
land  as  low  as  possible,  so  much  so,  that  it 
appeared  that  the  temporary  indiapootioa 
of  a  Judge  stopped  the  whole  businea  of 
his  division  of  the  Court,  and  eompeUed 
the  adoption  of  a  plan  to  procure  ibe  ae* 
sistance  of  another  Judge  to  dispoae  of  that 
business.  This  Bill  was  rather  a  cuzioos 
commentary  upon  another  Inll  which  bed 
been  brought  forward  by  the  learned  Lord, 
and  which  proposed  to  abolish  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  Scotland,  and  transfer  its 
duties  to  the  Court  of  Session,  although 
it  appeared,  by  the  present  Motion,  that 
that  Court  was  unable  to  get  through  its 
own  proper  duties.  While  he  was  qpenUng 
on  the  subject,  he  would  express  a  hope 
that  the  learned  Lord  would,  at  the  nine 
time,  apply  himself  to  placing  the  Seoldi 
Jud^s  on  a  footing  with  their  V-wgWA 
brethren  on  the  score  of  remuneration  ftr 
their  labours.  At  present,  the  SooCdi 
Judges  did  not  enjoy  one-half  the  nlaij  of 
the  English  Judges,  though  their  duties 
and  acquirements  were  at  least  equaL 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  the  kte 
Administration  had  augmented  the  duties 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  without  incieishi^ 
in  a  corresponding  ratio,  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges.  Although  the  late  GovemmeBt 
had  neglected  that  duty,  he  hoped  it  wvuld 
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be  taken  up  hj  the  present  one^  and  that 
il  would  see  the  justice  and  necessity  of 
placing  the  Judges  of  Scotland  somewhat 
ncnre  upon  an  equality  with  those  of  £ng- 
Imd  than  they  were  at  present ;  the  former 
bad  only  2^000^  per  annum,  while  the 
ktter  bad  5,5001. 

Mr.  Goulbum  agreed  with  hoth  hon. 
Gentlemen  as  to  the  justice  of  increasing 
the  salaries  of  the  Scotch  Judges.  The 
Administration  of  which  he  had  heen  a 
member,  had  brought  in  a  bill  for  the 
pmpoie  of  carrying  this  increase  into 
eftcty  but,  in  consequence  of  the  abru])t 
tennination  of  the  Siession,  owing  to  the 
demise  of  his  late  Majesty,  the  bill  was 
not  passed  into  a  law. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  if  the  num- 
ber of  Scotch  Judges  was  not  sufficient, 
they  could  easily  spare  three  from  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Court.  He  hoped,  that  when- 
efer  there  was  a  question  again  about  in- 
creasing or  diminishing  the  number  of 
Judges,  more  attention  would  be  paid  to 
die  subject  than  was  shewn  in  the  late 
creation  of  four  new  Judges,  where  one 
woold  have  been  quite  sufficient. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the 
BUI,  "but,  on  the  contrary,  to  support 
it  He  should  be  glad  to  see  greater 
reductions  made  in  the  Courts  of  Scotland 
"—he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  number  of 
Jodces  reduced  from  fifteen  to  eight,  who 
voiud  be  quite  sufficient,  and  capable  of 
getting  through  all  the  business  of  the 
Court.  By  simplifying  the  judicial  pro- 
eeedings,  seven  or  eight  would  be  quite 
eooogh.  He  was  not  sur[)rised  that  all  the 
learned  Gentlemen  rose,  one  after  another, 
to  condemn  the  insufficient  salaries,  but  he 
nrast  protest  against  the  intention  of  the 
hte  Government  to  increase  the  salaries  of 
tbe  Scotch  Judges.  With  the  present 
Hlaries,  there  was  no  want  of  able  men  in 
Seodand  to  accept  of  situations  on  the 
Bench.  He  wished  there  might  be  a  de- 
Bdency  in  the  Revenue  for  the  next  four 
years  of  1,000,000/.  a-year,  because  that 
mmld  impose  a  necessity  of  reducing  all 
nbries.  He  should  be  better  pleased  to 
bear  a  proposition  for  reducing  the  salaries 
of  English  Judges,  than  for  increasing 
those  of  the  Scotch.  He  agreed  with  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  one 
Judge  would  have  been  quite  sufficient  for 
the  new  Bankruptcy  Court. 

Sir  Edtpard  Sugden  said,  he  could  not 
hot  express  his  surprise  at  the  haste  with 
wUdi  Uie  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
honied  a  UU  through  the  House  at  the 


close  of  last  Session,  appointing  four  new 
Judges,  at  a  salary  of  9*500L,  when  it  was 
proved,  that  the  whole  business  which 
could  come  before  them  might  be  disposed 
of  by  one  Judge,  at  a  salary  of  6,000/1,  in 
the  course  of  thirty-five  days.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  salaries  of  the  Scotch 
Judges  were,  and,  therefore,  could  not  say 
whether  it  was  too  much  or  too  little.  If 
the  noble  Lord  was  so  ready  to  squander 
thousands  in  legal  appointments,  he  should 
not  be  surprised  to  hear,  that  the  salaries  of 
the  Scotch  Judges  were  increased  before 
the  close  of  the  Session,  if  a  proposition 
were  made  to  diminish  them. 
Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Convention  with  France.]  Captain 
Yorke  said,  that  in  the  late  Convention 
entered  into  between  France  and  this 
country,  agreeing  to  a  mutual  right  of 
search,  it  was  provided,  by  the  7th  article, 
that  vessels  taken  with  slaves  on  board 
should  be  delivered  over  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  that  Power  to  which  they  be- 
longed. This  was  quite  a  new  regulation. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  know  whether 
the  eflect  of  it  would  be  to  take  away  from 
the  captors  of  slave-vessels  the  usual  re- 
muneration ? 

Sir  James  Graham  observed,  that  the 
point  was  to  be  matter  of  future  arrange- 
ment. 

Parliamentarv  Reform — Bill  for 
England — Committee — Third  Dat.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Reform  Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorj)  said,  he  was  still  as 
much  opposed  to  the  Bill  as  ever.  It  was 
going  down  very  fast  in  the  opinion  of  the 
country.  The  greatest  apathy  was  felt 
about  it  in  the  county  of  Lincoln.  He 
heard  it  reported,  that  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  were  determined  to  remain  silent,  and 
let  those  on  his  side  have  all  the  talk  to 
themselves.  Let  them  do  so ;  let  them  but 
pay  attention,  and  he  did  not  fear  that  they 
would  be  able  to  unsay  all  that  had  been 
said  in  favour  of  it.  Much  was  said  about 
the  support  of  high  personages.  He  believed 
the  very  highest  was  not  so  favourable  to  it  as 
some  persons  wished  to  persuade  themselves. 
He  heard  so  at  Brighton.  He  again  as- 
serted, that  there  was  a  great  and  com- 
fortable re-act icm.  He  heard  some  of  the 
farmers  say,  that  they  expected  no  good 
from  the  present  Administration.  He 
never  saw  a  more  raw,  unsightlyi  unfinishi 
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ed  set  of  Ministers.  They  never  could 
come  to  any  maturity*  He  rose,  however, 
to  ask  if  the  Ministers  intended  to  retain 
in  the  Bill  the  clause  giving  the  franchise 
to  tenants  at  will  renting  a  farm  of  50/.  a- 
year ;  to  that  clause  he  laid  some  claim  as 
his  own,  though  it  was  fathered  hy  tlie 
noble  Marquis  (the  Marquis  of  Chandos), 
and  feeling  much  interested  in  its  fate,  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  ask  this  question,  ])ar- 
ticularly  as  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Peterborough — ^for  Whiggisli  Pcter^- 
borough—- had  given  notice  of  a  motion  to 
erase  it  from  the  BilL 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), intended  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Reform  Bill  should  sit  on  Wednesdays  ? 

Lord  AlUiorp,  in  answer  to  his  hon. 
friend's  question,  could  only  then  say,  that 
Ministers  saw  no  reason  for  taking  the 
Committee  on  Wednesdays.  They  intend- 
ed that  the  Committee  should  sit  on  four 
days  in  each  week,  hoping  that  the  same 
courteous  understanding  which  obtained 
last  Session— -namely,  of  hon.  Members 
giving  way  to  Ministers  on  those  four  days 
when  their  motions  were  not  of  urgent 
necessity  or  immediate  interest— would  be 
acted  on  during  the  present  Session.  He 
did  not  expect,  ibat  it  would  be  at  all  neces- 
sary to  taice  the  Committee  on  Wednesdays. 
Indeed,  that  day  was  now  so  universally 
understood  to  be  devoted  to  motions  not 
likely  to  give  rise  to  protracted  discussion, 
and  the  attendance  was,  consequently,  so 
invariably  thin  on  that  day,  that  it  would 
be  almost  hopeless  to  expect  to  make  any 
progress  in  the  Bill  by  adding  Wednesday 
to  the  Committee  days.  He,  therefore, 
would  that  evening  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  Committee  over  to  Thursday,  taking 
his  clumce  for  being  able  to  make  some 
progress  after  the  motion  which  stood  for 
that  day  should  have  been  disposed  of. 

House  went  into  Committee. 

Lord  Althorp,  on  moving  that  clause  7th 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  said,  that  he  would 
take  it  upon  himself  to  have  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  on  a  former  day  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Bishop's 
Castle — namely,  that  the  present  Bill  shall 
not  operate  as  law  till  the  bill  for  defining 
the  boundaries  of  the  boroughs  and  towns 
mentioned  in  it  should  have  previously  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  Legislature, 
carried  into  efifect. 

Mr.  James  L.  Knight  would,  on  tliat 
understanding,  willingly  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord. 


The  blanks  in  the  7th,  8tk»  9th»  and 
10th  clauses  were  then  filled  up,  wid  the 
clauses  agreed  to. 

The  11th  clause  read  as  fcdlows;*- 
''  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  perions  re- 
spectively described  in  the  said  acbadules 
C  and  D,  shall  be  the  retuming-oflkers  at 
all  elections  of  a  Member  or  Memben  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  bofoughf  in 
conjunction  with  which  such  persons  an 
respectively  mentioned  in  the  said  sche- 
dules C  and  D,  and  that  for  those  boRNighs 
for  which  no  persons  are  mentioned  in  siKh 
schedules  as  retuming-offioersy  the  SheriiT 
for  the  time  being  of  the  county  in  whiok 
such  boroughs  are  respectively  yiMygtrf, 
shall,  within  '  two  months'  after  the  '  pisi* 
ing  of  this  Act,'  and  in  every  suoceedbg 
respective  year,  in  the  month  d  *  March,' 
by  writing  under  his  hand,  nominate  and 
appoint  for  each  of  such  boroughs*  a  fit 
person,  being  resident  therein,  to  be,  and 
such  person  so  nominated  and  appointed 
shall  accordingly  be,  the  retuming«ofllcer 
for,  &c." 

Mr.  James  L.  KnigJU  said,  he  found  no 
provision  made  for  identifying  the  «nmin«- 
tion,  which  might  remain  a  private  docu- 
ment in  the  custody  of  the  Sherifi^  in- 
capable of  identification ;  this  ought  not  to 
be  the  case.  The  amendment  which  he 
intended  to  propose  to  remedy  this  defect 
was  a  very  slight  one,  and  he  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
would  not  object  to  its  introduction.  It 
was,  that  after  the  word  ''had,"  in  the 
eighteenth  line  of  the  clause,  there  should 
be  inserted  these  words — "  to  be  delivered 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the  county 
within  one  week,  and  to  be  by  him  filed 
and  preserved  in  the  register  of  the  county.'* 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Goulburn  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  that  part  of  the  clause  by 
which  it  was  enacted,  that  ''  for  those  bi^ 
roughs  for  which  no  (lersons  are  mentioned 
in  such  schedules  as  retuming-officerSa  the 
Sherifl*  for  the  time  being  of  the  oounty  in 
which  such  boroughs  are  respectively 
situate,  shall,  by  writing  under  ms  hand» 
nominate  and  apppint  for  each  of  such 
boroughs  a  fit  person  to  be  the  returning- 
officer."  He  objected  most  decidedly  to 
such  an  enactment,  which  would  give  the 
ShoriiF  a  power  such  as  was  given  to  no 
other  person  in  the  country*  Ifihe  Sheriff 
was  inclined  to  do  so,  he  might  abuse  the 
power  thus  put  into  his  han^  by  appcnnt* 
ing  as  retuming-officer  any  person  whom 
he  wished  to  prevent  from  being  a  candBdnle, 
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Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  there  were 
■ome  objections  to  the  clause,  but  there 
were  still  some  difficulties  in  making  other 
arrangements.  It  was  not  intended  that 
kbeplan  now  projiosed  should  be  pcnuancnt, 
as  it  was  the  intention  of  the  (iovenimcnt 
to  grant  charters  to  the  new  boroughs, 
when  the  return ing-officers  would  be  pro- 
vided in  another  way. 

Mr.  Gofilburu  observed,  tliat  in  framing 
•  new  Constitution,  it  was  to  be  expected 
that  the  Ministers  would  fall  into  a  great 
many  difficulties  and  anomalies.  He  did 
not  mean  to  deny,  that  the  naming  of  the 
xetuming-officcr  would  be  a  matter  of 
difficulty.  The  Sheriff  might  abuse  his 
power  to  prevent  a  man  becoming  a  can- 
didate ;  therefore,  the  mode  of  appointing 
the  returning-officer,  as  it  was  provided 
ibr  in  the  clause,  was,  in  his  opinion,  most 
objectionable.  If  the  retuniing-oilicer  was 
appointed  by  the  Crown,  there  would  be 
aome  check  upon  him,  as  the  Government 
would  think  it  below  their  character  to  act 
in  such  a  manner ;  but  individual  cases  of 
a  difierent  line  of  conduct  might  easily  bo 
anticipated.  Again,  the  Sherilf  was  not 
responsible,  but  the  Government  would  be 
responsible  for  the  manner  in  which  the 
deputy  exercised  the  duties  of  the  office. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  objections  of 
the  right  lion,  (icntloman  would  apply  as 
much  to  the  giving  of  Representatives  to 
large  towns  as  to  the  making  of  what  he 
called  a  new  C\mstitution  ;  it  would  apply 
as  atrongly  where  the  right  of  election  was 
given  to  a  few  places  as  to  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  whole  districts.  Whoever  at- 
tempted a  Ueform  in  I'arli anient,  would 
have  to  contend  against  this  diiiiculty,  and, 
on  the  whole,  he  and  his  colleagues  tliought 
that  it  would  be  better  to  vest  this  ap- 
pointment in  the  Sherilf,  for  the  ]>resent, 
than  in  the  Crown. 

Sir  Charlex  /fV/Aere// complained,  that  it 
waa  a  complete  innovation  to  allow  the 
Sheriff  to  appoint  the  returning  officer  in 
the  borouffhs  within  his  bailiwick.  No 
Sheriff  of  England  had  ever  such  a  ix)wer 
bestowed  upon  liim  before ;  and  when  this 
was  pointed  out  to  the  noble  Lord,  all  the 
anawer  he  gave  was — *'  It  is  a  matter  of 
peat  difficulty."  It  by  no  means  followed 
that  the  Sheriff  would  appoint  men  whose 
local  knowledge  fitted  them  for  this  situa- 
tion— such  men  as,  under  the  pn-sent  plan, 
exercised  the  duties  of  returning  ofhcers. 
The  persons  appointed  to  the  office  must  be 
xeaidentii  within  the  borough,  but  no  time 
WM  apedfied  as  to  the  term  of  their  resid- 


ence. They  might  be  domiciled  in  the 
place  for  the  ex])re.ss  purpose,  by  the  ctm- 
uivance  of  the  Sheriff.  It  was  forbidden 
that  the  Churchwarden  or  Overseer  should 
be  appointed  to  the  office,  although  those 
persons  were  the  best  qualified,  from  their 
local  knowledge,  to  execute  its  duties,  and 
generally  had  the  confidence  of  their  towns- 
men. He  should  prefer  seeing  the  return- 
ing officer  appointed  by  any  other  |H:rsou 
rather  than  the  Sheriff.  The  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  too,  would  have  an  infiuenee 
over  the  election;  for,  as  they  appointed 
the  Sheriffs,  they  would  exercise  an  influ- 
ence over,  them,  and,  through  their  means, 
over  the  returning  officers,  and  might  then 
appoint  their  partizans  to  the  office,  and  in 
that  manner  influence  the  elections.  It 
appeared,  however,  from  what  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  this  was  to  be  only  an  ad 
interim  Constitution,  and  that  the  new 
boroughs  were  to  get  charters,  which  would 
remove  the  difficulty.  He  should  not  be 
surprised  to  see  the  new  boroughs  before 
long  deprived  of  their  charters  as  easily  as 
the  old.  This  Bill,  in  fact,  would  not  be 
complete  and  final  in  any  one  of  its  parts. 
He,  therefore,  Wgged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  or  some  of  his  supporters,  why  the 
Corporations  for  these  newly  created  bo- 
roughs could  not  be  manufactured  at  the 
same  time  with  the  Bill  which  went  to  cre- 
ate them.*^ 

Mr.  O'CoHuell  said,  the  existing  return- 
ing officers  were  not  of  so  very  superior  a 
character  as  to  make  it  adviseable  to  advo- 
cate the  mode  of  apiK)intment  that  was  now 
practised.  Until  something  better  was  pro- 
posed lie  should  support  the  present  clause. 
According  to  the  principle  of  the  present  con- 
stitution, the  Sheriff  was  bound  to  execute, 
by  himself  or  his  deputy  all  writs  that  were 
directed  to  him  as  Sheriff.  For  that  purpose 
he  appointed  officers  to  preside  at  the  election, 
and  he  appointed,  too,  the  Assessor,  who  de- 
termined on  the  votes.  As  to  the  influence 
of  the  ofiicei'6,  it  was  follv  to  talk  of  their  in- 
fluencing  the  election,  for  that  House  would 
know  how  to  deal  with  either  of  them  who 
abused  the  power  intrusted  to  them.  The 
Bill  now  before  the  House  pn)|)osed  only 
to  do  that  which  would  enforce  the  Com- 
mon Law,  and  compel  the  Sheriff  to  do 
what,  by  the  present  duties  of  his  office,  he 
was  always  called  on  to  perform. 

Sir  Charles  JVetherell  never  heard  a 
lawyer  assert  a  proposition  more  in  the 
teeth  of  the  Constitution,  and  of  the  stat- 
utes of  Parliament,  than  that  which  had 
been  pronounced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
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member  for  Kerry.  When  a  parliamentary 
writ  was  sent  to  the  Sberifi'of  a  county,  he 
had  no  option  but  to  issue  his  precepts  to 
the  several  Corporations  and  recognized  au- 
thorities in  his  bailiwick,  and  in  no  case 
was  he  invested  with  the  authority  of  se- 
lecting the  returning  officer.  The  Sheriff 
never  appointed  the  deputy  to  whom  the 
execution  of  writs  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers for  a  borough  was  intrusted.  Such  a 
practice  would  be  as  contrary  to  various 
Acts  of  Parliament  as  it  was  to  many  de- 
cisions of  that  House.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, true,  that  the  present  Bill  was  a  fol- 
lowing up  of  the  old  Constitution  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  a  direct  and  positive  breach 
of  that  Constitution.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  candidly  admitted,  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  done,  the  difficulties 
that  had  induced  such  a  course  to  be  adopted, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  him,  but  when 
he  spoke  on  a  legal  point,  he  should  do  so 
logically,  accurately,  and  legally.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  not,  in  the  whole  country, 
another  lawyer,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  who  would  venture  to  state  such  a 

Proposition  as  he  had  submitted  to  tlie 
louse. 
Mr.  (yCofineU  said,  he  had  only  affirmed 
that  the  general  duty  of  the  Sheriff  was  to 
execute  fdl  writs  directed  to  the  county 
over  which  he  presided.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  within  those  counties  there 
were  separate  and  particular  jurisdictions 
over  which  the  Sheriff  had  no  direct  au- 
thority; but  the  constitutional  doctrine 
was,  that  the  Sheriff  was  responsible  for  all 
writs  that  were  not  specially  directed  to 
persons  within  his  county  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  other  high  authority. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  admitted,  that  as  a 
general  rule,  the  Sheriff  executed  all  the 
writs  that  were  sent  to  him  to  be  executed 
in  his  bailiwick,  but  he  did  not  execute  all 
the  writs  for  elections  of  Representatives 
for  borous^hs  situated  within  his  bailiwick. 
The  Sheriff  did  not  appoint,  and  could  not 
appoint,  a  deputy  to  execute  a  precept  for 
an  election  within  the  borough.  He  must 
say,  that  he  thought  the  appointment  of 
the  returning  officers  by  the  Sheriff  was 
more  objectionable  than  by  the  Crown 
itself.  Another  course  might  surely  be 
pursued :  why  could  not  the  Government 
ascertain  who  were  the  superior  civil  officers 
of  the  boroughs  to  which  they  were  about 
to  give  Members,  and  then  appoint  those 
officers  the  returning  officers  of  those  bo- 
roughs ?  He  did  not  object  to  the  principle 
of  giving  these  large  towns  Represent- 


atives,  though  he  must  say,  that  the  Go- 
vernment was,  in  his  opinion,  now  carrying 
that  principle  too  far ;  but  he  thoag^t  that 
at  least  care  should  be  taken  to  ^ve  the 
power  of  a  returning  officer  to  such  persons 
in  the  new  boroughs  as  exercised  it  in  those 
already  in  existence.  He  reooinmended 
the  Government  to  make  these  new  bo- 
roughs corporations  for  the  sole  puTpose  of 
electing  Members  of  Parliament;  for  to 
make  them  Corporations  in  other  lespecti, 
was  the  right  of  the  Crown,  on  which  be 
should  say  nothing  at  present.  If  th^ 
were  made  Corporations  for  the  purpoie  of 
electing  Members,  there  would  be  then 
advantages — first,  that  the  new  bonnigjbi 
would  be  thus  assimilated  to  those  alreidjin 
existence ;  next,  that  the  returning  oflSoer 
would  be  appointed  in  the  usual  waj,  and 
the  difficulty  which  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing would  be  got  over ;  and  lastlj,  the 
registration  of  the  voters  would  be  rendeni 
unnecessary,  for  the  officers  of  boroughs 
always  kept  a  list  of  the  freemen  of  their 
respective  boroughs.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  it  would  be  de^ 
sirable  for  the  further  consideration  d  this 
question  to  be  postponed  for  a  ooupie 
of  days,  till  the  Government  could  have 
time  to  inquire  who  were  now  the  so* 
perior  civil  officers  of  the  boroughs  sboat 
to  be  enfranchised,  and  could  ascertain 
whether  such  officers  could  not  ad?in- 
tageously  be  appointed  retumins  offioen^ 
and  whether  these  boroughs  comd  not  be 
made  Corporations  for  the  sole  purpoaes  of 
this  Act.  He  thought  that  a  uiort  clause 
for  making  them  Corporations  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act  might  very  easily  bednwn 
without  in  any  manner  prejudicing  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  to  make  them  Corpoia* 
tions  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  Hunt  wondered  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  had  just  now  so 
ably  treated  the  subject  under  discusnon, 
had  not  gone  a  step  further,  and  said  how 
the  returning  officers  were  to  be  appointsd 
in  the  new  Corporations.  He  merdj  ssid, 
they  were  to  be  appointed  in  the  usual 
way.  That  usual  way  meant,  he  suppossd* 
that  they  were  to  be  elected  by  the  people, 
of  course,  as  they  were  now  appointed  by 
the  freemen  of  London,  Bristol,  and  other 
places. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  were  to  endeaTonr 
to  draw  a  short  clause,  making  the  newly* 
enfranchised  towns  Corporations  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  he  would  find  that 
he  had  undertaken  a  task  of  no  raj  ^BifH 
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diflkuItT'.  Another  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tkomn  had  spoken  as  if  he  thought  the 
qipointment  of  Sheriffs  was  a  favour  con- 
ftmd  upon  the  persons  appointed,  and  as 
if  the  Sherifisy  when  appointed,  were  under 
tlie  influence  of  the  Cmwn.  In  both 
CMOS  he  was  much  mistaken.  In  making 
thst  supposition,  they  were  paying  but  a 
poor  compliment  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
eoantxy  who  served  the  office  of  Sheriff. 
Hie  hon.  member  for  Preston  was  much 
■irtekm  when  he  supposed  that  the  retum- 
iof  officers  in  the  IfU'ge  proportion  of  bo- 
migba  in  the  country  were  elected  by  the 
people;  and  if  the  Government  had  re- 
oaBmended  the  adoption  of  such  a  mode  of 
deeting  the  returning  officers,  they  would 
ealf  have  involved  themselves  in  difficulties. 
A  number  of  difficulties  had  occurred  to 
Ae  Government  on  this  point,  and  the 
Shcfiffii  naturally  suggested  themselves  as 
Ae  perBons  to  whom  most  properly  the 
iatj  of  appointing  returning  officers  could 
he  intrusted :  and  there  was  the  less  ob- 
jection to  the  plan,  as  it  was  not  intended  to 
De  permanent. 

Ifr.  Goulifurn  said,  the  simple  question 
befbra  them  was,  what  necessity  existed  for 
TBiting  the  Sheriff  with  the  power  of  com- 
pdUng  mn  individual  to  accept  the  situation 
of  e  returning  officer.  This  Bill  proposed, 
Alt  the  Sheriff  must  find  a  person  to  under- 
tihe  the  duties  of  his  deputy  at  different 

fcet  during  a  county  election,  but  for 
iqA  elections  he  could  compel  any 
iadiYidual  to  accept  the  office.  The  noble 
LaeSt  feeing  the  difficulties  and  conse- 
likely  to  result  from  the  compulsory 
u,  excluded  that  class  of  men  who 
best  calculated  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  office  fairly  and  impartially,  by  pro- 
viding that  no  man  should  act  as  returning 
flffioer,  who  possessed  more  than  '^00/. 
e-yenr  landed  property.  Did  the  noble 
Locd  think,  that  he  would  find  many  indi- 
viAoab  willing  to  undertake  an  office  which 
•fUHfff*'^  them  in  case  of  misconduct  to  a 
penalty  of  500^,  and  to  actions  on  the  part 
of  the  voters?  Whoever  undertook  so 
an  office  would  expect  remuneration 
by  influence  or  money,  and  therefore 
the  question  resolved  itself  into  this — was  it 
pmer  to  confide  this  power  to  the  Sheriff? 
Mr.  Serjeant  Wilde  said,  that  the  plan 
neoDmendcd  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tkman  opposite  (Sir  James  Scarlett),  was 
not  a  new  plan,  for  it  had  been  rccom- 
six  or  seven  years  ago  by  Mr. 
It  Merewether,  who  had  ever  since 
endeafouring  to  gain  over  advocates 


for  it.  With  respect  to  the  observa^ 
tions  made  upon  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry, 
he  would  only  beg  leave  to  say,  that  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member  never  had  as- 
serted that  the  Sheriff  executed,  by  himself 
or  his  deputy,  all  the  writs  or  precepts 
which  were  issued  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  boroughs  within  his  bailiwick, 
or  that  he  appointed  the  returning  officer 
for  those  boroughs.  But  how  had  the 
returning  officers  become  so  in  many  in- 
stances ?  How,  but  by  the  habit  of  the 
Sheriff  to  send  writs  to  those  officers  to  be 
executed  within  those  boroughs?  That 
habit,  arising  from  the  fact  that  they  were 
originally  supposed  to  be  the  Sheriff^s 
deputies  in  the  boroughs  for  the  execution 
of  writs  there,  had,  at  length,  confirmed 
them  in  the  office,  and  made  them  the  per- 
sons to  whom  the  execution  of  parliament- 
ary precepts  was  intrusted.  The  habit  had 
at  length  been  converted  into  a  right.  In 
many  of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  C,  the 
returning  officer  was  especially  pointed  out, 
as  in  the  case  of  Manchester,  where  the 
duty  belonged  to  the  Boroughreeve.  The 
Sheriff  would  have  the  power  of  selecting 
the  proper  individuals,  and  the  law  would 
cast  upon  them  the  necessity  of  discharging 
the  office,  even  at  their  own  personal  incon« 
venience. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  denied,  that,  by  the 
ancient  law  of  England,  the  Sheriff  had 
the  right  or  power  of  selecting  the  return- 
ing officer.  By  the  form  of  the  writ,  as 
long  ago  as  the  rei^  of  Edward  Ist.,  the 
Sheriff  was  required  to  return  two  Knights 
for  the  county,  and  to  send  his  precept  to 
boroughs  for  the  election  of  Burgesses  ; 
but  he  did  not,  therefore,  appoint  the  re- 
turning officers  in  boroughs. 

Sir  Charles  IVet herell  contendied,  that  the 
proposition  of  the  learned  Serjeant  (Wilde) 
was  in  the  teeth  of  all  law  and  all  history ; 
for  the  Sheriff  never  had  possessed  the 
power  of  naming  the  returning  officer  in 
boroughs,  not  even  in  those  of  compara- 
tively recent  creation,  such  as  Banbury, 
which  was  created  in  the  reign  of  James  1st. 

The  Attorney  General  concurred  in  the 
spirit  of  the  observation  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Newark,  and  which  he  thought  had  not 
been  fairly  represented.  He  understood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  say,  not 
that  the  Sheriff  had  the  power  to  nominate 
returning  officers  in  existing  boroughs,  but 
thaf,when  new  boroughs  were  to  be  created, 
and  the  writs  were  sent  to  the  Sheriff,  hQ 
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must  perfonn  the  duty  of  returning  officer 
by  himself  or  deputy.  With  respect  to  the 
Sherifi',  he  considered  that  that  officer  was 
naturally  the  person  to  whom  the  power  of 
conducting  the  election  in  new  bomuf^hs 
should  be  given.  It  had  been  objected  that 
the  Crown  might  exercise  an  influence  over 
the  conduct  of  the  returning  officers^through 
the  means  of  the  Sheriff,  who  was  appointed 
by  its  flavour.  It  was,  however,  ridiculous 
to  suppose,  that  the  Crown  could  make  a 
job  of  the  creation  of  Sheriffs.  It  was  no 
favour  to  country  gentlemen  to  nominate 
them  Sheriffs,  for  that  appointment  was 
almost  the  highest  penalty  which  could  be 
inflicted  on  them.  If,  however,  the  power 
of  selecting  the  returning  officers  for  the 
new  boroughs  had  been  reserved  to  the 
Crown,  he  was  quite  sure,  that  that  would 
have  been  even  more  strongly  objected  to 
than  the  present  proposition.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ( Sir  James 
Scarlett),  with  respect  to  the  incorporating 
the  new  boroughs  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Bill,  would  have  been  any  improvement. 
He  begged  further  to  be  jK'rmitted  to  re- 
mark, that  he  hoped  tliey  would  not  fall 
into  the  practice  of  last  Session,  and  waste 
the  time  of  the  House  in  frivolous  dis- 
cussion, on  matters  which  it  was  evident 
had  ]x;cn  arranged  in  the  most  unexception- 
able manner. 

Mr.C  W,  IVynn  concurred  in  the  greater 
part  of  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  learned  Attorney  (rcneral ;  and, 
under  all  circumstances,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Sheriti*  was  the  fittest  person  to 
have  the  power  of  appointing  the  returning 
officers:  but  he  objected  to  the  present 
clause,  because  the  a))pointincnt  of  the 
Sheriff  was  made  compulsory.  He  thought 
it  would  be  an  improvement,  if,  in  cer- 
tain cases,  an  a]i]H;al  could  be  had  from 
an  appointment  made  by  tlie  Shcriif  to  the 
King  in  Council. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  exj)resscd  his  disap- 
probation of  the  clause.  It  had  been  said 
by  some  learned  Gentlemen  that  the  Sheriff 
had  the  power,  according  to  the  common- 
law,  but  that  was  denied  by  others,  but 
certainly  not  a  single  case  had  been  shown 
where  that  authority  had  been  exercised, 
although  the  contrary  had  l)een  shown. 
The  principle  must  therefore  be  considered 
as  wholly  applying  to  tlie  future. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  must  be  i)crmittcd 
to  say  a  few  words  u|X)n  the  mooted  |>oint, 
whether  the  Sheriff  was  the  fit  and  con- 
stitutional person  to  have  the  selection  of 


returning  officers.  He  wai  fully  of  opin- 
ion, that  both  the  hoiu  member  lor  Kerry 
(Mr.  O'Connell),  and  the  learned  Serjeant 
(Serjeant  Wilde),  had  laid  down  a  miitaken 
and  unsupported  propoutiim.  Without 
arguing  the  particulars  of  what  the  law 
was  or  is  at  present,  suppoaing  Sherifii  had 
the  power  which  the  learned  Gentlemen 
affirmed  they  possessed,  but  which  he 
denied,  still  he  was  prepared  to  contend,  it 
ought  not  to  be  exercised  without  limita- 
tion. For  instance,  in  a  county  like  Mid- 
dlesex, the  clause  would  give  the  Sheriff 
too  great  power,  as  his  deputies  would  be 
returning  officers  for  the  diatricta  of  the 
Tower,  Finsbury,  and  Marylebone.  Withiii 
the  memory  •f  man,  and,  indeed,  for  many 
centuries.  Sheriffs  had  not  had  the  setae* 
tion  of  returning  officers  in  any  borouafaa 
It  was  inexpedient  to  select  an  individual 
merely  that  he  might  be  returning  offiosr, 
and  he  ought,  for  the  sake  of  greater  re- 
sponsibility on  the  part  of  the  Sherili,  to 
hold  some  recognised  appointment— eu^ 
as  Head-borough,  or  High  Constable.  He 
was  persuaded  that,  as  the  clause  at  present 
stood,  it  would  become  a  job  in  the  hands 
of  the  Sheriffs  and  their  Under<'4herifl% 
who  were  almost  invariably  attomies^  and 
well  knew  how  to  avail  themselves  of  ad- 
vantageous opportunities. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  clause,  but  to  protest  against  the  faa- 
guage  of  the  Attorney  General,  who  had 
said  the  object  of  certain  hon.  Memben 
appeared  to  be,  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House  in  frivolous  discussion.  That  mi|^ 
be  a  clap-trap  for  the  Press,  but  it 
should  deter  him  from  doing  his  duty 
respect  to  this  Bill. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  Lord  Hol- 
land, or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  d 
Lancaster,  for  the  time  being,  had  the 
power  of  nominating  the  Sheriff  of  Las- 
cashirCf  who  would  appoint  no  less  thsa 
six  returning  officers.  There  would  be  six 
Under-sheriffs  in  the  new  boroughs ;  so 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dudiy  of  Lain 
caster  might  be  called  the  greatest  h^ 
roughmonger  in  the  land,  lliis  was  s 
power  ho  could  not  consent  to  dekg^te^ 
and  he  should  be  strongly  dispoaed  to  take 
Lancashire  out  of  the  operation  of  tfat 
Act.  His  hope  was,  that  the  noble  Loid 
would  sec  the  inconsistency  he  had  pointed 
out,  and  propose  the  remedy  required. 

Lord  Ali/iorp  said,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  inquire,  he 
would  fmd  the  Shrievalty  of  Laacadiiie 
was  not  considered  a  vexydesiraUe  offioeat 
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and  be  did  not  believe  the  power 
of  appointing  returning  officers  to  the 
newlj-created  boroughs  would  wake  it 
auch  more  popular.  At  all  events,  he  did 
not  apprehend  that  tho  cii'ect  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  returning  officers  by  the 
Sheriffa  would  produce  the  dissatisfaction 
dcaoribed. 

The  dauae  as  amended  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

The  ISth  clause,  respecting  the  elections 
far  t]ie  county  of  York,  read. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the  great  object  of 
the  dauae  was,  to  appoint  places  where  it 
would  be  most  convenient  for  the  electors 
to  asaemble.  With  that  view  he  should 
m99%  that  the  Court  for  the  election  of 
Members  for  the  North  Riding  of  the 
eoooty  of  York  should  be  held  in  the 
flitj  of  York,  for  the  West  Hiding  at 
Watefieldj  and  fot  the  East  Riding  at 
Beverley.  He  believed  these  towns  were, 
an  the  whole,  best  adapted  for  the  purpose. 
Mr.  Strickland  thought,  that  Beverley 
wet  not  well  calculated  for  the  purpose — it 
wai  very  inconveniently  situated. 

An  Hon.  Member  approved  of  Beverley. 
It  poHeued  every  facility  for  holding  elcc- 
tiona.  The  Quarter  Sessions  were  held 
there,  and  it  was  a  large  and  well-built 
town* 

Lord  Milton  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
acient  division  of  the  county  should  not 
be  departed  from.  He  could  see  no  reason 
why  Ainatey  should  be  separated  from  the 
North  Riding. 

Mr.  Stuart  IVortley,  though  he  thought 
it  more  reasonable  that  Ainstey  should  be 
to  the  East  than  tu  the  North 
as  the  former  was  the  least  ex- 
louive  in  population,  still  conceived  it 
better  not  to  alter  the  division  of  the 
county. 

Lord  Morpeth  was  in  favour  of  the  city 
of  York  having  a  share  in  the  elections, 
nd  waa  of  opinion  that  Ainstey  should 
itmain  ai  it  was. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  as  the  county  was 
to  be  divided  into  three  separate  districts 
or  eounties,  the  best  course  to  pursue  for 
the  convenience  of  the  electors  was,  to 
lelect  those  places  which  were  most  cen- 
tricaL  Northallerton  was  l)cst  adapted, 
therefore,  for  the  place  of  election  for  the 
North  Riding. 

Mr.  Lascelles  was  of  the  same  opinion 
with  the  hon.  Member;  if  the  elections 
wero  held  at  York  for  the  North  Riding, 
■any  of  the  voters  would  be  more  than 
Ibrt J  mika  from  the  phice  of  election^  and. 


in  the  East  Riding,  the  same  would  be  the 
case  if  Beverley  were  selected. 

The  clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13th  was  read  to  this  effect  : — 
''And  be  it  enacted,  that  in  all  future 
Parliaments  there  shall  be  Knights  of 

the  Shire,  instead  of  two,  to  serve  for  the 
county  of  Lincoln,  (that  is  to  say)  for 

the  parts  of  Lindsey,  in  the  said  county, 
and  for  the  parts  of  Kesteven  and 

Holland,  in  the  same  county;  and  that 
Knights  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same 
manner,  and  by  the  same  classes  and  de- 
scriptions of  voters,  and  in  respect  of  the 
same  several  rights  of  voting,  as  if  the 
said  parts  of  Lindsey  were  a  separate 
county,  and  the  said  parts  of  Kesteven  and 
Holland  together  were  also  a  separate 
county  ;  and  that  the  Court  for  the  election 
of  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  parts  of 
Lindsey,  in  the  said  county,  shall  be  holden 
at  ,  and  the  Court  for  the  election  of 
Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  parts  of 
Kesteven  and  Holland,  in  the  said  county, 
sliall  bo  holden  at  ." 

Lord  Alihorj)  said,  he  begged  leave  to 
move,  that  the  first  blank  of  the  clause  Ix; 
filled  up  with  the  word  '*  four,"  and  with 
res])ect  to  the  places  best  adapted  for  the 
elections  to  take  place,  he  begged  to  move, 
that  the  election  of  two  Members  for  the  di- 
vision of  Lindsey,  be  fixed  to  take  place  at 
Lincoln,  and  of  the  two  others,  for  Kes- 
teven and  Holland,  at  Sleaford. 

Colonel  Sihthorp  must  again  object  most 
strongly  to  any  division  of  the  county  of 
Lincoln,  the  <mly  eftect  of  which  would  be, 
to  throw  it  into  two  close  boroughs,  one  of 
which,  including  the  hundred  of  Lindsey, 
would  be  under  the  control  of  a  noble 
Banm,  whose  name  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
mentioning — Lord  Yarborough,  whose  pro- 
perty was  situated  in  that  part  of  the 
county.  He  would  move,  that  all  the 
words  after  the  word  Lincoln,  be  omitted. 

Tlie  Chairman  said,  the  quobtion  was, 
that  the  first  blank  be  filled  up  with  the 
word  four. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  his  suqirise  and  dis- 
appointment were  great,  now  that  he  found 
that  the  noble  Lord,  tlie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  had  deviated  from  tlie  course 
that  on  the  former  occasion  he  pursued. 
The  noble  Lord  had  then  consented  to  post* 
ix)ne  the  question  of  the  division  of  Lincoln- 
shire, till  the  clause  relating  to  the  division  of 
counties  had  obtained  the  sanction  from  the 
House.  Now,  he  precipitated  the  local 
question,  in  which  little  interest  would  be 
generally  felt«  and  thereby  gained  an  ad< 
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vantage  over  those  ^ho  continued  to  defend 
the  ancient  unity  of  Lincolnshire^  and  who 
deprecated  the  innovation,  unfavourable  to 
its  independence  and  honour,  which  this 
clause  would  effect.  Since,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  would  so  exercise  his  au- 
thority, he  must  again  protest  against 
any  division  of  counties,  and  especially 
against  a  division  of  one  of  the  fairest, 
wealthiest,  and  most  populous  counties, 
and  to  which  peculiar  objections  existed. 
As  to  the  division  of  counties  generally, 
nothing  had  been  discovered  to  obviate  or 
diminish  the  objections  which  a  large  party 
of  tried  and  staunch  friends  to  Reform 
Irresistibly  urged,  in  which  the  enlighten- 
ed and  independent  Press  of  England  uni- 
versally concurred — and  which  the  lovers 
of  freedom  throughout  the  country  felt  and 
approved.  Who,  that  dared  to  think  for 
himself^  did  not  retain  his  opinion,  that  the 
tendency  of  the  measure  was,  to  create 
landed  instead  of  borough  nomination ;  and 
to  give  to  the  Aristocracy  that  preponder- 
ating power  in  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament,  which  it  was  the  professed 
object  of  Reform  to  uproot  and  destroy? 
Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  conceded  on  the 
former  occasion  that  such  was  the  expected 
result;  as  he  expressed  his  hope  that  the 
Opposition  in  the  other  House  would  be 
propitiated  by  the  arrangement — as  they 
would  be  gratified  by  a  discovery,  that 
they  would  retain  a  supremacy  which,  for 
their  personal  advantage  or  the  power  of 
their  order,  though  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
people,  they  had  already  exercised  too  long. 
But,  in  that  case,  the  noble  Lord  might 
have  been  taught  that  principle  ought  to  be 
preferred  to  expediency;  and  that  great 
objects  were  more  likely  to  be  gained  by 
manly  bearing  and  resolute  adherence  to 
right,  than  by  a  subserviency  that  en- 
couraged denial  and  awakened  contempt. 
in  this  matter  he  yielded,  and  sacrificed 
county  independence  to  lordly  power.  But 
were  the  Peers  propitiated  }  No  !  And  yet, 
untaught  by  experience,  the  noble  Lord  at- 
tempted now  to  renew  the  compromise 
which  the  Aristocracy  had  disdained  and  the 
people  had  condemned.  For  this  division 
of  counties,  no  adequate  reasons  could  be 

given.  By  the  existing  system,  the  free- 
olders  of  extensive  counties  were  com- 
pelled to  assemble  in  their  county  towns — 
the  distance  was  inconvenient — the  trouble 
great—the  expense  oppressive  ;  but,  as  one 
of  the  great  objects  of  the  Bill  was,  that 
the  poll  should  be  taken  in  various  places 

ia  oiTidel  oountiesj  the  shadow  gf  an  ex- 


cuse for  the  division  of  tihem  WM  swept 
away;  as,  even  for  the  laigeftcoimties,  the 
elections  might  be  conducted  without  any 
of  the  objections  for  the  renunnl  of  which 
alone  division  could  be  endured.  If  such 
were  the  objections  to  the  general  division 
of  counties,  they  applied  to  Lincoliishire 
with  peculiar  force.  It  could  not  be 
denied,  that  by  the  division  pmpoted*  the 
interest  of  the  noble  Lord  mentioned  by 
the  gallant  Colonel,  would,  in  the  divinon 
of  Lindsey,  completely  prevail;  and  that 
any  effort  by  an  independent  candidate  to 
resist  his  nomination  would  be  vain.  Two 
Members  out  of  the  four  for  the  county, 
therefore,  one  Peer  would  return.  He 
believed  that  aristocratic  influence  would 
have  great  weight  in  the  return  of  tlie  re- 
maining two,  and  would  only  be  oontioDed 
by  a  number  of  small  independent  yeomen, 
who  existed  in  those  parts  of  the  countj. 
He  was  fully  persuaded  the  county  of  Lin- 
coln, from  its  importance,  deserved  four 
Representatives;  he,  therefore,  trusted,  if 
the  gallant  Colonel  proposed  to  divide  the 
House  upon  the  clause,  that  he  wooU 
allow  him  to  suggest,  that  he  should  not 
object  to  that  part  of  it  which  allotted  fimr 
Representatives  to  the  county,  but  should 
object  to  the  remainder  of  the  danse  by 
which  the  division  was  decreed,  and  tlw 
places  appointed  at  which  the  elections  fiir 
these  broken  and  dissevered  portions  weie  ts 
be  held.  On  that  subject,  also,  he  mat 
express  his  dissent  and  regret  The  noUs 
Lord  and  the  House  were  aware  that  ho 
had  always  contended  that,  should  the  di- 
vision be  made,  Boston  was  the  town  when 
the  elections  for  that  division  of  the  coon^ 
in  which  it  was  situated  ought  to  taks 
place.  Its  importance  and  situation  de* 
served  that  distinction,  as  the  return 
which  would  have  been  presented  to  ths 
House,  in  consequence  of  his  motion  to 
that  effect,  would  have  proved,  had  the 
noble  Lord  condescended  to  wait  for  theBk 
But  it  appeared  that  he  must  have  yidd- 
ed  to  some  local  influence,  and  had  reoon* 
mended  Sleaford.  In  the  county,  tibst 
selection  would  produce  disappointment 
and  surprise,  and  he  was  determined  to 
resist  it  if  the  question  was  carried  to  s 
division. 

Sir  Robert  Heron  said,  that  if  Ltnooh 
had  been  the  only  county  to  sufler  dinsioB, 
he  should  have  been  sorry  to  see  its  con- 
sequence lessened  by  such  an  operatioOi 
though  he  must  confess  that  his  opinioa 
was,  that  it  afforded  the  fittest  occasioD  for 
division  of  any  of  the  oountiei  aftw  thU 
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of  Yorkihire.  He  must  also  take  that  op« 
parttmity  of  denying  al  leather  the  allesa- 
turn  of  Uie  hon.  and  gallant  Member^  with 
respect  to  the  county  of  Lincoln  becoming 
two  dose  county  boroughs  after  this 
diTition  was  carried  into  efiect,  for  no  such 
eonaequence  would  result  from  it,  unless 
tenants  at  will  were  to  be  allowed  to  vote, 
in  which  case,  a  very  considerable  in- 
flnenoe  would  be  obtained  by  certain 
ptrties.  He  had  long  been  acquainted 
with  the  county,  and  he  was  firmly  of 
OfMnion  that  the  freeholders  were  perfectly 
firee  from  any  domination. 

Mr.  Hunt  observed,  that  if  the  discus- 
were  persisted  in,   he  must  beg  to 
that  the  Chairman  do  report  pro- 


Lovd  AUhorp  expressed  a   hope,   that 
the  luHi.  Member  would  not  persist  in  his 


Mr*  HwU  said,  that  it  had  already  been 
settled,  that  the  Committee  should  not  pro- 

d  after  twelve  o'clock,  and  he  observed 

Order  of  the  Day  which  would  require 
discussion. 

The  qaestion  of  filling  up  the  blank 
with  '^unir"  was  again  put  from  the 
Cbair;  when 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  he  was  de- 
tennined  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
die  question. 

Mr.  Robinson  asked  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  if  he  objected  to  the  addition  of 
the  nnmber  to  the  county  Members,  as  that 

IS  the  question  before  the  House  ? 

Cblmid  Sibthorp  withdrew  his  amend- 


The  Uank  filled  up  with  the  number 

The  Chairman  said,  the  next  question 
was»  that  the  other  blank  be  filled  up  with 
the  word  "  two." 

Colonel  Sibthorp  moved  an  Amendment, 
diat  sll  the  words  after  the  word  "  Lin- 
cofai,''  in  line  three  of  the  clause,  be 
SDutted* 

The  House  divided  on  the  Original 
Motion:  Ayes  195;  Noes  64— Majority 
131. 

Claose  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. — The  House  resumed. 

Schools  of  Anatomy.]  Mr.  Warburton 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  salaries 
of  officers  to  be  appointed  under  the  Ana- 
-  Bill. 
Mr.  Hunt  expressed  his  determination  to 
the  Bill  in  every  stage,  particularly 


with  regard  to  this  part  of  it ;  for  he  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  that  the  Bill  would 
be  again  altered,  as  he  now  found  to  be  the 
case.  The  Bill  was  not  yet  printed,  and 
the  public  money  was,  it  appeared,  to  be 
voted  away  without  any  notice  being  given. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Bill  could  not  properly  be  discussed  as  long 
as  the  Reform  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
and  he  was  determined  it  should  not  be 
passed  pro  forma. 

An  Hon.  Member  requested  some  pro- 
vision might  be  made  for  the  decent  inter- 
ment  of  the  remains  of  bodies  after  dissec- 
tion. He  considered  a  provision  of  that 
sort  would  do  away  with  many  objections 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Briscoe  would  be  very  happy  to 
lend  his  assistance  to  any  legislative  enact- 
ment which  might  have  the  effect  of  ap- 
peasing the  public  mind  on  this  subject ; 
and,  more  especially,  might  tend  to  check 
those  horrible  and  disgraceful  crimes  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  metropolis  of  late. 
He  should  also  be  most  willing  to  do  any- 
thing that  would  promote  surgery  and  the 
cause  of  science ;  but  he  nevertheless  felt 
strong  objections  to  many  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  He  could  never  give  his  con- 
sent to  create  a  proi)erty,  by  legislation,  in 
the  remains  of  the  dead :  this  was  the 
first  time,  at  least,  that  the  House  had  been 
been  called  upon  to  invest  a  legal  property 
in  the  living  of  the  remains  of  the  dead. 
He  never  heard  of  a  law  which  gave  a 
power  to  the  executor,  or  next  of  kin,  to 
dispose  of  the  bodies  of  their  deceased 
friends  and  relatives.  Nor  ought  such  a 
power  to  exist,  unless  the  individuals  had, 
during  their  lives,  either  by  writing  or 
orally,  in  the  presence  of  two  witnesses, 
expressed  their  consent  to  their  bodies  being 
so  disposed  of.  In  reference  to  the  pro- 
position made  by  the  hon.  Member  this 
evenin^,to  give  salaries  to  certain  inspectors, 
he  could  not  see  how  that  scheme  could 
follow  out  the  object  of  this  Bill.  But 
what  were  to  be  the  duties  of  the  inspector  ? 
That  which  they  were  intended  to  do  was 
a  thing  in  no  way  practicable  to  be  done. 
He  should,  at  least,  like  to  submit  to  the 
House  whether  provision  ought  not  to  be 
made  that  no  places  should  be  allowed  to  he 
open  for  anatomical  dissection  which  were 
not  previously  licensed  for  that  purpose  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment. In  France,  and  in  other  coun- 
tries, it  was  true,  schools  were  expressly 
provided  by  the  Government  for  the  pur- 
pose of  t^iching  anatomy.     Such  ought 
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to  be  the  system  in  this  country.  These 
places  might  still  be  subject  to  inspection  ; 
indeed  they  ought  to  be  both  licensed  and 
controlled  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  He  had  no  wish  to 
continue  this  diRcuMinn,  but  being  called 
upon  to  vote  that  the  Bill  should  go  into 
Committee^  without  any  debate  having 
taken  place  on  the  second  reading,  when  it 
was  the  usual  course  that  a  discussion  of 
the  principles  and  merits  of  the  measure 
should  be  taken  at  that  stage,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was  desired  to 
carry  this  Bill  without  any  discussion  at  all. 
He  had  hitherto  purposely  abstained  from 
urging  on  the  discussion,  entirely  in  defer- 
ence to  the  motives  and  intention  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Bridport.  But  he  should 
take  every  possible  step  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
unless  he  a)uld  be  assured  that  it  should 
not  be  brought  forward  at  one  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  when  it  was  impossible  that 
the  subject  could  receive  that  full,  fair,  and 
ample  consideration  and  discussion  which 
its  importance  required.  He  should  never 
consent  either  to  what  he  considered  to  be, 
in  this  enlightened  age,  too  barbarous  a 
provision  to  form  part  of  the  Bill,  the 
clause  which  went  to  revive  the  custom  of 
hanging  felons  in  chains,  exhibiting  them 
in  the  common  highways  dangling  in  the 
air.  This  was,  of  all  the  provisions,  per- 
haps, the  most  objectionable  one;  although 
he  entertained  very  strong  objections  to 
many  other  parts  of  the  BDl,  and  hoped 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  tliem 
fully,  before  the  Bill  was  allowed  to  pass, 
however  anxious  he  might  be  to  have  a 
subject  of  so  much  importance,  and  of  such 
excitement,  set  at  rest. 

Mr.  Nicolsofi  Calvert  said,  this  discus- 
sion had  already  lasted  too  long ;  and  he 
wcmld  merely  state,  that  the  object  of  his 
hon.  friend  was  to  have  the  monev  clause 
passed  pro  forma  ;  after  which  the  Bill 
could  undergo  in  Committee  a  full  and  fair 
discussion.  He  was  quite  sure,  that  such 
was  the  wish  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  that 
he  would  not  treat  the  House  unfiiirly. 

Colonel  Sib  thorp  wished  to  ofier  only 
one  word  on  the  subject,  which  was,  that  in 
times  of  excitement  like  the  present,  they 
could  not  do  better  than  leave  the  i)cople, 
in  matters  of  this  sort,  to  themselves.  The 
hon.  Member  was  proceeding  with  this 
measure,  without  ailbrding  Members  the 
opportunity  of  considering  it  fully.  He 
protested  against  pn)cee<liiig  any  further 
with  the  Bill,  until  it  had  been  carefully 
and  more    information    should 


have  been  obtained.  Here  a  Bill  had  been 
read  a  first  and  second  time,  and,  on  both 
occasions,  at  a  late  hoar  in  the  nighty  with- 
out any  discussion,  and  now  Members  were 
asked  to  vote  for  its  going  into  Committee 
at  the  same  late  hour,  and  without  anr 
previous  debate.  When  reforming  the 
Parliamentary  Representation  of  the  people 
was  talked  of,  he  would  say-—''  Befmm 
yourselves."  He  had  assured  hia  constitu- 
ents the  other  day,  that  this  House  wanted 
more  reform  in  its  proceedingi  than  in  its 
constituency.  Instead  of  being  a  gnve 
and  dclilieratc  assembly,  the  Houie  paaed 
laws  of  the  greatest  importance  proform^, 
forsooth,  and  without  discusnon,  and  yet 
was  deluding  the  |)eople  with  all  kinds  cf 
promises  of  good  to  accrue  to  them  wImd 
the  Reform  Bill  was  passed.  ^  Than  will 
be  no  taxes,"  it  was  pretended,  **  all  will  he 
prosperous  and  happy."  This  wai  the 
substance  of  what  was  aaid — just  the  anw 
as  what  the  people  of  Ireland  were  loU 
when  the  other  Reform  Bill  was  mamL 
But  he  would,  in  that  House,  say,  toat  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  were  deoeinng 
the  people,  sitting  in  that  House  from  dsj 
to  day  doing  nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  IVarburion  said,  he  had  no  wish  Is 
prevent  the  Bill  being  fully  disciisssd  it 
the  proper  time,  but  the  object  at  lausuit 
was,  to  have  the  money  clause  passsd  prs 
form/i,  that  the  House  could  go  into  t 
Committee. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  87;  Notf 
4— Majority  83. 

The  House  then  went  into  Conmittee. 

Mr.  TVar burton  said,  that  the  whole 
expense  of  the  Inspectors  for  England, 
Scotland,  and  the  Provinces,  would  cost  lo 
more  than  r>OOL  a-year.  Many  QendenwB 
were  willing  to  perform  the  duties  of  tbe 
office  gratuitously ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  ought  rather  to  pay  small  wiiaaam, 
say  even  251,  a-year,  than  leave  dotiei^ 
however  easy,  to  be  performed  g^ratuitoml^. 
He  then  moved  a  resolution,  that  it  was  tbe 
opinion  of  the  Committee,  diat  his  Mqestf 
should  be  empowered  to  grant  salatiss  n 
not  more  than  100/.  a-year  to  the  In^iedon 
under  the  Anatomy  Bill  now  in  fH^gieei 
through  the  House,  and  that  the  ezpensee 
of  those  officers  should  be  paid  out  of  tke 
Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  Hunt  moved,  as  an  Amendnisnt» 
that  the  C^hairmau  should  leare  the  Chair, 
reix)rt  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  igaiSf 
as  he  considered  it  was  t(X)  late  to  discusses 
important  a  clause. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the 
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rnent^  wlien  there  appeared^  Noes  78; 
Ayes  4— Majority  74. 

Hie  Chairman  then  put  the  Original 
Question. 

Mr.  Hunt  opposed  the  Resolution,  and 
called  for  a  division. 

The  Hmise  having  divided  accordingly, 
the  numbers  were,  for  the  Resolution  78 ; 
against  it  1 — Majority  77. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
reported. 


»»*«#^  ^*^*  *^^* ' 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday^  January  26,  1832. 

ilEFORM — Petitions.]  Lonl  Lynedoch 

rKnted  a  Petition  in  favour  of  Reform 
Parliament,  from  the  Freeholders  and 
Cdmininioners  of  Supply  of  the  cimnty  of 
Farth^  In  eounty  meeting  assembled.  In 
pffeMntine  this  petition,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  another 
petition,  which  was  incorrectly  said  to  lie 
ttatof  the  county  of  Perth,  and  which  had 
been  intrusted  to  his  noble  friend  (the  Earl 
of  Kinnoul).  That  petition  was  against  a 
Bclbrm  in  Parliament,  and  had  been  hnwkc*d 
dlODt  for  signatures  fnnn  mansion  to  inan- 
rion  in  Perthshire.  I'heir  Jvordships  no 
doubt  recollected,  that,  during  the  last 
BieBon  of  Parliament,  the  word  *' reaction  " 
hed  been  plentifully  used.  It  had  travelled 
down  to  Scotland,  and  meetings  were  held 
4^  the  Anti-reformers  in  constM;[uencc,  in 
Older  to  get  up  petitions.  Up<m  ono  oc- 
ceeion,  he  wished  to  attend  such  a  meeting, 
aad  found  he  could  not  be  permitted  to 
cater,  without  a  canl  of  invitati(m.  This 
waa  a  secure  molh(Hl  of  obtaining  una- 
aimity,  and,  of  course,  the  petitions  sub- 
mitted to  such  meetings  wei*c  agreed  to 
without  a  dissentient  voii^.  'J1ie  Anti- 
fOfenucrs  of  Perth  had  pursued  the  same 
prudent  method,  and  had  ctmtcnted  them- 
aelires  with  publishing  their  petition  in  the 
pRlfincial  papers,  inviting  signatures,  and 
endeaTOuring  to  procure  them  by  all  sorts  of 
UMans  and  influence.  The  number  of  sig- 
natures was  certainly,  by  such  means,  very 
nudi  increased.  That  the  present  system 
of  Representation  in  Scotland  did  not  truly 
represent  the  feelings  and  interest  of  the 
inlmhitants,  must  be  evident,  when  he 
stated  that,  in  the  county  of  Perth,  there 
wens  not  more  than  "^.^Ofreeholdeni.  Under 
tboae  circumstances,  the  inhabitants  of  that 
eounCj,  in  common  with  tlie  other  inhabit- 
anta  of  Scotland,  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  Reform  Bill  would  be  a  boon  of 
iueetimeble  value  to  the  people  of  Scotland, 


inasmuch  as  it  would  create  among  them 
that  which  did  not  exist  at  present — ^ho 
meant  an  independent  yeomanry,  such  as 
was  the  pride  of  every  county  of  England. 
They  were  indignant  that  this  Anti-reform 
petition  should  go  forth  to  the  world  as  a 
documentemlxHlying their  sentiments.  They 
therefore  called  a  public  meeting  of  the 
countv,  which  was  held  on  the  Links  of 
Perth,  and  wliich  was  attended  by  upwards 
of  25,000  i^ersons.  The  |)etition  which  he 
had  then  the  hcmour  to  present  was  agreed 
u\K)n  at  that  meeting,  and  received  in  a  few 
days  afterwards  upwanls  of  27,000  signa- 
tures. It  had  been  stated  in  the  Morning 
Chmnicle,  that  if  the  late  Duku  of  Athol 
had  been  alive,  no  such  meeting  as  that  of 
which  he  had  just  spoken  would  have  taken 
place,  inasmuch  as  he  exercised  feudal  in- 
fluence over  Perth,  and  would  have  exerted 
it  to  prevent  such  a  meeting.  Now  he 
for  one  would  deny  that  his  late  illustrious 
friend  exercised  any  feudal  influence  in 
Perth.  Influence  he  had  there  undoubt- 
eillv,  but  it  was  influence  which  he  had 
fairly  earned  by  his  assiduous  attention  to 
the  businciis  of  the  county.  It  was  true 
that  his  late  illustrious  friend  wsis  a  true 
Tory  in  principle ;  but  then  he  was  erne  of 
those  Tories  who  felt  themselves  bound, 
as  the  King's  friends,  to  support  the  King's 
Govennnent.  There  was,  therefore,  every 
])resumption  that,  had  the  life  of  the  Duke 
of  Athol  been  spared,  he  would,  as  one  of 
the  King's  friends,  have  supported  the 
King's  Government  on  this  question.  The 
noble  Baron  cimcluded,  by  expre8.<iing  a 
wish,  that  when  his  noble  friend  (Earl 
Kinnoul)  should  present  the  Anti-reform 
petition  from  the  county  of  Perth,  their 
Lordships  would  recollect  the  statement 
which  he  had  just  made,  and  if  they  did  so, 
they  would  receive  its  allegations  with  the 
greatest  caution.  He  then  moved,  that 
the  petition  be  read  at  length. 

I'he  Earl  of  Matutjirld  denied,  that  this 
petition  emanated  from  a  meeting  of  the 
wunty  of  Perth,  projierly  convened.  He 
admitted,  that  it  was  numerously  signed, 
but  it  was  signed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
Perthshire  only,  male  and  female,  for  he 
had  l)een  assured  that  a  numl)er  of  women 
attended  the  meeting,  and  had  actually 
signed  the  petition.  It  must  therefore  be 
taken  for  the  |)etition  of  those  who  had 
signed  it,  and  not  as  the  expression  of  the 
feelings  of  the  freeholders  and  ('onimis- 
sioners  of  Supply,  rejiresenting  the  pro- 
perty of  the  county.  He  could  not  help 
designating  the  animadversions  which  the 
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noble  Lord  had  made  on  the  Anti-reform 
petition  from  Perthshire,  as  premature, 
knowing,  as  he  did,that  that  petition  had 
not  yet  been  presented.  He  had  read  the 
petition,  which  was  worded  respectfully, 
to  their  Lordships ;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  that  the  language^  of  some  of  the 
speakers  at  the  meeting  at  which  it  was 
agreed  to  was  of  the  most  inflammatory 
description.  A  freeholder  of  Perthshire 
who  was  a  candidate  for  the  Representation 
of  Perth,  supposing  that  town  to  gain  the 
right  of  sending  Representatives  to  Parlia- 
ment under  the  Reform  Bill,  had,  if  he 
was  to  trust  the  public  journals,  addressed 
the  meeting  in  the  following  terms : — *'  I 
would  advise  you  to  cast  away  the  wen  that 
is  on  your  neck — 1  mean  the  Bishops." 
The  gentleman  who  used  that  language 
lived  m  a  remote  and  distant  part  of  the 
country.  He  might,  therefore,  not  have 
heard,  that  a  recommendation  had  been 
given  to  cure  that  faction  by  tlie  infu- 
sion of  a  great  many  new  Peers  among 
the  old  ones ;  he  might  not  have  heard 
that  a  majority  of  the  Peers  of  Par- 
liament were  deemed  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  a  mere  faction — he  might  not  have 
heard  that  such  language  had  come  from  a 
person  sitting  on  the  reverend  bench,  or  if 
he  had  heard  of  such  language,  it  might 
have  made  him  alter  his  opinions  as  to  the 
propriety  of  casting  away  the  wen  that  was 
on  their  necks.  He  was  happy,  however, 
to  say,  that  the  language  of  abuse  against 
that  respectable  bench  would  be  met  here 
with  greater  indignation  even  than  the 
vituperation  which  was  lavished  upon  them- 
selves, and  which  he  knew  their  Lordships 
were  prepared  to  meet  with  silent  con- 
tempt. He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  volun- 
teer these  remarks  in  the  absence  of  his 
noble  friend.  Lord  Kinnoul,  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  the  county. 

Lord  Lynedoch  denied,  that  any  such 
language  had  been  used  at  this  meeting  by 
the  gentleman  in  question.  He  had  never 
heard  of  the  circumstance  before.  As  he 
was  on  his  legs,  he  would  mention  a  fact 
which  would  show  how  strong  the  feeling 
in  favour  of  Reform  was  in  Perthshire. 
At  the  time  that  their  Lordships  were  dis- 
cussing the  question,  whether  the  Reform 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  a  great 
number  of  weavers  assembled  every  day  at 
Perth  to  see  the  mail  come  in  from  the 
soutb,  and  to  learn  the  intelligence  which 
it  brought.  After  the  news  came  down, 
that  the  Bill  was  rejected,  they  stopped  the 
mail  to  know  whether  there  had  been  any 


disturbances  in  London.  Thegnxd,  who 
was  determined  to  hoax  them^  rnlied  in  the 
affirmative,and  said,  that  the  Dake  of  Wel- 
lington and  another  illustrioui  indiTidual 
had  been  shot  by  the  mob.  This  inteUi- 
gence,  which  ought  to  have  exdted  ffenetal 
disgust  and  indignation,  was  hailed  with 
satisfaction  by  the  assembled  multitade, 
and  in  the  vehemence  of  their  indignatioa 
agiiinst  the  rejectors  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
they  so  far  forgot  the  humanity  of  their 
natures  as  to  go  to  a  noble  and  gallant 
friend  of  his,  and  ask  him  whether  they 
ought  not  to  celebrate  the  fate  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  and  his  colleague  hy  a 
general  illumination. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  was  inclined  to  meet 
this  petition,  and  indeed  every  other  petU 
tion,  with  respect.  The  noble  Baxon^hov- 
ever,  had  given  one  of  the  strangest  reasou 
in  the  world  for  paying  greater  attention 
than  ordinary  to  the  statements  of  the» 
petitioners:  for  he  had  told  their  Loid- 
ships  that  they  were  in  a  state  of  gnat 
misery,  because  two  illustrious  indimuili 
had  not  been  murdered  in  London.  But 
were  these  reformers  at  Perth  the  onlf 
reformers  who  used  such  language?  Nosodi 
thing.  What  did  the  reformers  at  Mancho- 
ter  say  in  their  public  speeches  ?  They  snd 
that,  instead  of  justice  being  done  upon  the 
individuals,  who,  at  Bristol  and  NottingfaaOi 
had  been  convicted  of  the  most  enonaoai 
crimes,  the  Government  ought  to  hang  m 
his  excellent  friend.  Sir  Charles  Wethera» 
and  the  twelvd  Judges.  But  was  even  tUi 
all  that  the  reformers  of  Manchester  sail? 
No :  they  told  the  country  that  if  the  King 
and  the  Parliament  did  not  legislate  as  they 
pleased,  they  must  take  upon  themaelfBi 
the  duty  of  legislating  for  the  coanti|^ 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  King^s  At- 
torney General  had  made  any  inquniestf 
to  whether  such  speeches  as  were  priatid 
in  the  newspapers,  as  coming  from  the  in- 
formers at  Manchester,  had  been  uttend 
or  not.  If  he  had  made  such  inqiimOy 
and  had  found  that  such  speeches  had  been 
delivered,  he  had  not  done  his  duty  if  he 
had  not  instituted  proceedings  against  those 
who  dealt  in  such  inflammatoiy  and  it- 
ditious  language. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Tithes  (Ireland).^]  Lord  Kmgt  >& 
presenting  three  Petitions  from  sereral  pa« 
rishes  in  the  county  of  Cork^  ftg^in#  the 
present  system  of  Tithes,  oboeryedt  diaft  he 
wished  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  circumstance  that  if  the  landhflUiO 
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of  any  parish  desired  to  pay  their  tithes 
in  kind,  which  undoubtedly  they  were 
ait  Kberty  by  the  law  of  the  land  to 
do,  they  must  not  give  notice  to  the 
oollector  to  remote  them  at  the  same 
time,  and  if  any  three  of  them  should  happen 
to  fix  upon. the  same  hour,  the  law  presumed 
Uiere  was  a  conspiracy,  and  would  visit 
with  heavy  punishment  parties  who  might 
thus  accidentally  have  offended.  In 
flich  a  state  of  the  law  he  had  no  doubt 
dw  Established  Church  had  pushed  its 
daim  too  far.  Suppose  a  parish  had  several 
hundred  persons  liable  to  pay  tithes,  and 
tiiey  all  resolved  that  they  should  be  taken 
in  kind,  how  could  they  avoid,  in  giving 
nodoe,  but  that  several  of  them  must  fix 
iq^  the  same  hour  ?  In  England  the  law 
wiadifierent ;  and  the  collector  of  the  tithes 
wia  bound  to  prove  a  conspiracy,  but  in 
Inland  the  law  would,  for  his  accommoda- 
tim  presume  that  one  existed.  Tithes  had 
ewer  been  a  great  grievance  in  Ireland  which 
had  been  bitterly  increased  of  late.  The 
Ugent  necessity  for  sustenance  compelled 
die  people  to  till  the  ground,  and  the  pres- 
lure  of  the  tax  was  by  this  necessity  con- 
ilendy  increasing. 

The  Earl  of  TVicklorv  said,  having  long 
oliienred  the  marked  attention  paid  by  the 
noble  Baron  to  the  subject  of  tithes  in 
beland,  he  was  astonished  to  find  that  his 
name  had  not  been  proposed  by  his  Ma- 
jci^s  Government  as  a  member  of  their 
iLoidtbips'  Committee;  and  he  therefore 
now  propoaed  that  the  name  of  Lord  King 
be  plaoea  on  the  list. 

Lord  Wynford  regretted  that  the  noble 
Bnon  ahould  have  used  expressions  so  much 
cilfniatfd  to  add  to  the  excitement  of  Ire- 
land on  the  subject  of  tithes.  There  was 
no  difference  between  the  laws  of  both 
eoontriei.  The  common- law  was  un- 
doobtedly  die  same,  and  he  would  under- 
adce  to  say  that  it  contained  no  provision  or 
pRfumption,  that  three  persons  giving 
Bodoe  to  take  their  tithes  at  the  same 
time  amounted  to  a  conspiracy ;  therefore, 
if  foch  a  law  existed  in  Ireland,  it  must 
be  created  by  statute.  Fie  should  feel 
oUiged  by  the  noble  Baron  pointing  out 
audi  a  law,  and  he  assured  him,  if  he  could 
refer  to  it  he  would  most  cordially  concur 
in  a  motion  for  its  repeal. 

Lord  King  said,  he  had  stated  the  fact 
upon  respectable  authority  ;  he  had  himself 
DO  knowledge  of  such  a  statute,  although 
he  believed  the  law  to  be  as  he  had  de- 
aeribedit. 
•     The  Marquis  of  IVestmeath,  in  justice 
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to  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  declared  that  he  never  knew  an 
instance  of  any  one  of  them  having  de- 
manded  the  full  tenth. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

Political  Union  Pbtitionb.]  The 
Marquis  of  Londonderry  said,  that  having 
observed  in  the  public  journals  that  a  pe« 
tition  to  the  King,  concerning  points  of  the 
gravest  State  policy,  had  been  agreed  upon 
by  certain  persons  styling  themselves  the 
Council  of  the  National  Political  Union, 
he  wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
had  felt  his  duty  to  present  that  peddon 
to  his  Majesty  }  He  was  the  more  mduoed 
to  ask  for  information  on  this  point,  be« 
cause  he  imagined,  from  the  aUusion  to  illegal 
associations  m  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
that  a  peddon  procmling  from  such  a  body 
would  not  be  acceptable  to  his  Majesty. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  he  would  state 
the  course  which  he  had  always  pursued 
with  respect  to  pedtions  presented  to  his 
Majesty  from  bodies  styling  themselves  Po- 
litical Unions.  Any  of  the  learned  Lords 
near  the  noble  Marquis  could  have  informed 
him,  that  a  body  was  not  necessarily  illegal 
because  it  styled  itself  a  Polidcal  Union. 
There  was  no  law,  either  statute  or  com- 
mon, which  made  a  Political  Union  illegal. 
The  object  which  these  Unions  had  in  view, 
and  the  means  which  they  adopted  for 
carrying  them  into  effect,  made  them  legal 
or  illegal.  The  pedtions  which  he  received 
he  always,  if  properly  worded,  submitted  to 
his  Majesty  as  the  petitions  of  the  indi- 
viduals by  whom  they  were  signed,  widi- 
out  recognizing  or  disavowing  the  aaaem- 
blies  by  which  they  were  voted.  With  re- 
spect to  the  pardcular  petition  to  which 
the  noble  Marquis  had  referred,  it  was 
couched  in  such  terms  that  he  felt  it  hii 
duty  not  to  lay  it  before  his  Majesty. 

Belgium.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen: 
My  Lords ;  I  am  quite  aware  that,  in  die 
course  which  I  am  about  to  follow  this 
night,  I  may  be  accused  of  attempting  to 
pursue  a  singular  path.  I  am  ready  to  ad- 
mit, that  to  the  Kins  alone  it  belongs,  in 
the  exercise  of  his  undoubted  prerogative,  to 
contract  alliances,  to  frame  treaties,  andtone- 
gociate  on  all  matters  with  the  governments 
of  foreign  States,  and  no  man  can  be  less 
desirous  than  I  am,  to  quesdon  or  limit 
that  prerogadve.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  also 
true  that,  in  particular  cases,  the  Parlia- 
ment of  this  country  has  interfined,  and 
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has  not  hesitated  to  question  the  exercise 
of  a  prerogative  for  the  due  use  of  which 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  are  responsible. 
My  Lords^  it  is  not  unprecedented  in  the 
history  of  this  country  that  the  Sovereign 
has  come  down  to  ask  the  advice  of  Par- 
liament, wliile  negotiations  were  pending, 
as  to  the  proper  course  to  be  adopted ;  and 
Parliament  has  also,  unsolicited,  at  other 
times  carried  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne  its 
humble  advice  as  to  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  negotiations.     Not  to  keep  you  in 
suspense  as  to  precedents,  your  Lordships 
must  recollect  that  remarkable  instance  to- 
wards the  close  of  the  17th  century,  when 
Parliament,  in  a  situation    not  dissimilar 
from  the  present,  attempted,  in  the  reign 
of  Charles  2nd,  to  detach  that    Monarch 
from  his  unnatural  connexion  with  France, 
and  recommended  to  him  in  lieu  thereof  to 
form  an  alliance  more  creditable  to  his  cha- 
racter and  to  the  honour  and  intercyt  of  the 
country,  by  cultivating  a  closer  and  more 
cardial    intimacy  with  the  Dutch  nation. 
A  similar  course  had  been  pursued  by  Par- 
liament on  other  occasions.     It  is  true,  my 
Lords,  that,  in  the  conduct  of  negotiations 
of  this  nature,  respect  is  generally  observed 
ta  that  secrcsy  which  is  necessary  for  the 
successful  completion  of  such  transactions. 
In  general,  the   public  know  nothing  of 
treaties  and  conventions  until  they  are  con- 
cluded, and  formally  and  officially  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.     I  freely  confess 
that,  if  I  only  knew  that  his  Majesty  was 
engaged  in  a  negotiation  with  other  Powers, 
having  in  view  the  object  which  has  been 
stated — namely,  the  settling  the  aflairs  of 
Belgium   and    Holland,  however    little    I 
might  feel  disposed  to  trust  the  views  of 
his  Majesty's  present  Ministers,  or  how- 
ever little  I  might  be  disposed  to  place  con- 
fidence in  their  exertions  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter to  an  issue  which,  to  me,  would  ap- 
pear advantageous  to  the  country,  1  sliouid 
certainly  be  contented  to  wait  until  I  saw 
the  treaty  laid  on  the  Table,  and  then,  if 
I   thought   proper,    I   would  exercise   the 
power  which  belongs  to  me  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  would  proceed  to  censure, 
when  advice  was  no  longer  of  use.     But, 
my  Lonls,  the  case  at  present  is  materially 
different.     His  Majesty    informed  us,    in 
the  Si)eech  at  the  opening  of  the  Session, 
that  he  had  concluded  a  treaty  with  the 
king  of  Belgium,    which    would    be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Houst^  as  s(hi!i  as  the 
ratifications  were  exchangL-d.     I  must  take 
the  present  opportunity   of  obwrving,  thr.t 


this  is  a  most  irregular,  and,  I  beUere,  an 
unprecedented  course.      I  never  recollect 
to  have  heard  before  of  a  treaty  being  an- 
nounced from  the  Throne  untU  the  ratifi- 
cations were  actually  exchanged,  and  Minis- 
ters were  prepared  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.     This  deviation  from  the  estab- 
lished practice    may  obviously  place  the 
country  in  a  situation  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty.    There  is  no  sovereign  that  gives  to 
his  Ministers  a  power  to  treat  with  other 
nations  who  does  not  reserve  to  himaelf  the 
right  to  ratify  such  treaties  or  not ; — and  it 
is  uncpiestionably  not  only  disrespectful  to 
the  Sovereign  with  whom  we  treat,  to  an- 
nounce the  negotiation  to  the  British  Par- 
liament under  such  circumstanced,  but  such 
premature  disclosures  may  produce  MiDlti 
extremely  embarrassing  to  the  country.    1 
feel  it  more  necessarv  to  allude  to  thif  cir- 
cumstance, because  if  I  am  not  much  mis- 
taken, the  noble  Lords  opposite  have  carried 
the  practice  which  1  feel  it  my  duty  thui 
to  rcpreiiend  still  further.     With  respect  to 
another  treaty,  which  was  the  subject  of  ooo- 
versation  in  this  House  the  day  before  yes- 
terday, his  Mcijesty  announced,  not  only  thit 
he  had  concluded  the  treaty,  but  that  he 
had  directed  it  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.     This  treaty  was  dated  the  SOA 
of  November,  and  his  Majesty's  Speech  WM 
delivered  on  the  6th  of  December.     It  ii 
quite  clear,  therefore,  that  the  ratificationi 
could  not  liave  been  exchanged  when  tbis 
announcement  was  made   in  the    Speech. 
Is  is  impossible  that  they  should  have  beeft 
received  from  Paris  at  the  time,  and  a  noble 
Viscount  o})posite  has,  in  fact,  stated,  tbst 
they  were  received  on  some  day  in  the 
middle  of    December.     My   Lords,  then 
are  not  mere  forms.     Depend  upon  it  tbit 
if  the  usual  course  be  departed  from,  it  nuf 
give  rise  to  material  inconvenience.     I  MB 
only  answer  for   the  practice  of  the  Ad- 
ministration with  which  I  was  connected. 
So  stronijlv  did  I  mvself  feel  this  convle- 
tion,  that,  when   I  had  the  honour  to  fill 
the  ollice  of    his  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State,    I  recollect  that  I  signed  a  treat? 
with  the  Austrian  Plenipotentiaries,  whicti 
treaty  was  in  my  possession,  and  although 
the  Government  of  which  I  formed  a  part 
had  good  reason  to  believe  that  the  ratifica- 
tions had  loft  Vienna,  and   were    on  the 
road  to  London ;  still,   because  they  had 
not  been  rv-^ceived,  I  and  my  colleagues  felt  it 
our  duty  not  to  announce  the  treaty  in  the 
S])eech  iVom  the  Throne  until  we  were  in 
a   condition  to   lay  it  before  the  House. 
With  this  notice  of  the  course  pursued  by 
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Lis  Majesty  f  Ministers,  I  have  also  to  ad- 
vert to  an  act  of  the  king  of  the  Belgians. 
That  prince  has  communicated  the  treaty 
to  which  I  have  alluded  to  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  at  Brussels.  What  power  the 
eonstitution  of  Belgium  gives  him  on  the  sub- 
ject I  do  not  know.  1  presume  that^  if  the 
constitution  gives  the  king  any  power^  it 
gives  him  that  which  is  essential  to  a  so- 
vereign—the power  of  negotiating  treaties ; 
but  what  particular  prerogatives  it  confers 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say.     I  ought,  per- 

SM,  to  apologize  for  not  being  better 
onned  of  the  nature  of  the  Belgian 
constitution.  But  the  consequence  of 
tbe  communication  I  have  mentioned  is, 
that  we  have  the  treaty  authentically,  if 
not  officially,  before  us.  Seeing  in  this 
trsaty  provisions  which  seem  injurious  to 
tike  interests  of  this  country,  and  highly 
detrimental  to  the  honour  of  the  King, 
wbnt  course  is  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
nent  bound  to  pursue?  Is  not  this  the 
timej  when  the  treaty  is  brought  to  our 
knowledge,  and  when  some  of  the  parties 
coDcemed  in  it  appear  reluctant  to  con- 
mmmate  their  own  act  of  injustice — is  it 
not  now,  if  ever,  the  time  for  Parliament 
to  express  an  opinion,  while  an  opinion 
maw  possibly  be  of  service  ?  I  shall  here- 
after explain  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
to  which  I  more  particularly  refer;  but  I 
now  feel  myself  under  the  necessity  of  de- 
daringy  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  con- 
ceive how  we  can  discharge  our  duty  to 
oonelves,  to  the  country,  and  to  the  King, 
if  we  do  not  express  our  opinion  at  this 
moment.  Having  stated  the  impression 
which  the  knowledge  of  tlie  treaty  has 
produced  in  my  mind,  I  will  act  with  cor- 
responding sincerity.  I  l(M)k  for  no  papers 
which  have  been  published  over  and  over 
again,  and  commented  upon  by  every  news- 
paper in  town — I  will  not  pro^xmnd  any  tru- 
jams  which  it  might  be  difficult  to  deny 
—I  will  employ  no  parliamentary  tactics 
in  order  to  carry  my  {Kunt;  but  what  I 
tcei  strongly  I  will  express  honestiy,  and 
will  call  upon  this  House  to  declare  its 
opinion  by  an  Address  to  the  Throne,  such 
as  I  think  the  importance  of  the  case  de- 
mands. His  Majesty  said,  in  his  Speech 
horn  the  Thnmc,  that  he  trusted  the  period 
was  not  far  dihtant  when  the  kin<7  of  the 
Netherlands  would  see  the  necossitv  of 
aceeding'to  the  arrangement  made  by  the 
Five  Powers  ;  but  on  the  motion  for  an  .Ad- 
dress to  the  Crown,  1  took  the  op]K)rtunity 
of  stating,  not  only  that  I  doubted  that 
woiSd  be  the  case,  but  that  I  should 


be  much  surprised  if  t  sovereign  so  cir« 
cumstanced  could  assent  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment, not  only  because  tliat  which  was 
proposed  was  unjust  and  detrimental  to  his 
interest,  but  in  truth,  even  if  he  were  in- 
clined to  agree,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  act  in  such  opposition  to  the  una- 
nimous feelings  of  his  people.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  thought  otherwise.  He  is 
now  better  informed.  He  has  now  seen 
what  the  united  efforts  of  a  loyal  and  pa* 
triotic  people  are  caiwble  of  performing. 
He  has  found  that  enthusiasm,  energy,  and 
zeal  are  not  always  the  characteristics  of  a 
revolutionary  party.  He  has  seen  a  con- 
stitutional king  supported  by  a  free  people, 
and  I  think  it  impossible  that  he  should 
have  seen  it  without  being  inspired  with 
respect  and  admiration.'  I  fear,  however, 
that  it  is  not  difficult  to  peh^vc  that  that 
necessity  which  the  noble  Loads  opposite 
made  his  Majesty  say  he  relied  upon,  as 
likely  to  bring  his  ally  to  agree  to  the  aiw 
rangcment,  furnishes  a  key  to  the  honesty 
of  the  noble  Earl,  and  afibrds  an  index  to 
the  feelings  in  which  the  negotiation  was 
ciirricd  on.  His  Majesty  was  not  advised 
to  say  that  he  hoped  his  ally  would  see  the 
wisdom,  or  the  policy,  or  the  justice,  or  the 
ex})ediency  of  conforming  to  the  arrange- 
ment ;  but  that  he  would  see  the  neceuity. 
1  think,  my  Lords,  that  the  spectacle  pre- 
sented by  the  conduct  of  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment, supported  as  it  has  been  by  the  people 
of  Holland,  demands  the  highest  applause. 
The  king  has  conducted  himself  with  a  de- 
gree of  resolution,  of  prudence,  and  of  con- 
.sistencv,  above  all  praise :  and,  if  it  please 
.-Vlniiglity  (tod,  I  trust  his  merits  will  meet 
with  due  success.  In  truth,  the  cause  of 
Holland  is  so  just  a  cause,  so  good  a  cause 
that  it  must  prosper  aiid  when  I  say  the  cause 
of  Holland,  1  entreat  your  Lordships  to 
believe  that  I  mean  the  cause  of  Englanid too, 
for  I  consider  them  inseparable  and  identical. 
1  felt  so  convinced  that  this  cause  must 
sooner  or  later,  receive  the  success  which  it 
deserved,  that  I  declare  it  was  not  without  a 
nurture  of  regret  that  I  was  informed  of 
the  apparent  support  which  the  Dutch  go- 
venunent  receivoi  by  the  reluctance  of 
Rui»sia  and  Prussia  to  countenance  anything 
prejudicial  to  its  rights.  I  give  those 
i'owers  full  credit  for  the  generous  motives 
which  have  actuated  them ;  but  I  repet 
that  they  are  liable  to  misconstruction. 
I  regret  to  see  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
the  protector  of  Holland.  I  regret  to  see 
Lini  occupy  the  place  which  I  had  hoped 
belonged  to  England.  I  felt  it  would  be 
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said,  that  the  resistance  opposed  by  Holland 
to  tliat  necessity,  which  appeared  to  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  so    inevitable,    must 
have  received  the  secret  encouragement  of 
other  courts.     There  can  be  nothing  more 
untrue  than  that  allegation ;  and,  if  your 
Lordships  will  but  reflect  for  a  moment, 
you  will  see  that  it  cannot  be  true.     If  you 
recollect  the  constitution  of  Holland,  you 
will  at  once  see  how  utterly  useless  en- 
couragement would  be  for  such  purposes. 
My  Lords,  I  should  like  to  know  what  en- 
couragement could  enable  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  to  raise  the  supplies  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  difficult  transactions  in 
which  he  is  engaged.     He  can  only  depend 
upon  the  support  of  a  united  people,  and  it 
is  not  Russian  encours^ment  which  can 
produce  unanimity  in  Holland,    or  force 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Dutch. 
Your  Lor^hips  well  know  what  difficulties 
that  country  laboured  under.    Perhaps  no 
country  in  Europe  has  such  financial  difficul- 
ties to  struggle  with  as  Holland ;  and  yet, 
notwithstanding  this,   the  States-Gener^ 
have  almost  unanimously  granted  to  the  King 
an  extraordinary  supply  of  not  less  than 
four  millions  sterling,   to  enable  him  to 
meet  the  emergencies  of  the  moment.     I 
should  like  to  know  how  far  the  encourage- 
ment of  Russia  was  instrumental  to  that 
grant.      This  is  not  a  case  where  a  State 
contracts  a  loan  upon  ruinous  terms  from  a 
foreign  capitalist ;  but  it  is  the  case  of  a 
king  of  a  free  people  receiving  a  vote  from 
a  free  assembly  of  his  free  subjects.    There- 
fore I  say,  that  their  unanimity  is  without 
question.     Look,  then,  at  their  military  ex- 
ertions.    See  a  population  of  about  two 
millions  having  not  much  less  than  100,000 
men  under  arms — this  force  being  com- 
posed almost  entirely  of  militia,  volunteers, 
burghers — leaving  their    occupations  and 
their  trades  to  take  up  arms  in  the  difficult 
crisis  of  their  country's  affairs.     I  say,  my 
Lords,  that  no  foreign  encouragement  could 
produce  such  effects  as  these.     It  is  impos- 
sible to  conceive  that  that  whole  country 
does  not  feel  as  one  man.     Taking  it  then 
for  granted  that  the  Dutch  nation  has  dis- 
played a  zeal  and  unanimity  which  it  is 
impossible  to  excel,  I  may  be  permitted  to 
express  a  hope^  that  the  Dutch  government 
will  not  abuse  the  enthusiasm  and  energy 
which  the  people  have  manifested.     I  trust 
that  the  wisdom  and  prudence  of  the  king 
will  not  permit  him  to  take  advantage  of 
the  confidence  and  patriotism  which  has 
shone  forth ;  and  as  all  Europe  must  have 
admired  his  constancy  and  firmness,  I  trust 


we  shall  have  equal  reafloa  to  admire  his 
moderation  and  his  prudence;  and  that  he 
will  not  be  tempted  to  press  for  unreason- 
able terms  in  consequence  of  the  support 
which  must  be  so  gratifying  to  him.     Be- 
fore I  come  to  the  provisions  of  the  treaty, 
I  wish  to  be  permitted  to  engage  your 
Lordships'  attention  whilst  I  take  a  cursoiy 
view  of  the  course  which  has  been  followed 
in  the  negotiations.     It  is  essential  to  the 
case  to  recollect,  that  at  the  Peace  of  Paris, 
in  1 8 1 4,  it  was  determined  to  constitute  the 
kingdom  of  the  Netherlands.     It  was  de- 
clared that  Holland  was  placed  under  the 
sovereignty  of  the  House  of  Orange,  whidi 
was  to  receive  in  addition  the  Beiffc  terri- 
tory; but  the  Allies,  who  had  made  the 
conquest  of  the  Belgian  provinces,  thon^t 
proper  to  annex  conditions  to  the  deliveiy 
of   those  provinces.     Now,  undoubtedly, 
they  were    perfect   masters  of  Belginmy 
and  had  it    completely  at  their  diraonL 
There    would  not  have  been  any  injus- 
tice   in  restoring  it  to  the  dominion  of 
the  House  of  Austria.    It  might  have- been 
disposed  of,  as  was  at  one  time  advised  hy 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  a  note  which  was  laid  before 
this  House.     It  might  have  been  added  to 
the  Prussian  dominions,  as  it  had  not,  at 
least  for  three  or  four  centuries,  been  an  in- 
dependent country.  But  the  Allies  consulted 
the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  those  pro- 
vinces  more  effectually  by  uniting  them 
with  a  free  and  constitutional  government, 
under  which  they  might  enjoy  the  Uessings 
of  a  free  constitution,  and  all  the  advan- 
tages of  liberty.    This  was  followed  fay  a 
treaty  in  the  same  year,  in  which  certain 
terms  were  proposed  to  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  and  accepted  by  him,  as  the 
fundamental  law  of  the  union;  and  this 
was  annexed  to  the  general  treaty  at  the 
Congress  of  Vienna,  and  acceded  to  fay 
every  Power  in  Europe.     The  kingdom 
being  thus  constituted,  the  first  question 
that  arises  is,  has  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands observed  the  treaty  as  contained  in 
those  articles.  I  defy  any  man,  in  any  place, 
to  deny,  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
has  strictly  and  conscientiously  fulfilled 
every  tittle  of  it     He  has  conformed  in 
every  respect  to  that  which  was  made  the 
fundamental  law  of  the  union  of  his  do- 
minions ;  and  the  general  course  (^  his  go. 
vemment  has  been  such  as  to  extort  from  all 
mankind,  and  even  from  the  noble  Lofds 
opposite,  the  tribute  of  their  admiration.  I 
very  well  recollect  the  noble  Baron  (Laid 
Holland)  who,  some  six  or  seven  yeut  igo^ 
sitting,  at  that  time,  on  this  (theOppoditidn) 
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side  of  the  Hoiue^  when  indulging  in  some 
of  thoie  invectives,  which  he  was  not  unac- 
cottomed  to  throw  out  respecting  the  sove- 
reigns ofEurope  in  general — Irecollect  that, 
when  in  full  course,  he  checked  himself  in 
the  midst  of  his  career,  and  said,  "  No  ; 
there  is  one  exception — the  king  of  the 
Netherlands ;  he  loves  freedom,  and  governs 
m  such  a  manner  as  to  afford  a  praiseworthy 
example  to  the  other  sovereigns  of  Europe." 
Bnty  unfortunatdy,  two  or  three  years|ago, 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands  found  it  neces- 
suj  to  prosecute  the  editors  of  some  sedi- 
tious newspapers,  and  since  then  he  has 
lost  the  support  of  many  of  his  liberal 
friends  throughout  Europe.  But  I  say 
that  he  has  not  only  strictly  observed  the 
traatj  upon  which  the  union  of  the  pro- 
vinoes  was  founded,  but  that  his  strict  ob- 
servance of  the  treaty  was  the  cause  of  his 
losiiig  his  territory.  The  first  discontent 
grew  out  of  the  article  which  prescribes  a 
strict  equality  between  persons  of  all  reli. 
cioas  persuasions.  No  doubt  some  of  the 
DUDOted  Catholic  party  took  advantage  of 
this  to  form  a  union  with  some  of  the  most 
Opposite  parties.  The  government  might 
have  despised  these  combinations,  but  aUer 
the  French  revolution  broke  out,  and  the 
iflnwdse  was  received  from  France,  the  re. 
nuutioii  at  Brussels  took  place.  I  think  it 
iaspossihle  for  your  Lordships  to  doubt,  that 
if  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  had  pos. 
seswd  a  corps  of  20,000  Dutch  troops,  that 
revolution  would  never  had  made  any  pro. 
gren.  But  the  treaty,  by  insisting  upon  a 
eomplete  amalgamation  of  the  troops,  pre- 
vented his  havmg  a  separate  corps.  Every 
regiment  was  compacted  of  Dutch  and  Bel- 
giaiis»  and  from  the  preponderance  of  the 
popolation,  nearly  two.thirds  wercBelgians. 
The  efiect  of  this  was,  that  every  corps  of 
the  mililia  was  completely  disorganised 
from  the  beginning,'  and,  in  consequence, 
there  was  not  a  single  body  of  men  who 
coold  act  in  any  military  capacity.  I, 
therefore,  mfer,  that  the  absence  of  a  corps 
of  laithful  troops,  however  small,  was  the 
eaiise  of  the  spread  of  the  revolution. 
This  is  the  more  apparent,  from  the  total 
want  of  any  reason  being  ever  given  for 
the  occurrence  of  such  a  revolt.  That  a 
momentary  revolt  may  take  place  in  any 
country,  I  admit  to  be  very  possible,  but 
so  -senseless,  so  unintelligible  a  revolution 
as  that  which  has  been  accomplished  by  the 
Brigfans,  the  history  of  the  world  does  not 
nend ;  and  this  is  so  true,  that,  up  to  the 
present  hour^   no    official   statement — no 

mmifcitOi^no  xeaaon  has  been  anigned. 


No  detail  has  been  promulgated  of  the 
grievances  under  which  the  peoplelaboured, 
of  the  tyranny  which  could  no  longer  he 
endured.  So  far  is  this  from  being  the 
case,  that,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  since  the 
revolution,  the  leading  people  have  repeat* 
edly  met,  thinking  it  right  to  publish  to 
the  world  some  statement  of  their  case,  but 
it  has  always  been  abandoned  as  hopeless. 
We  are  still  left,  therefore,  to  speculate 
upon  the  causes  of  the  revolution.  But 
the  revolution  having  taken  place,  the 
king  of  the  Netherhmds,  situated  as  he 
was,  did  that  which  it  was  undoubtedly 
his  duty  to  do.  He  called  the  States  toge- 
ther in  the  northern  and  southern  pro- 
vinces, and  consulted  with  them  upon  the 
course  to  be  taken  in  the  existing  state  of 
affairs.  The  first  grievance  was  an  obnox- 
ious minister,  who  had  already  been  re- 
moved, and  a  local  tax  with  which  the 
government  had  nothing  to  do*  But  the 
demands  soon  rose,  and  a  separation  of  the 
provinces  was  pronounced  indispensable. 
That  wish  was  shared  by  the  Dutch  as 
strongly  as  by  the  Belgians.  The  king, 
finding  it  impossible  to  act  in  execution  of 
the  treaty,  naturally  called  upon  the  allies, 
who  had  imposed  the  treaty  upon  him,  to 
concert  measures  by  which  a  remedy  could 
best  be  found  to  repair  the  evils  and  inju- 
ries to  their  own  work,  as  well  as  to  the 
safety  of  his  dominions.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Conference  of  London  was 
held.  The  first  object  which  was  held  in 
view,  was  to  establish  a  cessation  of  hostili- 
ties. That,  too,  was  its  first  act ;  and  as  it 
was  the  last  act  done  during  my  connection 
with  the  Administration,  I  think  it  right 
to  explain  it.  I  signed  the  documents  the 
day  sfter  I  had  resigned  the  seals  of  office, 
in  consequence  of  the  importance  of  the 
object  in  view,  and  I  should  not  have  taken 
upon  myself  to  do  so  under  any  other  cir- 
cumstances. But  I  thought,  as  I  was  re- 
sponsible for  that  department  of  the  puUic 
affairs,  I  could  not  suffer  the  country  to  be 
involved  in  the  danger  of  hostilities,  if  it 
was  in  my  power,  by  any  act,  though  not 
strictly  official,  to  prevent  it.  That  paper 
was  signed  on  the  17th  of  November,  and 
it  en£  our  share  in  the  transactions.  I 
must  beg  leave  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
contradicting  a  declaration  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  that  he  found  the  se- 
paration of  Holland  and  Belgium  effected ; 
that  we  had  accomplished  it.  I  have  told 
your  Lordships  the  only  acts  which  were 
done  during  our  connection  with  the  Admi^ 
nistration.    In  fact«  no  question  oocumd 
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about  the  sepanitioii,  except,  indeed,  that 
the  noble  Earl  appears  more  than  once  to 
have  confounded  the  separation  of  Belgium 
with  its  independence.  But,  my  Lords, 
these  are  two  very  different  things.  That 
an  administrative  separation  was  necessary 
I  admit,  because  it  was  desired  as  much  by 
the  one  party  as  by  the  other ;  but  the  noble 
Earl  will  admit  that,  about  the  same  time 
that  he  and  his  friends  came  into  ofHce, 
they  found  a  congenial  Ministry  in  France. 
About  the  same  time  M.  Lafitte  and  Ge- 
neral Sebastiani  came  into  the  exercise  of 
power  in  France,  and,  in  conjunction  with 
the  French  Administration,  the  independ- 
ence of  Belgium  was  resolved  upon.  So 
much  is  this  the  case,  that  whatever  ad- 
vantages France  may  have  received  from 
the  arrangements,  I  must  do  the  French 
government  the  justice  to  declare,  that  I 
have  no  vestige  of  a  communication  from 
them  relative  to  the  independence  of  Bel- 
gium. So  long  as  the  Conference  was 
conducted  under  the  Administration  of  mv 
noble  friend  near  me  (the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington) we,  in  conformity  with  strict  in- 
tegrity, and  with  a  proper  regard  for  the 
interests  of  all,  consulted  with  the  Pleni* 
potentiaries  of  the  different  Powers,  but 
the  noble  Lords  opposite,  instead  of  follow- 
ing this  example,  thought  proper,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Minister  of  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  to  come  to  a  resolution  for 
establishing  the  independence  of  Belgium. 
Against  this  decision,  contained  in  the  pro- 
tocol of  the  20th  of  December,  the  Minister 
of  the  Netherlands  protested  in  these 
words : — *  The  undersigned  feels  it  a  duty 

*  which  he  owes  to  his  sovereign,  the  king 

*  of  the  Netherlands,  to  protest  solemnly, 
'  as  he  does  under  this  present  note,  against 
'  the  protocol  issued  by  the  commissioners 

*  of  the  Five  Powers,  on  the  20th  of  i)e- 

*  cember,  inasmuch  as  by  its  provisions,  this 
'  act  of  the  Conference  attacks  the  rights  of 
'the  king  of  the  Netherlands;  and  he  also 
'  solemnly  protests  against  all  the  conse- 

*  quences  which  may  be  drawn  from  those 

*  acts  of  the  Five  Powers,  to  the  prejudice 
'  of  the  existing  treaty,  and  to  the  preju- 
'  dice  of  all  other  the  rights  of  his  august 
'sovereign.'  The  king  himself  also  pro- 
tested against  it  for  the  same  reasons.  His 
Majesty  says,  '  If  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  of 
'  1814,  placed  Belgium  at  the  disposal  of 
'  theallied  Sovereigns,  this  power,  when  they 
'  had  fixed  the  fate  of  Belgium,  was  then 
'  renounced  according  to  the  law  of  nations, 
'  and  that  they  were  returning  upon  their 
'  own  work  by  these  further  proceedings, 


'  and  that  the  decision  to  which  the  Five 
'  Powers  had  come  to,  for  severing  Belgium 
'  from  the  House  of  NassBU^  was  beyond 

*  the  sphere  of  their  power.'  The  Confer- 
ence of  London,  it  is  true«  was  assembled 
at  the  desire  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands, but  this  circumstance  did  not  vest  in 
the  Conference  the  power  to  declare  by  its 
protocol  that  which  was  contrary  to  the 
very  object  for  which  they  were  invited  to 
assemble,  nor  did  it  give  them  the  authority, 
instead  of  advising  for  the  interest  of  the 
king,  and  for  the  preservation  of  hi^  sofe- 
reignty,  to  accomplish  the  dismemberment 
of  his  kingdom.  And  yet,  hy  this  protocol, 
the  Conference  assumed  to  themselves  such 
a  power,  and  the  independence  was  thereby 
virtually  decided  upon  hy  them  as  early  as 
I  have  stated.  I  may  here  take  notice  of 
an  argument  which  has  been  advanced  by 
the  Conference  in  the  document  last  issued 
by  them,  and  which  is  dated  the  4th  of  this 
present  month ;  they  say,  '  When  the  king 

*  agreed  to  the  treaty  by  which  hit  doini- 
'  nions  were  confined  to  Holland,  be  had  no 
'  right  to  be  heard  at  the  Conference  upon 
'  that  subject,  as  he  had,  by  so  affradng  lo 
'  that  separation,  deprived  himaw  of  that 
^  advantage.'  I  think  that  nothing  can  be 
more  unjust,  or  indeed  I  will  say  more  dis- 
ingenuous, than  this  remark.  What  was 
the  king  to  do  ?  The  treaty  impoaed  obli- 
gations upon  him,  and  it  also  confened 
rights.  But  he  was  bound,  before  he 
came  to  the  allies  for  assistance,  to  repair 
and  modify  their  work,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  object  they  had  in  view ;  he  was  hound 
to  ascertain  the  sense  of  his  people.  He 
did  accordingly  call  the  States-Geneial  to- 
gether, and  when  there  was  a  unanu 
decision  in  favour  of  separation,  the  kii 
al  wavs  referred  to  the  allies,  as  the  part 
must  ultimately  pronounce  upon  the  ques- 
tion, as  thev  wore  interested  in  it  in  the  same 
manner  as  he  himself  was.  To  say,  tkne- 
forc,  that  he  deprived  himself  of  the  power 
of  calling  upon  the  allies,  when  he  did  what 
was  necessary  to  put  it  in  his  power  to  do 
so,  is  so  unjust,  that  I  am  astonished  thai  it 
should  have  found  a  place  in  a  compositioQ 
so  ingenious  in  many  respects,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  so  fallacious  in  varioua  pazti^ 
culars.  The  separation  proposed  by  the 
States-General,  and  not  sanctioned,  be  it 
observed,  by  the  king,  for  no  royal  answer 
lias  been  returned  to  that  proposition,  for 
the  separation  sanctioned  by  the  king,  had 
only  reference  to  the  administrative  sepaim« 
tion,  wliich  might  have  been  established  in 
1814.  The  provinces  might  th«iha?ebeei| 
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unitedy  though  with  a  difierent  adminifitra- 
tioD  for  each,  instead  of  that  complete  and 
uniform   amalgamation,  which   was  then 
adopted  bj  the  allies.      The   Conference 
appears  to  me  to  hare  proceeded  upon  an 
errooeout  principle,  and  to  have  thought^ 
because  the  Belgian  provinces  were  once  at 
ikt  disposal  of  the  allies,  that  for  all  time 
to  come  they  had  full  authority  to  dispose 
of  tbem  in  any  way  they  pleased.     This, 
my  Lords,  is  tlie  most  monstrous  propo- 
sitkm  that  can  be  advanced ;  it  is,  never- 
tlwlcn,  that  whidi  is  maintained  in  the 
very    protocol   in    which   the   Conference 
declare  the  separation  and  independence  of 
Belgium.     They  state,  that  they  have  de- 
lei  mined  upon  what  they  consider  to  be 
Ibr  the  prosperity  of  the  people  of  both 
oonnlries,  and  the  peace  of  Europe;  and 
that,  in  fact,  the  arrangement  is  made  for 
aa  European  object.     But  they  forget,  that 
wbcn  they  imposed  the  obligation  of  that 
treaty  on  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  they 
at  tlw  same  time  gave  him  the  rights  which 
tliat  treaty  conferred,  and  that  he  could 
only  be  lawfully  divested  of  those  rights  by 
acffotiation    with   himHolf,   us    the   king; 
and  that,  without  his  consent,  neither  this, 
aor  any  other  portion  of  his  provinces,  could 
be  legitimately  duposed  of.     It  appears  to 
He,   tfaiit  it  behoves   England,  above  all 
atber   countries  in   the  world,  to  be  ex- 
tmady  delicate  and  cautious  how  she  aids 
m  precipitating  the  entire  separation  and 
iiiynwl  of  these  States.     Your  Lordships 
will  recollect,  that  this  union  of  Belgium 
wilb  Holland  was  a  voluntary  act  on  the 
pait  of    the  allies.     Holland,   no   doubt, 
would  willingly  have  returned  to  her  an- 
eient  itate,  and  have  enjoyed  her  rcpubli- 
«Mi  farm  of  government ;  but  it  suitc-d  not 
tbe  European  Powers  to  alhnv  to  her  that 
pDHlion ;    and  on  that  account  these  pro- 
▼incee  were   united   to   the  provinces   of 
Holland,  but  they  were,  I  contend  again, 
voluntarily  annexed.     It  was  we,  however, 
wbo  chiefly  derived  the  advantage  of  that 
inoezation.     For,  in  the  treaty  which  we 
entered  into  with  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
Jandiy  his  Majesty  of  Great  Britain  engaged 
ta  mtore  all  the  Dutch  colonies  to  the  king 
of  Holland  which  he  had  lost  during  the 
war,  with  the  exception  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  Demerara,  Berbicc,  and  Esse- 
quibo ;  and  why  was  the  exception  made 
but  with  a  view  to  the  sixtli  Article  of  that 
treaty?     There  was  also  a  sum  of  money 
paid  by  this  country,  and  a  contribution 
^vaiM»d  by  other  continental  Powers,  to- 
ooDSoUdating  that  European  arrange- 


ment.    We,  while  paying  money  for  the 
erection  of  the  fortresses  on  the  frontiers  of 
Belgium,  were  doing  so  without  reference 
to  the  exclusive  benefit  of  Holland ;    nor 
was  the  money  a  payment  for  the  purchase 
of  her  four  colonies,  which  I   have  just 
named.     By  no  means.     These  arrange, 
ments   were   made,    and    these   forti  esses 
were  erected,  with  a  view  to  check  the 
possible  aggressions   which   might  be  at« 
tempted  by  France ;  and  for  the  sum  paid 
by  this  country  an  equal  sum  was  exacted 
from  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  and  dis- 
posed of  in  the  same  manner ;  and  this  was 
done  under  what  maybe  called  an  European 
inspection ;    an  inspection  which  was  in- 
trusted to  my  noble  friend  near  me  (the 
Duke  -of  Wellington),  who  was  appointed 
to  see  that  the  fortresses  were  erected  or 
repaired  according  to  the  avow^ed  European 
object  of  the  treaty.     So^  that,  although  I 
do    not    affirm    that   theso  circumstances 
should  have  prevented  this  country  from 
taking  any  part  in  the  separation  of  Belgium 
from  Holland,  yet  I  do  say,  that  it  becomes 
us,  above  all  other  nations,  to  be  careful 
how  we  assist  in  further  despoiling  that 
Power,   by   whose  spoliation   already   wc 
have  so  much  benefitted.     Well,  my  Lords, 
after   the   independence  of  Belgium  was 
virtually   decided,    many   other    protocols 
were  issued.     But  i  shall  not  enter  into 
the  details  of  the  negotiation  which  took 
place,  but  come  at  once  to  a  most  memor- 
able epoch — when  (as  I  find  by  the  eleventh 
and  twelfth   protocols)    the  conditions  of 
this  separation  were  laid  down,  and  pro- 
posed to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands.     The 
king  accepted  these  conditions.     He  was 
told  they  were  final  and  irrevocable.  These 
and    other    articles   were,   indeed,   called 
**  propositions,"  but  they  may  be  virtually 
considered  final,  because,  in  proposing  them 
to  tb.e  king  of  the  Netherlands,  he  was 
assured  that  the  Conference  would  never 
recognize  any  sovereign  of  Belgium  who 
would  not  accede  to  them.     Consequently, 
by  hLs  acceptance  of  them,  he  made  them 
binding  on  the  Conference.     These  articles, 
however,  were  rejected  by  Belgium  at  the 
time;    and   a  long  course  of  negotiation 
ensued,  in  which  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands met   with   nothing  but  insult.     A 
communication  was  received  by  the  Con- 
ference from  the  king  during  this  negotia- 
tion, in  which  liis  Majesty  expressed  his 
hope,  that  these  final  and  irrevocable  con- 
ditions would  bo   carried   into  execution. 
I  will  not  repeat  the  contents  of  these  pro- 
tocols, but  they  went  to  re-asaert,  that  the 
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same  views  were  still  entertained  by  the 
Conference,  and  the  same  conditions  were 
to  be  annexed  to  the  treaties  to  be  made 
with  Belgium  as  had  already  been  adopted 
and  determined  upon.  To  these  promises, 
and  to  these  conditions,  the  Conference 
adhered  with  tolerable  consistency  for  some 
time.  I  shall  pass  by  much  of  what  then 
occurred,  though  perhaps  it  would  not  be 
an  uninstructive  lesson  if  we  were  to  go 
through  the  negotiation,  to  shew  how 
little  the  interests  of  the  sovereign  of  the 
Netherlands  were  actually  consulted  by  his 
ancient  ally  and  friendly  mediator.  About 
the  end  of  May,  or  the  beginning  of  June 
last.  Prince  Leopold  came  to  be  seriously 
thought  of  as  the  sovereign  of  Bel^um, 
and  m)m  that  time  the  decisions  of  the 
Congress  appear  to  have  undergone  some 
change.  It  is  not  essential  that  I  should 
go  into  the  particulars  of  Prince  Leopold's 
election,,  and  I  am  not  anxious  to  do  so. 
Suffice  it  to  say,  that  the  Conference  then 
receded  from  the  ''final  and  irrevocable" 
articles  previously  agreed  upon,  and  brought 
forward  certain  new  propositions,  which  I 
shall  not  dwell  upon,  as  they  were  rejected, 
and  led  to  no  practical  result.  Neither 
shall  I  dwell  upon  the  military  movement 
of  the  Dutch  government,  when  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands  felt  himself  grossly 
outraged  by  the  conduct  of  the  new  sove- 
reign of  Belgium,  who,in  his  newly-assumed 
character,  took  possession  of  the  ancient  and 
undoubted  possession  of  Holland.  But  I 
pass  over  all  those  matters,  and  hasten  to 
the  treaty,  which  is  the  real  subject  for 
your  Lordships'  consideration.  This  treaty 
was  agreed  upon  by  the  members  of  the  Con- 
ference, in  the  month  of  October  last,  and 
consists  of  twenty-four  articles  drawn  up 
by  the  Conference  of  London.  Looking  at 
this  treaty,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  determine 
whether  its  provisions  are  more  impolitic 
or  unjust.  By  one  of  the  articles  of  this 
treaty,  we  guarantee  all  the  articles  of  the 
treaty.  Now,  I  ask  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Grey)  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
obligation  which  he  undertakes  in  signing 
such  a  treaty  ?  It  has  been,  for  a  long  time 
past,  the  acknowledged  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  to  be  extremely 
scrupulous  of  guaranteeing  anything ;  and 
we  have  always  been  particularly  anxious 
to  avoid  guaranteeing  anything  that  we 
were  not  to  do  ourselves.  When  we  had 
bound  ourselves  to  act  in  conjunction  with 
other  Powers,  we  had  frequently  found 
that  the  onerous  part  of  the  guarantee  was 
too  apt  to  fall  on  us  alone.    I  do  not 


believe,  however,  that  your  IjOiiuoim  are 
aware  of  the  extent  of  tlie  lenonsmilitj 
which  the  Gk>vemment  of  tbii  country 
incurs  by  the  treaty  with  Belgiom.  We 
guarantee  the  observance  of  all  the  articles 
in  that  treaty,  and  the  least  objection  to 
many  of  those  articles  is,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  execute  them.  Amongst 
other  things,  for  instance,  we  euanmtee 
the  perpetual  payment  by  Belnum  of  a 
sum  amounting  to  above  700,00(3.  a-year. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  suggested,  that 
the  sum  to  be  paid  by  Belgium,  amonntcd 
to  840,000/.  a-year. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  continued.  My 
noble  friend  tells  me  that  it  amounts  to 
840,000/.  a-year.  I  rather  think,  however, 
that  he  has  been  mistaken,  it  is  8,400,000 
florins,  which  amount,  I  think,  to  about 
700,000/.  The  annual  payment  of  that 
sum  by  Belgium  we  have  guaranteed  by 
the  15th  article  of  the  treaty.  I  bctt  your 
Lordships  to  understand,  Uiat  I  £>  not 
object  positively  to  all  guarantees  whatefer. 
I  might,  for  a  powerful  motive,  be  induced 
to  guarantee  the  payment  of  a  sum  for  a 
Government  that  was  honest,  trustworthy, 
well-known,  and  long  established;  but 
such  was  not  the  case  with  Belgium.  Bel- 
gium, possessing  a  government  just  fanned, 
just  emerged  from  one  revolution,  and  pos- 
sibly about  to  be  precipitated  into  anoUwr, 
how  is  it  possible  that  we  can  make  her 
pay  ?  And  according  to  this  treaty^  if  Bel- 
gium refuses  or  fails  to  pay,  this  countiy  is 
pledged  in  honour  to  pay  every  shilling  of 
it.  But  this  is  not  the  only  objection  to 
the  treaty.  The  whole  of  the  articles  of 
which  it  consists  are  so  various  and  complin 
cated,  that  the  execution  of  them  wOl  re- 
quire perpetual  superintendence  and  inter- 
ference. When  noble  Lords  opposite  sst 
at  this  side  of  the  House,  they  constantly 
objected  to  Congresses:  the  present  Go- 
vernment, however,  appear  so  mudi  in  love 
with  Conferences,  that  they  have  gua- 
ranteed the  execution  of  a  treaty  whidi  wffl 
render  Conferences  indispensable,  for  it  is 
quite  clear,  that  in  the  execution  of  the 
articles  of  this  treaty  there  must  be  a  con- 
stant refe^rence  to  the  guarantee  of  the 
Great  Powers.  The  next  article  of  the 
treaty  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  your 
Lordships'  attention  is  Article  9tb,  which 
relates  to  the  free  navigation  of  the  canals 
I  and  internal  waters  of  Holland  for  Bebpaa 
[  commerce.  This  article  is  objectionabfe,  if 
upon  no  other  ground,  because,  as  I  con- 
tend, it  makes  nequent  Conferences  un- 
avoidable. Upon  every  occasion  of  a  qotOfH 
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between  the  owner  of  a  Belgian  vessel  and 
the  Dutch  Custom  House^  a  Conference  is 
haltie  to  be  called  upon  to  enforce  the 
goanntee.  Not  a  day  would  pass  in  which 
we  iliould  not  be  liable  to  be  called  upon  to 
interfere  and  enforce  the  guarantee  wc 
hmTe  made.  That  objection^  however^  ap- 
plies, I  will  admit,  only  because  of  its  im- 
pncticability.  But,  further — this  stipula- 
tion lurpasses,  in  injustice,  anything  which 
I  have  ever  happened  to  meet  with  in  the 
annals  of  diplomacy ;  and  especially  when 
it  is  considered  that  it  emanates  from,  and 
is  authorised  by,  a  Power  professing  to  be 
Undlj  disposed  and  amicably  inclined  to 
the  Dutch  nation  !  In  the  paper  issued  by 
the  last  Conference,  of  the  4th  of  January, 
tliqr  declare  that  this  treaty  and  this  article 
tie  only  a  development  of  those  final  and 
irrevocable  articles  to  which  I  have  before 
leCerred ;  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
has  no  reason  to  complain  ;  and  that  the 
Conference  have  not  deviated  from  the 
spirit  of  those  original  articles*  Now,  I 
wfll  only  refer  to  this  single  article  relating 
to  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt  and  the 
Bhine.  The  original  article  relating  to  the 
navigation  of  these  rivers,  was  in  the  Pro- 
tooolj  and  was  converted  into  what  is  called 
fundamental  principle,"  which  is  a 
of  article  that  has  always,  I  appre- 
hend, been  considered  final  and  irrevocable. 
By  that  article  (the  third  of  the  eleventh 
FMoooI),  regarding  the  trade  and  naviga- 
tion of  Belgium,'  it  is  declared  that  the 
terms  of  the  articles  108,  up  to  117  inclu- 
Bve,  of  the  Act  of  the  Congress  of  Vienna, 
should  be  applicable  to  the  rivers  which 
traversed  the  Dutch  and  Belgian  territory. 
Ultimately,  in  order  that  there  should  be 
BO  possible  mistake,  the  Plenipotentiary  of 
hb  Miuesty  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
leoeived  from  the  Conference  at  the  time 
these  articles  were  sent  to  them,  or  shortly 
wtia,  the  following  communication.  It  is 
dated  **  Foreign  Office,  February  1 8,"  and 

ysed  "  Palmerston,"  which  was  the  day 
their  acceptance  of  the  articles  by  the 
Dutch  government.  The  letter  runs  thus : 
—'In  submitting  to  your  Excellency  a 
*oopy  of  the  Protocol,  signed  in  Conference 
'hdd  to-day,  the  Conference  has  desired 
'  me  to  express  to  your  Excellency,  that  the 
'three  articles  of  the  treatv  destined  to 
'establish  the  separation  of  Belgium  from 
'  Holland,  apply  solely  to  the  navigation  of 
'  the  rivers  which  traversed  and  separated 
'  the  two  countries.'  Such  was  what  the 
original  article  was  considered,  accepted, 

IBia  dedaied  to  be^  over  and  over  again. 


Now,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  article  of  the 
treaty  ?  The  corresponding  article  of  the 
treaty  is  a  development  of  the  original 
article  with  a  vengeance.  It  says,  that  the 
navigation  of  the  Scheldt  to  Antwerp  shall 
be  under  the  common  inspection  of  Com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  governments  of 
Belgium  and  Holland — that  moderate  rates 
of  pilotage  shall  be  fixed  by  common  con- 
sent— that  the  duties  shall  be  the  same  for 
the  Dutch  and  the  Belgian  commerce— 
and  that  the  intermediate  waters  between 
the  Scheldt  and  the  Rhine  shall  be  recipro- 
cally free.  The  words  of  the  article  are, 
'  II  est  egalement  convenu  que  la  navigation 
'  des  eaux  intermediaires  entre  I'Escaut  et 
'  le  Rhin  pour  arriver  d'Anvers  au  Rhin  et 
'  vice  versd,  restera  reciproquement  libre ; 
'  et  qu'elle  ne  sera  assujettie  qu'^  des 
'  pcages  mod^res  qui  seront  provisoirement 
Mes  memcs  pour  le  commerce  des  deux 
'  pays.'  The  Conference,  in  its  impartiality 
to  Holland,  directs  the  intermediate  waters 
between  the  Scheldt  and  the  Rhine  to  be 
free  for  Belgium.  No  duty  is  to  be  levied 
on  Belgian  commerce  which  is  not  also 
levied  on  the  Dutch  commerce.  The  effect 
of  this  article,  therefore,  is,  to  force  the 
king  of  Holland  to  tax  his  own  subjects  on 
his  own  waters,  for  there  is  not  an  inch  of 
Belgian  territory  within  those  ''interme- 
diate" waters.  Was  ever  so  monstrous  a 
power  attempted  to  be  exercised  by  an  ally 
over  the  sovereign  rights  of  an  independent 
prince?  Have  they  given  any,  the  least 
reason  for  such  a  course  of  proceeding? 
Not  an  inch  of  Belgian  territory  is  washed 
by  these  waters.  And  this  the  Conference 
have  decreed,  without  consulting  the  only 
party  whose  interest  is  involved — ^namely, 
the  king  of  Holland  ;  but  they,  out  of  their 
great  mercy  to  him,  have  allowed  the  right 
of  navigating  these  rivers  to  remain  to  the 
Belgians,  without  any  reciprocity,  or  equi- 
valent, to  the  king  of  Holland !  Why,  my 
Lords,  I  wish  to  know  what  is  meant  1^ 
the  terms  of  this  article.  It  says,  ^  the  oom- 
'  merce  shall  be  free  from  the  Scheldt  to 
'  the  Rhine.'  Now,  it  is  not  an  easy  mat- 
ter to  say  what  is  the  Rhine.  In  a  treaty 
entered  into  with  some  of  the  States  bor- 
dering on  the  Rhine,  by  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  he  had  agreed  to  consider  the 
Leek  and  the  Waal  as  forming  together 
the  Rhine;  but  the  true  river,  correctly 
called  the  Rhine,  is  a  very  inconsiderable 
stream,  and  not  fit  for  commerce.  But 
what  right  has  Belgium  to  avail  herself  of 
this  definition  to  navigate  the  internal 
waters  of  Holland?    TUs  mi^t  torn  the 
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mmtter  of  the  first  dispute  under  the  treaty. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  such  a  question 
it  not  a  very  fit  matter  for  negotiation  be- 
tween the  king  of  Holhmd  and  Belgium. 
He  may  allow  these  waters  to  be  navigated 
by  the  Belgians  as  well  as  by  the  subjects 
of  any  other  Power.  But  according  to  this 
article^  a  right  is  given  to  the  Belgians  to 
navigate  all  the  waters  between  the  Belgian 
frontier  and  any  part  of  Holland.  If  any 
dispute  were  to  arise  as  to  what  should  be 
considered  the  Rhine^  it  may  be  contended 
that  the  Rhine  is  not  the  conventional 
Rhine,  but  the  true  Rhine ;  and  it  may  be 
further  asserted,  that  not  only  those  waters, 
but  the  waters  of  Zealand  and  of  South 
Holland,  and  those  communicating  inter- 
nally with  Ley  den,  Utrecht,  and  even 
with  Haarlem,  will  come  witliin  the  con- 
struction and  contemplation  of  this  article. 
If  the  Conference  guarantee  the  execution 
of  this  article,  they  must,  therefore,  deline 
the  geographical  boundaries  of  the  Rhine. 
This,  however,  is  matter  beyond  their  juris- 
diction, because  it  lies  not  with  them  to 
consider  whether  the  Leek  and  Waal  shall 
be  taken  to  constitute  the  Rhine  or  not— 
when  other  nations  have  agreed  by  treaty 
so  to  con^der  that  question.  This  very  first 
dispute  would  lead  to  great  disorder,  in 
consequence  of  the  various  opinions  which 
may  be  entertained  on  a  subject  of  so  much 
difficulty  ;  and  it  would  lie  impossible  for 
this  country  to  interfere,  by  virtue  of  this 
article,  to  enforce  its  own  guarantee,  without 
giving  rise  to  an  interminable  dispute  about 
this  vague  right  of  navigation.  My  Lords, 
the  king  of  Holland  has  protested  against 
this  article  among  the  rest ;  and  is  it  sur- 
prising that  he  should  do  so  ?  Seeing  how 
little  his  interests  have  been  taken  care  of 
by  the  Conference,  and  neglected  by  this 
country,  on  which  he  had  every  reason  to 
ho|>e  he  might  implicitly  have  relied,  I 
cannot  feel  much  astonishment  that  he 
should  not  be  inclined  to  concur  in  the  in- 
terpretation of  any  of  the  articles  which  the 
Conference,  or  this  country,  mi^ht  give  to 
them.  Here  is  another  article,  perhaps 
equally  preposterous,  and  equally  unjust, 
for  friends  and  neutrals  to  have  proposed. 
It  is  that  which  entitles  Belgium  to  a  free 
passage  through  one  of  the  principal  fort- 
resses of  Holland,  that  of  Macstricht.  Such 
are  the  words  of  this  portion  of  the  treaty. 
This  permission,  as  worded,  would  extend 
itself  so  as  to  endure  even  in  time  of  war. 
Here,  then,  is  another  condition  to  which 
it  was  impossible  that  the  king  of  Holland 
could  subscribe.  It  is  a  proposition,  indeed. 


which  strikes  at  the  root  of  the  loveieignty 
of  every  independent  prince  in  Europe.  If 
it  be  said  that  one  must  give  a  convenient 
dehoHche  to  the  commerce  of  Belgium^  why, 

I  ask,  is  Belgium  to  be  presented  with  this 
privilege  more  than  other  nattons  ?  Is  it 
because  that  country  hat  revolted  from  its 
sovereign  ?  Does  the  fact  of  that  revolt  give 
Belgium  any  preferable  claim  on  Holland  ? 
There  is  one  other  article  to  which  I  must  be 
allowed  to  allude-^I  mean  that  which  re- 
fers to  the  arrangement  as  to  the  duchy  of 
Luxemburg,  a  portion  of  which  is  tidmi 
from  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  without 
any  colour,  pretence,  or  excuse.  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  governments  of  Austria 
and  Prussia  will  ever  ratify  a  treaty  con- 
taining this  article,  which  is  in  direct 
violation  of  one  of  the  first  principles  of  the 
Germanic  Confederation.  The  fundamental 
act  constituting  the  Germanic  Confedera- 
tion, mutually  guarantees  the  whole  of  the 
possessions  which  constitute  the  Union,  and 
distinctly  declares,  that  there  shall  be  no 
voluntary  cession,  by  any  of  the  Powers,  of 
any  part  of  the  territory,  without  the  free 
consent  of  the  Union.  These  being  amongst 
the  fundamental  articles  of  the  Gennanie 
Union,  I  know  not  by  what  right  it  is 
assumed  to  take  half  the  duchy  (^  Luz« 
emburg  from  the  king  of  Holland,  giving 
him  compensation  here  and  there  in  Lim* 
berg.  It  was  distinctly  declared,  in  the 
early  communications  on  this  subject,  that 
the  duchy  of  Luxemburg,  being  a  part 
of  the  Germanic  Confederation,  could  not 
be  compromised  by  any  arrangements  whidi 
had  or  should  have  relation  to  Belgium. 

I I  is  true,  that  after  this  express  declara* 
tion,  the  king  of  Holland,  in  deference  to 
his  allies,  expressed  his  willingness  to  SUb* 
mit  to  an  arrangement  as  to  the  duchy» 
upon  receiving  a  satbfactory  territcnal 
indemnity ;  but  he  reserved  to  himself  the 
ri^ht  i)f  judging  whether  any  indemnity 
oilercd  to  him  was  satisfactory  or  not.  The 
indemnity  now  ofiered  to  him,  I  am  willing 
to  admit,  is  convenient  enough  in  some  re* 
spects  for  the  king  of  Holland ;  but  it  is 
an  arrangement  by  which  he  loses  SOfiOO 
inhabitants,  and  no  one  can  wonder  that  he 
has  refused  to  accede  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment.  Unless  the  Austrian  and  Prussian 
governments  are  under  a  control  which  I 
cannot  understand,  it  will  not  be  possible 
for  them,  as  members  of  the  Germanifr 
Confederation,  to  sanction  or  ratify  this 
treaty.  I  admit  the  propriety  of  mecUatioo 
by  friendly  Powers  in  such  a  case,  but  that 
the  aUies  have  any  right  arbitrariljr  to  make 
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such  anangementSy  and  to  force  their  ac- 
ceptance on  the  king  of  Holland^  is  a 
vrinciple  to  which  I  can  never  agree.  The 
Conference  of  London  has,  throughout  all 
itf  nieetines>  professed  great  care  for  the 
interests  of  Holland,  and  it  has  been  said, 
that  by  this  treaty  Holland  is  placed  in  a 
better  condition  than  it  ever  was  before. 
It  was  8aid>  that  when  Holland  gained  her 
high  name  amongst  the  nations  of  Europe, 
the  was  not  allied  with  Belgium.  And 
this  if  very  true.  But  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  Holland  was  then  a  republic, 
and  it  was  not  her  policy  to  extend  her 
territory.  Conquest,  European  conquest 
at  least,  was  entirely  opposed  to  the  policy 
of  luch  a  form  of  government.  But  the 
caie  ifl  widely  different  now — to  suit  our 
own  views  of  European  policy,  and  to 
check  the  aggrandizement  of  France,  we 
elected  Holland  into  a  formidable  State ; 
and  subsequently  recognised  the  sovereign 
of  that  country  as  king  of  the  United  Pro- 
vinces; thus  throwing  a  counterbalancing 
and  substantive  weight  into  the  scale  of 
the  Powers  of  Europe.  By  this  means 
you  no  longer  enabled  him  to  pursue  that 
policy  as  king,  which,  in  ancient  times  as  a 
diief  of  a  republic  he  felt  it  his  interest  to 
adopt.  But,  independent  of  that  consider- 
ationj  let  me  ask,  what  is  there  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Holland  to  compensate 
her  for  the  losses  whicli  she  has  sustained  ; 
tar  the  giving  up  of  those  colonies  to  which 
I  have  alr^dy  alluded,  for  the  con- 
struction of  fortresses  at  a  large  expense, 
which  were  not  only  not  useful,  but,  })er- 
hapsy  injurious  to  the  country  ?  How  has 
die  been  compensated  for  the  loss  of  all  she 
had  acquired  in  another  hemisphere,  and 
£Dr  the  opening  of  the  Scheldt,  which  has 
been  insisted  on  ever  since  the  treaty  of 
Munster,  down  to  the  French  Revolution  ? 
We  have  desired  to  navigate  tlie  Scheldt 
even  to  its  sources.  I  do  not  sup|)ose  that 
the  Dutch  government  would,  at  this  day, 
put  forward  any  pretensions  to  the  ex- 
clusive navi^tion  of  the  Scheldt.  But 
among  friends — among  allies  at  least  —  it 
appears  a  very  small  compensation  to  have 
allotted  it  in  consideration  of  what  it  had 
had  to  give  up.  I  am,  therefore,  utterly 
at  a  loss  to  understand  in  what  manner 
Holland  has  been  benefited  by  the  means 
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referred  to  by  the  (^'onference.  Possi- 
bly it  may  be  by  the  neutrality  of  Bel- 
gium. 1  think  the  king  must  be  very 
easily  satisfied  with  a  comiiensation,  in- 
deed, if,  after  the  solemn  professions  which 
Jiis  allies  have  made  of  xeal  for  the  pros- 


perity of  his  kingdom  and  throne,  such  a 
species  of  compensation  is  accepted  by  him 
as  satisfactory.  But,  my  Lords,  if*  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  be  unjust  and  impolitic, 
the  manner  of  enforcing  them  is,  if  po8si« 
ble,  still  worse;  for  how  is  it  enforced? 
My  Lords,  those  articles  to  which  I  have 
called  your  attention  were  originally  framed 
and  propounded  as  Anal  and  irrevocable-* 
of  that  fact  I  have  given  you  some  proof; 
and  they  were  communicated  to  Hol- 
land with,  as  I  contend,  a  threat.  These 
obnoxious  articles— it  is  difficult  to  believe 
it — were  actually  drawn  up  and  agreed  to 
without  any  concert  whatsoever  with  the 
king  of  f  loUand,  and  without  his  slightest 
knowledge.  Such  a  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  a  Conference  which  makes  preten- 
sions to  impartiality,  can  scarcely  be  cre- 
dited. These  articles  were  communicated 
to  the  Dutch  plenipotentiary,  with  a  letter, 
of  which  the  following  is  an  extract: — 
'  They  contain  the  fmal  and  irrevocable 
'  deciiions  of  the  Five  Powers,  who,  by 
'  common  consent  among  themselves,  are  re- 
'  solved  to  bring  about  an  entire  acceptance 
'  by  the  averse  party,  whoever  shall  reject 
'  them.'  They  have  resolved,  themselves,  to 
bring  about  the  acceptance  ! — very  well 
knowing  that  they  would  be  rejected.  The 
Dutch  government  accepts  these  articles  as 
a  matter  of  negotiation ;  but,  at  least,  it 
entreats  to  be  heard  upon  some  of  them,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  modified,  so  as  to 
agree  with  the  interest,  independence,  and 
dignity  of  the  sovereign.  To  that  re- 
quest the  Conference  replied  by  a  note,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Dutch  Plenipotentiary, 
stating  that  they  owed  it  to  the  frankness 
which  characterized  an  honest  course— 4o 
the  friendship  which  united  their  Sov^ 
reigns  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands— to 
declare,  that  neither  the  substance  nor  the 
letter  of  the  twenty-four  articles  could 
undergo  modification.  I'his  is  the  friendly 
mediation  so  loudly  boasted  of !  My 
Lords,  I  could  little  expect  such  language 
to  proceed  from  the  noble  Lords  opposite, 
when  I  recollect  that,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  these  negotiations,  some  of  them 
said  to  us,  "  Although  you  may  give  these 
parties  advice,  yet,  above  all  diings,  let  it 
be  of  the  most  friendly  kind,  and  without 
any  active  mediation."  I  little  expected, 
my  Lords,  to  sec  this  course  adopted  by 
those  identical  noble  Lords.  I  own  I  can- 
not understand  this  inconsistency.  What 
I  can  understand  is,  the  possibility  of  pro- 
posing to  such  a  state  as  Belgium,  which 
has    never,  heretofore,  enjoyed 
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independence,  certain  conditions  for  her 
acceptance,  on  penalty,  in  the  event  of  her 
rejecting  them,  of  your  refusing  to  recog- 
nise that  State :  this  I  can  understand.  But 
how  you  should  he  ahle  to  pursue  the  same 
course  towards  your  own  intimate  ally — a 
power  whom  you  have  ever,  hitherto,  found 
to  he  worthy  of  respect,  and  between  whom 
and  other  foreign  powers  you  have  always 
understood  an  honourable  connexion  to 
have  subsisted — this  is  what  I  really  can- 
not possibly  comprehend.  Those  articles, 
I  repeat,  were  determined  upon  without 
the  participation  or  knowledge  of  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands  or  his  Plenipotentiaries. 
This  I  find  stated  in  the  note  of  the  Dutch 
Plenipotentiaries,  and  it  is  not  denied  or 
replied  to  in  the  elaborate  document  put 
forward  by  the  Conference.  It  was  im- 
possible for  the  Dutch  Plenipotentiaries, 
who  were  never  consulted  on  the  subject, 
to  suppose  that  there  was  any  intention  to 
interfere  with  the  internal  navigation  of 
Holland,  and  therefore  they  had  made  no 
representations  on  the  subject.  The  out- 
rageous indecency  and  disrespect  with 
which  the  Dutch  government  has  been 
treated,  then,  I  say,  greatly  aggravates  and 
embitters  the  injury  done  to  the  king  of 
Holland.  All  this  was  done  under  the 
character  of  friendly  mediation.  General 
Sebastian!,  in  his  note  to  the  French  minis- 
ter at  Brussels^  states  distinctly^ '  the  Con- 
'  ference  at  London  is  a  Conference  of  me- 
'  diation,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the  king's 
'government  that  it  should  never  lose 
'this  character.'  By  the  articles  of  the 
Treaty,  I  say,  that  the  Conference  has  in- 
terfered with  the  lawful  sovereignty  of  the 
king  of  Holland,  in  the  provinces  of  Hol- 
land, as  well  as  in  the  Belgian  provinces. 
Putting  the  claims  of  friendship  and  alli- 
ance out  of  the  question,  I  say  that  the 
Dutch  government  had  a  right  to  have 
been  consulted.  At  the  Congress  of  Aix- 
la-Chapelle,  in  1818,  a  declaration  was 
made,  that  the  Allies  might  mediate  upon 
the  call,  and  at  the  desire,  of  any  of  the 
contracting  Powers ;  but  that  the  party  at 
whose  instance  the  Conference  was  called, 
should  be  united  in  the  deliberations. 
This  was  an  act  of  that  association  called 
the  Holy  Alliance ;  and,  though  it  went  to 
limit  the  power  of  that  Holy  Alliance,  the 
present  Government  seemed  very  willing 
to  dispense  with  the  limitation.  Under 
the  nue  laid  down  by  the  Allies,  they 
were  only  to  interfere  upon  a  formal  in- 
vitation, and  with  the  express  reservation 
pf  the  right  to  the  party  invitingi  that  be 


should  take  part  in  the  delibefatioii^  either 
by  himself  or  his  Plenipotentinj.  The 
king  of  Holland,  in  this  case,  innsted  on 
his  right  under  the  Treaty  of  Aiz-la- 
ChapeUe,  and  complained  that  the  acts  of 
the  Conference  was  a  violation  of  that 
right — and  how  was  he  answered?  It  was 
said — ''  It  is  very  true,  by  the  article  to 
which  you  have  referred,  you  had  a  ri^t 
to  be  united  in  our  deliberationgy  and  you 
were  united.  When  we  wanted  your  ad« 
vice,  we  asked  it,  and  all  through  the  ne- 
gotiations you,  or  your  representativeSy  had 
free  access  to  us."  Now,  is  not  this  amwer 
a  miserable  quibble,  when  it  is  admitted^ 
that  the  articles  of  the  treaty  were  decided 
without  the  participation  or  knowledge  of 
the  king  of  Holland  ?  I  say,  give  me  the 
Holy  Alliance  in  preference  to  an  AUianoe 
which  justifies  its  conduct  towaidf  a 
friendly  power  by  such  an  evasion.  I  do 
not  wish  to  extend  the  comparison  further; 
but  so  far  as  the  declaration  at  Aix-la- 
Chapelle,  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
claim  of  the  king  of  Holland  under  that 
declaration  has  been  treated,  I  say,  that  the 
Holy  Alliance  appears  to  great  advantage 
— for^  although  they  mi^ht  condemn,  wy 
did  hear.  It  might  be  said,  that  the  cootk 
pursued  towards  Holland,  though  not 
strictly  defensible  on  other  grounds,  is  jus- 
tifiable, because  it  was  done  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Europe.  Now,  I  say,  that  if  the 
wit  of  man  was  employed  to  inyent  a 
cause  of  war — of  interminable  war— -none 
better  could  be  devised  than  the  treaty 
which  is  the  subject  of  consideration. 
Every  article  of  this  treaty  is  pregoant 
with  war.  You  cannot  proceed  a  step  tot 
the  purpose  of  carrying  the  treaty  into 
effect  without  producing  war.  The  first 
step  which  the  noble  Earl  is  bound  to  take 
is,  to  enforce  the  ratification  of  the  treaty 
by  the  Dutch  government ;  and  he  has  al- 
ready had  a  pretty  good  sample  of  Dutch 
constancy  and  determination.  War  with 
Holland,  then,  is  the  first  step,  and  where 
that  is  to  end,  I  shall  not  take  upon  myself 
to  predict.  Your  Lordships  wul  now  see 
the  strange  and  impracticable  position  the 
treaty  has  brought  us  to.  Where  it  will 
end  I  cannot  see,  but  one  thing  I  can  see, 
that  all  this  tends  directly  to  the  gain  of 
France.  The  last  time  we  entered  into  a 
war  with  Holland  the  effect  was,  to  throw 
that  country  into  the  arms  d  France. 
It  is  a  singular  circumstance  that  the  prin« 
cipal  grievance  which  our  Government  then 
complained  of  was,  that  the  Dutch  were 
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knowledge  our  revolted  Colonics.  By  de- 
dirixig  war  against  Holland,  however,  we 
threw  it  for  a  time  into  the  hands  of  the 
French.  I  own,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  fear 
ihe  enforcement  of  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty  at  present.  I  have  no  douht  that 
France  is  well  content  with  the  footing 
which  we  are  on  with  Holland ;  and  she  is 
sure  of  having  a  good  friend  in  Belgium. 
On  a  former  occasion,  when  this  suhjcct 
cnne  under  discussion,  in  reference  to  the 
application  made  to  Prince  Leopold  to  ac- 
cept the  government  of  Belgium,  I  took 
the  liberty  of  predicting,  that  any  Sove- 
reign who  was  elected  to  rule  over  Bcl- 
giom  must  be  essentially  French.  It  was 
upon  this  ground,  amongst  others,  I  depre- 
cated the  acceptance  of  the  Belgian  crown 
by  that  illustrious  Prince,  who,  as  I  think, 
nnfiutunately  for  himself,  and  unfor- 
tonately  for  this  country,  has  since  assumed 
that  crown.  When  Belgium  became  an 
independent  nation,  our  only  security,  in 
voj  opinion,  and  I  then  stated  it,  was  in 
drawinff  closer  the  ties  which  united  us  to 
Holland.  Subsequent  events  confirmed 
that  opinion.  Prince  Leopold,  I  conceive, 
has  proved  the  justness  of  my  anticipation. 
How  does  he  act  ?  Has  he  not  furnished 
a  good  answer  to  the  French  Ministry,  when 
they  are  charged  with  giving  Belgium  to  an 
individual  closely  connected  with  England  ? 
Well  might  they  say,  "  What  signifies  his 
connection  with  England  ? — what  signifies 
his  naturalisation  ?  Could  a  son  of  France 
have  acted  with  more  devotion  than  he 
has  done  in  forwarding  the  interests  of 
Fiance?"  Upon  arriving  to  preside  over 
die  revolutionary  constitution  of  Belgium, 
the  first  act  of  Prince  Leopold  was  a  de- 
daimtion  of  direct  hostility  to  the  king  of 
HdDand.  The  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
whUe  trusting  to  the  promises  of  the  five 
great  Powers,  advanced  his  army  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  separation  into 
ftttct.  But  what  was  the  conduct  of  the 
king  of  the  Belgians  upon  that  occasion  ? 
Why,  he  instantly  despatched  a  messenger 
to  the  king  of  the  French  to  intreat  his 
immediate  assistance.  Now,  one  should 
suppose  he  would  have  thought  of  apolo- 
g^Mtng  to  the  Conference  in  the  first  in- 
stance; but  perhaps  he  conjectured,  that 
ftom  that  quarter  he  should  receive  nothing 
bot  Protocols,  and  that  it  would  require 
something  more  substantial  to  repel  the 
boUets  m  the  Dutch  army.  In  con- 
requence  of  the  advance  of  the  French 
troops*  it  was  agreed  that  the  Prince  of 
Onnge  should  kad  back  the  army  under 


his  command ; — and  the  next  step  of  the 
king  of  the  Belgians  was,  to  intreat  that 
12,000  French  might  be  left  in  his  new 
territory,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  him. 
That  request,  however,  was  not  acceded  to, 
principally  in  consequence  of  what  had 
been  said  upon  the  subject  in  this  House 
by  my  noble  friend,  the  Marquis  of  Lon- 
donderry. Yet  scarcely  had  the  French 
troops  retired  beyond  the  Belgian  fron- 
tier, when  they  returned  back  again  in^ 
thousands,  and,  having  changed  theu*  dressy 
took  service  in  Belgium.  Another  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion is,  the  proposed  demolition  of  the  for- 
tresses. Noble  Lords  opposite  said,  that 
this  was  a  question  with  which  France 
was  to  have  nothing  to  do,  and  that  it  was 
to  be  settled  between  the  Allies  and  Bel- 
gium. It  was  also  said,  that  the  fortresses 
were  greater  than  Belgium  had  resources  to 
maintain,  and  that  her  neutrality  being 
guaranteed  was  sufficient  for  her  protec- 
tion. What  did  the  king  of  the  Belgians 
do  in  this  instance  ?  Why,  he  said,  ^*  I'll 
destroy  the  fortresses,  and  give  an  addi- 
tional proof  of  my  confidence  in  the  king 
of  the  French,  and  of  my  brotherly  affec- 
tion for  the  French  people."  For  my  own 
part,  I  believe  that  the  king  of  the  Bel- 
gians will  make  the  French  very  welcome 
to  any  number  of  fortresses  they  may 
choose  to  take.  The  question  which  has 
recently  occurred  respecting  the  demolition 
of  some  of  them,  will  show  what  sort  of 
policy  is  pursued.  Among  the  fortresses 
proposed  to  be  destroyed  are  Philipville, 
\farieville,  Mons,  and  Ath.  But,  said 
France  at  this  moment,  "  No,  not  Philip- 
ville and  Maricville,  for  these  we  can  £et 
whenever  we  think  proper.  We  want  that 
those  fortresses  shall  be  destroyed  which 
have  been  constructed,  not  on  our  frontiers, 
but  in  Belgium."  This  was  the  language 
of  that  Power  with  which  the  king  of  the 
Belgians  had  entered  into  such  friendly 
relations.  I  contend,  my  Lords,  that  the 
whole  result  of  the  engagements  entered 
into  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference 
must  inevitably  lead  to  hostilities — they 
cannot  possibly  be  prevented,  if  such  in- 
justice be  persisted  in  against  Holland. 
The  only  means  which  even  the  Con- 
ference itself  has  to  insist  upon  the  fulfil- 
ment of  those  engagements  is,  by  having 
recourse  to  force  against  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands.  To  show  your  Lordships 
how  vicious  is  the  adoption  of  such  a 
system  of  policy  on  the  part  of  England, 
it  is  only  necessary  for  me  to  advert  to  the 
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language  of  an  eminent  Statesman^  whose 
authority  ought  to  have  great  weight  with 
noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  side.  In  1781, 
Mr.  Fox  put  a  case^  in  which  he  supposed 
that  the  then  king  of  France,  Louis  1 6th, 
might  .be  engaged  in  discussions  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  universal  dominion, 
and  weakening  the  power  of  Great  Britain. 
With  a  view  to  this  favourable  scheme, 
Mr.  Fox  supposed  that  the  king  of  France 
niight  say,  ^'  Encourage  domestic  war  by 
ikU  means— encourage  revolt  in  her  colonies 
— set  her  own  subjects  in  open  strife 
against  each  other.  This  will  be  playing 
*our  game  precisely  to  the  very  point  we 
could  wish."  My  Lords,  I  will  not  say 
how  far  this  system  has  been  acted  upon  on 
the  present  occasion ;  but  this  I  will  say, 
that  I  see  domestic  diiSerences  arising, 
which  must  give  rise  to  as  much  strife  as 
foreign  warfare.  I  see  nothing  in  the 
policy  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  that  is 
not  likely  to  lead  to  the  most  disastrous 
results.  But  Mr.  Fox  goes  on  to  say,  that 
all  this  may  be  supposed  to  have  occurred 
between  the  king  of  France  and  his  sub- 
jects, and  still  further  it  miglit  have  been 
said,  that  in  order  to  complete  the  design 
of  establishing  an  universal  monarchy, 
they  must  destroy  the  other  rival  Powers 
of  Europe.  The  naval  Powers  were  the 
most  to  be  dreaded;  and,  after  Great 
Britain,  of  those  naval  Powers,  the 
Dutch  were  the  first  to  be  overthrown. 
How  could  they  do  that  without  weaken- 
ing themselves  ?  How  can  this  be  effect- 
ed? Why,  by  instigating  our  faithful 
servants,  the  Ministers  of  Great  Britain, 
to  go  to  war  with  their  nearest,  dearest, 
and  best  friends,  the  Dutch.  True,  their 
interests  are  inseparable;  they  are  like 
the  right  hand  and  the  left  of  one  im- 
mense and  terrible  body  ;  by  a  brotherly 
combination  of  strength  and  action  they 
kre  irresistible,  and  the  House  of  Bourbon 
must  fall  before  them ;  but  divide  them, 
nay,  not  only  separate,  but  set  them  to 
tear  one  another,  and  they  will  crumble 
before  us.  To  do  this  would  be  imprac- 
ticable with  any  other  set  of  men ;  but 
nothing  is  impossible  for  those  Ministers, 
in  the  scale  of  absurdity  or  madness,  to 
attempt.  This  would,  no  doubt,  be  said, 
and  what  must  be  the  astonishment — 
what  the  feelings — what  the  transport  of 
Frenchmen — when  they  jMjreeive  Great 
Britain  go  to  war  witJi  the  Dutch  with- 
out a  cause? — for  he  djciarcd  he  never 
yet  could  discover  a  cu use  for  which  we 
went  to  war  with  that  Power,  forgetting 


'  all  the  interests,  all  the  policy,  tnd  all  the 
^connexion  by  which  we  had  ever  been, 
'and  ought  always  to  be,  guided  with 
'  respect  to  her.'  *  Yet  such,  continued  the 
noble  Earl,  was  the  war  into  which  the  Mi- 
nisters were  going  to  precipitate  the  country. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  went  so  far  ai 
to  announce  it  to  the  Dutch.  He  said  to 
them,  "  If  you  do  not  accept  of  these  de- 
grading terms,  I'll  force  you  to  accept 
them."  But  then  the  noble  Earl  and  his 
colleagues  said,  that  they  did  not  entertain 
any  bad  feelings  towards  the  Dutch,  and 
were,  on  the  contrary,  prepared  to  cultivate 
all  the  ancient  relations  of  friendship  with 
them.  Most  assuredly  their  policy  had  a 
very  different  effect.  The  noble  Earl  had 
excited  in  Holland  a  feeling  of  tha  most 
bitter  hatred  towards  this  country— -the 
very  name  of  England  was  aUiorred  and 
execrated  by  the  Dutch.  The  Dutch 
knew — and  the  French  took  gpod  oaia 
they  should  know  it — that  it  was  to  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  colleagues  they  were 
indebted  for  every  thing  unjust, Df^pressiv^ 
and  ungenerous.  In  the  course  of  the  last 
year,  the  British  navy  was  found  no  less 
than  three  times  prepared  to  act  hostildiy 
towards  Holland,  and  hostile  demonatrk 
tions  were  made  on  two  occasions.  The 
officers  of  the  Dutch  navy  had  come  to  a 
universal  engagement  never  to  strike  to  the 
British  navy.  They  had  determined  to 
follow  the  example  of  a  brother  officer^ 
who  had  blown  up  his  vessel,  or  to  go  to 
the  bottom,  rather  than  surrender.  The 
Dutch  were  no  braggarts,  and  he  knew 
very  well  that  the  British  navy  would 
make  very  light  of  any  threats  of  this  di^ 
scription ;  but  he  stated  the  fact  only  to 
show  that  such  an  inveterate  feelinff  ex. 
isted  in  Holland  against  the  people  c?  this 
country  as  had  no  precedent  in  the  Ynatarj 
of  civilized  warfare.  When  he  found  the 
interest  of  our  ancient  allies  so  grossly 
violated,  and  the  personal  honour  of  tike 
king  of  Holland  himself  so  loudly  called  in 
qucslion,  he  thought  he  could  not  do  1 
than  call  upon  their  Lordships  to 
their  decided  opinion  upon  the  sub) 
With  these  feelings  he  should  bog  kavc 
to  ask  their  lordships  to  agree  to  Ukt  fbl* 
lowing  Address  to  his  Majesty  :— 

''  To  assure  his  Majesty  that  we  duly 
appreciate  the  efforts  of  his  Majesty  to  ter- 
minate, in  conjunction  with  his  Allies,  tha 
dissensions  which  have  prevailed  in  the 
kingdom  of  the  Netherlands,  and  to 
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tain  inviolate  the  peace  of  Europe.  That> 
without  calling  in  question  the  necessity  of 
facilitftting  a  separation  of  Holland  and 
Belgium,  upon  just  and  equitable  principles, 
we  Deg  humbly  to  represent  to  his  Majesty, 
that  we  have  seen  with  much  concerii  the 
project  of  a  treaty  which  has  been  made 
public,  and  which  has  for  its  object  the 
provisions  consequent  upon  a  final  separa- 
tion of  the  two  States ;  but  which,  in  our 
humble  apnrehension,  contains  stipulations 
incompatible  with  the  interests  of  this 
country,  and  injurious  to  the  honour  of 
hit  Majesty. 

**  Humbly  to  express  to  his  Majesty  our 
eonviction,  that  an  engngcment  to  guarantee 
the  execution  of  all  tho  articles  of  which 
the  laid  treaty  consists,  would  be  improvi- 
dent and  dangerous ;  that  we  fear  it  might 
letd  to  the  necessity  of  imposing  additional 
burthens  upon  his  Majesty's  subjects ;  and 
•I  the  interests  which  are  involved  in  some 
of  these  articles  are  various  and  complicated, 
the  interference  requisite  to  ensure  their 
execution  must  be  so  frequent,  that  we 
cannot  but  contemplate  the  probability  of 
future  discussions  calculated  to  allect  the 
stability  of  the  general  peace. 

**  Humbly  to  submit  to  his  Majesty, 
that  stipulations  entered  into  without  the 
puticipation  or  consent  of  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  by  which  a  privilege  is  given 
to  the  suljects  of  a  foreign  State  to  navi- 

Bit  in  the  internal  waters  and  canals  of 
ollandy  and    to   carry   roads   or   canals 
through  the  Dutch  territory,  must  be  re- 

Srded  as  a  manifest  violation  of  national 
lependence,  and  as  destructive  of  the 
lights  of  sovereignty. 

••  Humbly  to  remind  his  Majesty,  that 
it  has  long  been  the  established  policy  of 
thb  country,  and  the  practice  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's royal  predecessors,  to  cultivate  the 
strictest  union  with  the  Dutch  nation — 
an  union  which  has  heretofore  been  c(m- 
sidered  as  greatly  conducive  to  the  security 
of  both  States,  and  as  the  best  supjiort  of 
the  liberties  of  Europe  ;  and  which  is  still 
not  only  agreeable  to  their  respective  in- 
terests, but  essential  to  their  common 
welfare. 

**That,  to  dictate  a  treaty  to  the  Dutch 

S»Temment,  by  which  the  interests  of 
olland  are  so  deeply  affected,  and  to  com- 
pel that  government  to  accej)t  it  without 
modification,  we  cannot  but  consider  as 
nnjust,  and  as  likely  to  prove  fatal  to  the 
muntenancc  of  that  ancient  and  intimate 
alliance,  which  has  so  happily  subsisted 
between  the  two  countries. 


"  Humbly,  therefore,  to  pray,  that  his 
Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue 
such  directicms  as  may  render  the  said 
treaty,  in  the  articles  above  referred  to, 
more  consistent  with  the  regard  which  is 
due  to  the  honour  of  his  Majesty's  Crown, 
to  the  security  of  our  own  permanent  inter- 
ests, and  to  the  just  claims  of  his  Majesty's 
faithful  and  natural  allv." 

Earl  Grey  spoke  as  follows :— My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  hat 
told  you,  in  the  course  of  his  long  and  able 
address,  that  the  Motion  with  which  he  had 
to  conclude  was  an  extraordinary  one,  and 
only  to  be  justified  by  extraordinary  circum*^ 
stances.  This  admission  is  no  more  than  he 
ought  to  have  made  when  he  commenced 
by  stating  that  he  wished  to  prevent  the 
execution  of  a  treaty,  which,  after  a  long 
and  arduous  negotiation,  has  at  last  been 
brought  to  a  conclusion.  On  thai  conclu- 
sion has  depended  nothing  less  than  the 
])eace  of  Europe.  The  noble  Earl  states, 
that  by  this  treaty  not  only  are  the  inter^ 
ests  of  England  sacrificed,  but  all  the  inter- 
ests of  Europe ;  he  says  the  honour  of  the 
Crown  has  l)cen  degraded,  and  our  com- 
merce dcstn)ytd,  and  he  imputes  all  the 
mischief  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but 
more  especially  to  me.  Never  was  any 
charge  more  unfounded.  The  noble  Earl 
goes  (m  to  ascribe  to  my  colleagues  and 
myself,  infinitely  more  power  than  we 
are  conscious  of  i)os8e86ing,  if  he  supposes 
that  we,  acting  in  a  bad  and  malicious 
spirit,  would  influence  all  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Conference  to  join  with  us  in 
such  injustice,  though  their  interest  in  the 
pn)spcrity  of  HoUand  is  no  less  involved 
than  our  own.  Surelv,  mv  Lords,  it  can- 
not  for  a  moment  be  imagined  that  by  any 
efforts  of  ours,  even  were  we  capable  of 
having  recourse  to  any  for  so  base  a  purpose, 
other  Powers  could  be  brought  to  give 
effect  to  a  treaty  which  should  destroy  for 
ever  the  power  of  Holland,  and  aggrandiae 
the  power  of  France.  Rut  what  is  the 
charge  brought  against  us  by  the  noble 
Earl?  It  is  nothing  less  than  that  we, 
with  our  eyes  open,  have  got  the  other 
Allies  to  agree  with  us  in  an  unnatural 
combination,  and  foul  conspiracy  against 
Holland:  The  noble  Earl,  in  sup])()rt  of 
the  positions  he  has  advanced,  has  c(»mpared 
our  conduct  to  what  had  occurred  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  2nd  ;  but  never  were  any 
two  cases  so  dissimilar.  There  is  no  sort  of 
analogy  iK'twcen  them.  The  noble  Earl 
does  not  take  into  coiisideration  the  extreme 
difHculty  of  uur  »tuation  on  first  getting 
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into  office.  He  seems  to  forget  that  we 
were  placed  in  the  very  midst  of  those  diffi- 
culties and  embarrassments  which  were 
produced  for  us  by  the  noble  Earl  and  his 
predecessors.  The  noble  Earl  gives  me 
much  more  consequence  than  I  am  entitled 
to^  if  he  supposes  I  am  capable  of  realizing 
all  that  he  imputes  to  me  in  the  crimina- 
tory speech  he  has  addressed  to  your  Lord- 
ships. For  my  own  part,  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  arrogate  to  myself  anything  that 
fairly  belongs  to  another ;  and  to  the  labours 
and  exertions  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department  I  must  give  full 
credit.  From  him  I  have  found  the  most 
earnest  and  zealous  co-operation.  1  ask,  is 
it  owing  to  me,  or  to  any  counsels  of  mine, 
that  this  country  has  been  involved  in  war, 
during  a  period  of  more  than  twenty  years, 
and  loaded  with  800,000,000/.  of  debt? 
I  ask,  is  it  owing  to  me  or  to  any  counsels 
of  mine,  that,  when  that  war  was  brought 
to  a  conclusion,  a  political  system  was  es- 
tablished which  has  subsequently  fallen  to 
pieces  by  its  own  vices  ?  I  ask,  is  it  owing 
to  me,  or  to  any  counsels  of  mine,  that, 
after  the  Revolution  which  had  recently 
taken  place  in  France,  Belgium  followed 
the  example,  and  rose  against  its  Sovereign, 
thus  dissolving  a  union  which  was  origin- 
ally founded  on  a  vicious  principle,  and 
which,  even  in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Duke 
himself^  as  declared  before  I  came  into  office, 
can  never  be  re-established  ?  My  Lords,  I 
am  not  answerable  for  all  these  things. 
When  I  took  on  myself  the  office  I  hold,  I 
found  the  country  in  difficulties ;  and  I  may 
be  allowed  to  ask,  am  I  to  be  answerable 
for  the  system  which  took  its  rise  in  the 
time  of  George  3rd?  On  coming  into  office 
I  found  the  country  involved  in  all  the 
difficulties  into  which  ray  predecessors  had 
brought  it.  I  found  Belgium  already  sepa- 
rated from  Holland,  and  ray  colleagues 
and  myself  endeavoured,  under  circum- 
stances of  the  most  embarrassing  descrip- 
tion, to  substitute  another  system  for  that 
which  had  been  destroyed  by  its  own  vices. 
It  is  very  easy  for  the  noble  Earl  to  say, 
you  should  have  done  this  and  that ;  it  is 
very  easy  to  propound  some  particular  course 
of  policy ;  but  the  noble  Earl  and  his  friends 
must  be  aware  that  we  had  not  to  treat 
with  old-established  governments,  but  with 
two  new  governments,  emanating  from  two 
Revolutions.  In  candour  I  must  state,  that 
I  found  France  influenced  by  sound  views 
and  just  principles  of  policy.  The  French 
eovemment  is  entitled  to  the  more  credit 
for  moderation,  since  it  has  been  continu- 


ally assailed  and  goaded  on  by  a  furious 
party  aiming  at  nothing  but  war.  I  need 
not  explain  to  your  Lordships  how  difficult 
must  be  the  task  of  the  government  of 
France  in  its  endeavours  to  preserve  peace 
under  such  circumstances  of  violent  excite- 
ment. If  by  your  own  power  you  could 
bring  all  the  resources  of  Europe  to  one 
common  object,  it  would  be  easy  enough  to 
effect  it;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
tliat,  on  being  called  to  the  counsels  of  the 
Sovereign,  we  found  Europe  a  magaaine  of 
combustibles,  which  the  slightest  spuk 
might  set  into  a  blaze  from  one  end  to  the 
other.  The  task  we  had  to  perform  was 
most  arduous.  Belgium,  as  I  have  before 
stated,  had  been  separated  from  Hollaiid. 
But  the  noble  Earl  seems  not  to  admit  the 
fact.  I  ask,  however,  had  not  the  Idiw  of 
Holland  been  driven  out  of  Belgium?  Had 
he  not  acknowledged  that  an  adminiatrative 
separation  of  the  two  countries  was  neces- 
sary  ?  Had  not  the  Prince  of  Orange,  by 
his  proclamation  at  Antwerp,  declared  the 
necessity  of  a  separate  independence  ct 
Belgium  ?  Had  not  noble  Lords  opposite^ 
when  called  upon  to  assist  in  restoring  the 
king  of  Holland  to  his  rights  as  Sovereign 
uf  Belgium  refused  to  do  so  ?  Had  thej 
not  prescribed  the  duration  of  an  armistioe? 
Had  they  not  prescribed  that  the  limits  to 
which  Holland  should  return  should  be  the 
sarac  as  before  the  Union  of  1814?  Whe- 
ther they  formally  declared  or  not  the  se- 
paration to  have  taken  place,  it  cannot  he 
denied  that  it  had  taken  place  de.Jadtk 
But  then  the  noble  Earl  says  "  you  should 
not  proceed  all  at  once  to  recognise  the  inde- 
pendence of  Belgium."  For  myself  I  must 
say,  that  my  most  earnest  wish  was^  that 
the  Prince  of  Orange  should  have  beea 
raised  to  the  Sovereignty  of  Belgium  if 
practicable;  but  circumstances  had  occoned 
which  completely  put  an  end  to  any  hope  of 
that  kind.  This  was  the  wish,  not  only  ci 
the  Govcmraent  of  this  country,  but  of  that 
of  France  also.  An  opposition,  however,  was 
urged  against  it  in  a  powerful  quarter,  and, 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  Prince  of 
Orange  being  appointed  as  the  suooeasor  of 
his  father,  a  separation  was  decreed*  This 
fact  cannot  be  denied,  when  I  state  that 
noble  Lords  opposite  had  sent  Ministers  to 
ncgociate  with  the  Provisional  Government 
of  Belgium.  Assuming,  then,  as  I  most, 
the  re- union  of  Holland  and  Belgium  to  be 
impossible,  what,  I  would  ask,  remauied  to 
be  done  ?  I  now  openly  state  that  I  have 
been  misrepresented  in  the  part  I  have  taken 
in  these  transactions.     I  now  declare  that 
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thoe  was  no  more  anxious  wish  of  my 
heart  than  that  Holland  should  be  placed 
in  a  situation  which  should  give  her  a 
strong  defensive  frontier,  and  enable  her  to 
take  her  proper  position  among  the  Powers 
of  Europe.  But  it  was  necessary,  at  the 
same  time,  to  see  in  what  situation  Belgium 
would  be  placed.  Let  me  for  a  moment 
call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  the 
words  of  the  Conference  on  this  subject. 
The  Conference  said, '' Considering  the  pre- 
sent moment  to  be  favourable  to  an  arrange- 
ment for  settling  the  equilibrium  of  Europe, 
it  is  necessary  that  Belgium,  prosperous, 
shooldiindin  her  new  state  of  political  exist- 
ence resources  which  she  can  maintain."  If 
Bdgium  was  left  without  resources,  with- 
out the  means  of  transport  for  her  provisions, 
whftt  must  be  the  effect,  not  only  to  her  own 
iiitexestSy  but  to  the  general  interests  of 
Europe?  Would  she  not  be  justly  discon- 
tented ?  Would  she  not  take  the  very  first 
opportunity  that  presented  itself  of  attach- 
ing herself  to  any  Power  that  was  likely 
to  free  her  from  such  oppressions,  and  would 
she  not  naturally  look  to  France?  On 
these  grounds  it  was,  that  the  Conference 
proceeded  to  lay  down  certain  bases  of  se- 
mration  between  the  two  countries.  Your 
Lordships  will  find  them  contained  in  the 
Pkotocol  of  the  27th  of  January.  The 
territorial  division  is  much  the  same  as  for- 
merly, the  whole  of  ancient  Holland  being 
pveaerved  to  that  Power,  wliile  she  receives, 
ID  addition,  a  certain  part  of  the  kingdom 
of  Belgium.  It  will  be  recollected  that 
Holland  assented  to  the  first  proposition 
made  respecting  the  limits,  but  Belgium 
could  not  be  brought  to  acquiesce  in  them. 
It  is  asked,  however,  "  Why  not  enforce 
the  original  stipulations  ?"  My  answer  Ls, 
that  more  than  one  party  was  to  be  con- 
sulted. The  interests  of  more  than  one 
partj  were  involved.  Let  your  Lordships 
ouly  consider  the  state  of  France  at  the 
tiBie,  and  reflect  what  must  have  been  the 
consequence  of  any  attempt  to  compel  Bel- 
gium into  an  assent.  The  consequence 
must  have  been  an  immediate  war.  Only 
look  to  the  state  of  Poland  at  the  time ;  of 
Russia,  Prussia,  and  Italy.  I  siiy,  if  any- 
thing like  compulsion  by  force  of  arms  had 
heen  attempted,  a  general  war  must  have  been 
inevitable.  I  felt  regret  at  not  seeing  the 
original  negotiations  carried  into  effect,  be- 
lieving them  to  be  just  and  reasonable  .  but 
will  the  noble  Earl  state  that  he  has  ever  yet 
known  any  negotiations  to  be  finally  con- 
duded  in  the  terms  originally  proposed  ? 
No ;  some  modifications  are  always  to  be 
VOL.  IX.  iSH) 


expected  in  affairs  of  this  kind.  Our  ob- 
ject was,  not  to  favour  this  or  that  Power, 
but  to  avoid  war.  The  second  propositions, 
being  different  in  some  respects  from  those 
first  submitted  for  their  adoption,  were  ac- 
cepted by  the  Belgians  and  King  Leopold. 
The  noble  Earl  has  talked  of  the  intrigues 
for  the  Duke  of  Nemours,  the  Prince  of 
Leiningen,  and  others,  as  candidates  for  the 
sovereignty  of  Belgium.  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  this  Government  has  never  been  a 
party  to  anything  of  the  kind — qo,  not 
even  to  the  election  of  Prince  Leopold.  We 
felt,  however,  the  very  great  necessity  of 
there  being  in  Belgium  a  regular  govern- 
ment, and,  when  Prince  Leopold  was  pro- 
posed as  its  sovereign,  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible that  there  could  be  any  objection  to 
him.  A  better  choice  could  not  be  made 
under  any  circumstances.  I  entertain  the 
highest  opinion  of  his  virtues  and  talents, 
and  he  has,  on  some  trying  occasions,  given 
the  strongest  proofs  of  both.  As  to  the 
charge  urged  against  him  by  the  noble 
Earl,  of  his  being  tbte  creature  of  France, 
I  believe  it  in  my  conscience  to  be  totally 
destitute  of  foundation.  Any  conduct 
more  calculated  to  prove  bene^cial  to  the 
interests  of  this  country,  or  to  entitle  him 
to  the  deep  gratitude  of  his  own  people, 
cannot  be  conceived  than  that  of  the  king 
of  the  Belgians.  I  hold  the  principle  of 
non-interference,  as  a  general  maxim,  as 
strongly  as  ever  I  have  done  ;  but  then  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say,  that  there  may  not 
be  some  proper  exceptions  to  the  rule.  In 
the  present  case,  however,  there  has  been 
no  interference  on  our  part,  for  the  people 
were  left  to  their  own  free  choice  of  a  govern- 
ment under  the  sanction  of  the  five  great 
Powers.  The  noble  Earl  then  proceeded 
to  state,  that  their  Lordships  had  had  several 
discussions  on  this  subject  before ;  and 
when  we  interfered  to  prevent  the  French 
Duke  de  Nemours  from  being  elected  king 
of  Belgium,  all  history  justified  him  in 
saying,  that  if  the  choice  of  a  sovereign  by 
one  country  furnished  cause  of  danger  to 
other  states,  other  states  had,  on  that  ground, 
and  on  that  ground  alone,  a  right  to  inter- 
fere. Had  not  we,  then,  a  right  to  interfere 
with  the  election  of  the  Duke  de  Nemours, 
closely  connected  as  he  was  with  the  Royal 
Familv  of  France  ?  If  the  noble  Earl  had 
seen  the  Duke  de  Nemours  enthroned  in 
Belgium,  would  he  not  have  come  forward, 
with  sneers  much  better  founded  than  those 
in  which  he  had  indulged  that  night,  to 
protest  against  our  neglect  of  British  inter- 
ests ?  If,  then,  we  had  a  right  to  protest 
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against  the  election  of  the  Duke  of  Ne- 
mours, BO  had  the  French  government  a 
right  to  interfere  with  the  election  of  Prince 
Leuchtenherg.  But  all  this  merely  showed 
the  difficulties  by  which  the  five  Powers 
had  been  hampered  all  through  these  nego- 
tiations. He  had  now  explained  to  the 
House  the  situation  in  which  we  were,  when 
the  eighteen  articles  now  accepted  by  Bel- 
gium were  refused  by  Holland.  On  this 
refusal,  a  long  negotiation  again  took  place 
— a  negotiation  which  was  interrupted  at 
last  by  the  invasion  of  Belgium  by  the 
troops  of  Holland.  One  of  the  disadvan- 
tages of  his  present  situation  was,  that  he 
could  not  do  justice  to  his  case  without 
stating  arguments  and  facts  which,  if  dis- 
closed, might  perhaps  impede  the  progress 
of  present  negotiations.  He  would  say 
nothing  more  of  that  invasion,  than  that  it 
was  an  unexpected  and  even  an  unwise 
proceeding.  It  was  certainly  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  one  of  the  protocols.  It  was 
made,  too,  without  notice,  and  even  under 
some  degree  of  disguise  and  concealment. 
For  Sir  Charles  Bagot,  our  ambassador  at 
the  Hague,  had  no  notification  of  it,  and 
the  Dutch  ambassador,  when  he  came  here 
to  conclude  the  treaty,  assured  us  that  he 
left  Holland  without  knowing  that  such  an 
invasion  was  in  contemplation,  and,  when 
called  upon  for  an  explanation  of  it,  told  us 
that  he  had  no  explanation  to  give.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  an  English 
fleet-— which,  the  noble  Earl  said,  had  now 
been  sent  three  times  with  hostile  inten- 
tions to  Holland— was  ordered'to  assemble 
in  the  Downs ;  and  he  said,  boldly,  that  in 
liis  opinion,  Ministers  would  have  grossly 
neglected  their  duty  if  they  had  not  em- 
ployed the  means  within  their  power  to 
force  the  Dutch  to  renew  the  armistice 
which  they  had  violated.  **  But  then," 
said  the  noble  Lord,  "  the  French  army  ad- 
vanced into  Belgium,  and  that  is  a  proof  that 
Prince  Leopold  is  subservient  to  France." 
Now  he  really  asked  the  noble  Enrl,  what 
he  would  have  had  Prince  Leopold  to  do  in 
the  circumstances  in  which  he  was  placed  ? 
Prince  Leopold  had  recently  arrived  in 
the  country,  and  found  its  finances  in 
confusion,  its  array  disorganized,  and  that 
armistice  broken  which  we  had  compelled 
Belgium  to  conclude,  when  she  was  suc- 
cessfully invading  the  states  of  Holland, 
unprepared  at  that  time  fi)r  any  attack. 
Was,  then,  Holland,  which  hail  ])rcpared 
her  means  in  tranquillity  procural  by  tlic 
interference  of  the  Allies,  to  be  permitted 
to  make  an  attack  upon  Bclj^inm,  when  she 


was  unprepared  either  to  meet  or  to  resiit  it? 
The  noble  Earl  had  told  them,  that  Prince 
Leopold  should  have  appealed  at  once  to  the 
Conference.  Supposing  he  had  appealed 
to  the  Conference,  what  would  have  been 
the  result  .J*  Wliy  this — that  before  he 
could  have  got  an  answer  from  the  Con« 
ference,  Belgium  would  have  been  overrun. 
l^e  noble  Karl  had  even  turned  aside  from 
his  argument  to  indulge  in  another  meer, 
for  he  had  told  them,  that  if  Prince  Leopold 
had  made  such  an  application  to  the  Con« 
ference,  all  that  he  would  hare  got  in  reply 
would  have  been  another  protocoL  But  to' 
return  from  this  digression.  The  French 
army  having  advanced  into  Belgium,  com* 
polled  the  Dutch  to  retire.  The  Confer- 
ence then  took  the  case  into  oonuderfttion, 
and  having  done  so,  approved  of  all  that 
France  had  done.  ''  But  then,"  add  the 
noble  Lord  and  some  of  his  able  coidjaton, 
"  you  have  got  a  French  army  introduoed 
into  Belgium^— how  will  you  manue 
to  get  it  out  again  ?  "  He  had  told  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  friends,  at  the  time, 
that  he  relied  on  the  good  faith  of  the 
French  government,  and  time  had  nnce 
proved  that  his  reliance  had  not  been  vain, 
for  Belgium  hud  been  evacuated.  ''  But 
then,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  "  the  French 
troops  returned  to  Brussels  diagoiaed  in 
blouses."  I-Ie  had  also  heard  that  itory ; 
but,  from  the  information  which  he  had 
received,  he  believed  that  there  wu  no 
truth  in  it.  The  noble  Earl  mighti  per- 
haps, have  better  information  on  the  point 
than  he  had ;  the  noble  Earl  appeand  to 
rely  upon  Dutch  authority ;  but  if  he 
would  only  take  a  few  facts  from  Belgian 
authority,  he  would  learn  that  there  were 
some  thousands  of  Prussian  soldiem  aerving 
in  the  Dutch  army.  For  his  own  part,  be 
believed  that  there  was  just  as  much  truth 
in  one  of  these  stories  us  in  the  other,  and  not 
a  whit  more.  But  then  the  noble  Eari 
fonnd  fault  with  the  stay  of  the  French 
officers  at  Brussels  after  their  troops  had 
evacuated  Belgium.  For  his  part  he  fully 
believed  they  had  not  remained  longer  in 
that  city  than  was  necessary  to  give 
some  form  to  the  new  levies.  Having 
established  these  points,  he  would  now 
proceed  to  detail  the  course  of  proceedings 
which  the  Conference  had  afterwards  pur- 
sued. They  took  the  protocol  of  the  37th 
of  January  as  the  basis  of  their  proceedings. 
I'his  produced  a  scries  of  objections  both 
from  Holland  and  from  Belgium.  It  was 
then  pro|K)sed  that  i*ach  of  these  two  parties 
sliould  take  the  statement  of  the  other»  and 
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Aike  hii  own  obserrations  upon  it.    It  was 
then  foond  that  the  two  parties  entertained 
nieh  conflicting  views,  that  no  arrangement 
oottld  be  formed  between  them.      What^ 
then,  was  the  Conference  to  do  ?   Informed 
as  it  was  of  all  the  facts  in  dispute— know- 
ing the  views  of  the  difierent  parties — 
looking  back  at  the  basis  laid  down  in  the 
protocol  of  the  27th  of  Januarys-charged^ 
too»  as  it  wasy  with  the  conservation  of  the 
general  peace  of  Europe^  what  could  the 
Conference  do  but  take  the  whole  matter 
into  its  own  hands,  and  act  as  arbiter  in 
that  which  they  could  not  otherwise  bring 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  ?     The  Con- 
ferenoe  then  met  in  a  spirit  of  strict  impar- 
tiality and  justice :   indeed,  if  favour  was 
Mt  towaids  any  party,  it  was  felt  towards 
Hcdlandy  and  not  towards  Belgium.   Acting 
in  that  spirit  of  impartiality  and  justice, 
■nd  influenced  by  the  principles  which  he 
had  already  described,  the  Conference  pro- 
duced the  twenty-four  articles.   He  had  bo- 
liice  asked  their  Lordships  to  consider  what 
the  Conference  could  do  under  the  circum- 
■tanoet  ?  He  now  asked  that  question  again. 
Could  they  have  united  Belgium  with  any 
other  foreign  Power  ?    That  was  obviously 
impossible.   There  were  no  means  whatever 
left  for  securing  the  peace  of  Europe  except 
the  erection  of  Belgium   into  a  neutral 
State*  affording  by  its  neutrality  a  barrier 
of  defence  to  other  States  against  aggression. 
''But,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  ''the  twenty- 
ibiir  articles  are  inconsistent  with  the  honour 
of  this  country,  are  injurious  to  Holland,  are 
audi  as  Holland  neither  can  nor  ought  to 
■ubmit  to ; "    nay,  more,  arc  such  as  the 
MoUe  Lord  thinks  sufficient  to  justify  him 
in  exciting  Holland  to  resist  them.    It  may, 
thenfore,  not  be  inconsistent  with  the  due 
eouideration   of  this  subject  to  examine 
what  the  points  of  difference  between  the 
two  nations  are  on  these  articles.      He 
would  prove  to  the  House,  that  they  were 
■I  ali^t  and  insignificant  that  it  was  im- 
powibfe  not  to  see,  and  seeing  nut  to  pity,  the 
extreme  virulence  which  had  built  a  charge 

Jffi  them.  What,  then,  were  the  objections 
Holland  to  the  twenty-four  articles  ? 
What  were  the  |X)ints  upon  which  she  was 
ao  much  injured  that  she  needs  must  dissent 
from  a  treaty  from  which,  in  other  respects, 
she  received  so  much  advantage  ?  They 
were»  the  internal  navigation  fiermittcd  to 
Belgium ;  the  free  passage  given  to  Belgian 
Mibjects  on  their  route  to  Gennany  through 
Sittatd  and  Maestricht ;  and  the  claim 
which  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  made 
opon    the    duchy   of    Luxemburg.      He 


wished  the  House  and  the  people  of  Eng« 
land  to  understand,  that  all  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  came  shortly  to  this— that 
rather  than  there  should  be  reserved  to 
Belgium  the  right  of  navigating  the  Scheldt, 
of  passing  through  Maestricht  and  Sittard, 
and  of  exchanging  a  part  of  the  province  of 
Limburg  for  part  of  the  duchy  of  Luxem- 
burg,   the    noble   Earl  was   prepared  to 
risk  a  general  war.     Rather  than  Antwerp 
should  have  a  free  traffic  on  the  Rhiney 
and  Limburg  be  assigned  to  Holland  for 
part  of  Luxemburg,  the  noble  Earl  would 
throw  the  whole  Continent  into  confusion. 
Fiat  justitia,  mat  caslutn,  was  the  cry  of 
the  noble  Earl ;  and  if,  in  the  performance 
of  strict  justice,  war  should  be  the  CQns»* 
quence,  the  noble  Earl  was  ready  to*  undeiu 
take  it.      But  let  the  noUe  Earl  ask  him- 
self  whether,  when  the  question  of  carrying 
on  that  war  should  be  fonnally  propounded 
to  the  Commons  and  people  of  England, 
the  Commons  of  England  would  afford  him 
the  Supplies  essential  to  carry  on  a  war 
begun  on  three  such  paltry  matters.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  dwell  further  on 
these  subjects ;  but  still  he  thought  it  might 
not  be  uninteresting  to  examme  them  a 
little  more  in  detaiL     There  was  a  protocol 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  declared  that  he 
recognized  the  hand  of  an  able  master, 
which  he  praised  for  its  ingenuity,   but 
which  he  condemned  for  its  kck  of.  sound 
reasoning  and  acute  argument.    To  whom 
the  noble  Earl  attributed  that  paper,  he 
could  not  tell ;   but  a  more  able,  indeed  a 
more  unanswerable  paper,  he  had  never 
read.      He  might  rest  the  whole  question 
relative  to  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt  on. 
the   very  able  manner  in  which  it  wai 
treated  in  that  paper.     How,  then,  did  the 
case  stand  ?     In  Uie  basis  of  separation  an** 
nexed  to  the  protocol  of  the  27th  of  Janu* 
ary,  it  was  stated  that  there  should  be  a 
free  navigation  to  the  subjects  of  each  Power 
in  the  waters  passing  through  the  limits  of 
both.     Now  the  right  of  '  free  navigation ' 
depcndcil  on  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and  that 
treaty  explicitly  said,  that  the  navigation, 
not  merclv  of  all  riven,  but  of  all  the 
branches  of  the  said  riven  up  to  their 
mouths,  should  be  free.     It  was  therefore 
untrue  that  this  stipulation  had  been  made 
expressly  in  favoifr  of  Belgium.     What, 
however,  had  been  the  attention  paid  to 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna  as  to  the  waten  of 
Flolland  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  ? 
He  would  inform  their  Lordships  in  a  very 
few  words.     For  the  last  fifteen  yean  that 
sovereign  had  held  out  against  that  intODi 
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pretation  which  all  the  diplomatists  had  put 
upon  the  treaty,  and  which  eveiy  honest  man 
in  Europe  must  of  necessity  put  upon  it. 
Thoueh  the  terms  of  the  treaty  were  most 
explicit,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  main- 
tained that  the  branch  of  the  Leek  only 
should  be  free.  He  asked^  when  such  was 
the  case,  whether  it  would  have  been  pru- 
dent to  have  left  such  a  point  unsettled  in 
any  treaty  of  peace  made  between  Belgium 
and  Holland  ?  It  was  therefore  stated  dis- 
tinctly in  the  protocol,  that  Belgium  was 
to  have  the  right  to  navigate  the  rivers 
which  extend  from  the  Scheldt  to  the 
Rhine.  How  could  this  be  an  injury  to 
Holland  ?  This  proposal  was  made  to  the 
king  of  Holland  at  the  same  time  that  it 
was  made  to  the  government  of  Belgium. 
No  answer  was  given  to  it.  The  proposal, 
he  repeated,  was  made  to  the  king  of 
Holland  on  the  15th  of  October,  and  no 
answer  was  given  to  it  till  the  15th  of 
December.  The  most  remarkable  feature 
in  this  transaction  was,  that,  though  the 
answer  of  the  Dutch  government  was 
communicated  to  us  on  the  14th  of  Decem- 
ber, it  was  communicated  to  the  Cabinet  of 
S|.  Petersburgh  on  the  5th,  and  was  even 
submitted  to  the  two  Chambers  of  Holland 
previously  to  its  being  submitted  to  us. 
The  free  navigation  of  the  rivers  between 
the  Scheldt  and  the  Rhine  would  not  inter- 
fere either  with  the  commerce  or  with  the 
defence  of  Holland.  If  Holland  was  what 
Holland  once  had  been,  and  if  Dutchmen 
"were  not  changed  from  their  former  nature, 
he  would  never  believe  that  the  skill  and 
industi-y  of  Holland  would  not  be  able 
to  enter  into  competition  with  the  skill 
and  industry  of  Belgium,  even  though  Bcl- 
^um  had  the  free  navigation  of  the 
Scheldt.  This  point,  of  the  free  naviga- 
tion of  the  Scheldt,  and  of  a  free  route 
through  Maestricht  and  Sittart  into  the 
confines  of  Germany,  was  all  the  advan- 
tage which  Belgium  received  from  this 
arrangement.  All  the  other  points  were 
decid^y  in  favour  of  Holland.  For  in- 
stance, the  partition  of  the  debt  was  de- 
cidedly favourable  to  Holland.  A  fair 
and  equal  partition  of  the  debt  would 
only  have  assigned  5,000,000  of  florins 
to  Belgium,  whereas  Belgium  now  had 
to  pay  8,400,000  florins,  for  which  she 
was  to  get  this  free  navigation,  and  a  free 
route  by  Maestricht  and  Sittart.  'ihese 
points,  though  favourable  to  Belgium,  were 
not  injurious  to  Holland.  He  now  came 
to  the  objections  which  had  been  raised  by 
the  noble  Earl  to  the  proposed  cession  of 


part  of  Luxemburg  to  Bdgium>  and  he 
trusted  to  be  able  to  prove,  that  no  injury 
was  done  to  the  rights  of  sovereignty  be- 
longing to  the  House  of  Oranoe,  either  in 
its  character  of .  king  of  Hofiand,  or  of 
Grand  Duke  of  Luxemburg.  The  noble 
Lord  stated,  that  there  was  a  difference  of 
50,000  in  the  population  of  the  two  dis- 
tricts ceded ;  but  there  was  another  differ* 
ence  to  counterbalance  that  excess,  an&  that 
was,  that  whereas  the  parts  of  Lnxemborg 
ceded  to  Belgium  were  barren,  the  ports  of 
Limburg  ceded  to  Holland  were  fertile, 
and  even  necessary  to  her  defence.  The 
cession  of  that  district  of  Limburg,  by 
connecting  the  defences  of  Holland  with 
Maestricht,  would  place  her  in  a  better 
military  position  than  she  ever  waa  placed 
in  at  any  former  period  of  her  hiatoiy.  He 
thought  that  he  had  now  answered  aati*- 
factorily  the  different  points  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  adverted.  "  But,"  conti- 
nued the  noble  Lord,  '^  you  have  violated 
the  independence  of  other  nationB."*  He 
was  most  unwilling  to  employ  force  to  im- 
pose upon  other  countries  terms  which  they 
disliked ;  but  that  unwillingness  must  give 
way  before  the  necessity  of  preserving  the 
peace  of  Europe.  He  had  hoped  tiU  that 
night — but  after  the  exciting  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  doubted  whether  he  could 
hope  any  longer — that  to  these  conditions 
the  king  of  Holland  would  have  acceded, 
without  any  very  violent  resistance.  When 
these  articles  were  framed,  he  expected  that 
they  would  be  met  by  resistance  m  Belgiom 
— but  by  none  in  Holland.  In  both  those 
respects  he  had  been  disappointed.  He 
might  not  like  these  articles  himself;  bat 
necessity  sometimes  obliged  men  to  adopt 
measures  which  they  did  not  altogether 
approve.  Considering  the  past  pditical 
life  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  was  astonished 
at  the  new  light  which  had  burst  in  upon 
him,  and  at  the  new-bom  zeal  with  whidi 
he  stood  up  in  behalf  of  the  independence 
of  nations.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
however,  whether  he  recollected  the  trans- 
fer of  Norway  to  Sweden,  and  of  Saxony 
to  Prussia — that  great  moral  lesson  to  the 
king  who  had  assisted  the  emperor  cvf 
France,  which  was  followed  by  a  ponisb* 
ment  which  fell  only  upon  his  innocent 
subjects?  He  would  ask  the  noUe  Lord 
whether  he  recollected  the  transfer  of 
Genoa,  and  the  interference  of  the  European 
Powers — first  with  Greece,  and  afterwards 
with  this  very  government  of  Belgium? 
He  regretted  that  there  should  be  any  n^ 
cessity  for  the  use  of  strong  language^  but 
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lie  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  during 
these  negotiations,  which,  if  they  had  ter- 
minated unfortunately,  must  have  produced 
a  general  war  throughout  Europe,  there 
was  no  other  safe  path  for  the  Government 
to  follow,  save  that  in  which  it  had  fortih- 
nately  walked.  With  respect  to  the  gua- 
rantee of  the  debt  under  the  articles,  he 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord  how  that  was. 
The  amount  of  the  article  was  this — that 
8,400,000  florins  was  to  be  taken  from  the 
debt  of  Holland  and  inscribed  in  the  book 
of  the  Belgian  debt,  which  from  that  mo- 
ment became  the  debt  of  Belgium;  our 
Sarantee  of  that  article  of  the  treaty  was, 
It  it  should  be  so  transferred,  and  we 
were  not  in  any  degree  responsible  for  the 
payment  of  it.  That  was,  at  least,  his  con- 
struction of  the  article,  and  that,  he  believed, 
was  the  construction  of  every  one.  He 
wished  their  Lordships  to  consider  whether  a 
better  arrangement  could  have  been  made, 
and  whether  it  deserved  the  character  which 
bad  been  ascribed  to  it  by  the  noble  Lord. 
It  had  secured  to  Holland  her  independence 
and  her  station  in  Europe,  without  exacting 
from  her  any  sacrifice  incompatible  with 
lier  interest,  or  injurious  to  her  honour. 
She  might  be  encouraged  by  speeches  in 
that  House,  and  by  comments  out  of  that 
House,  to  persevere  in  a  course  prejudicial 
to  her  true  interests.  Stock-jobbers  and 
^peculators  in  securities,  if  they  could  get 
one  farthing  per  cent  on  their  time  bargains, 
would  not  scruple  to  risk  the  peace  of  Eu- 
rope: those  persons,  by  the  events  of  the 
lart  war,  and  by  the  enormous  increase  of 
the  debt,  had  obtained  a  i)emicious  influ- 
ence which  might  prevent  the  peace  of 
Europe — an  influence  which  might  be  de- 
scribed in  two  lines  of  the  poet— 

**  Hfnc  UBuravorax,  avidumquc  in  tempore  fccnus, 
Eccooctissa  fides,  et  multis  utile,  bell  urn." 

If  the  negotiations  were  broken  off,  and 
the  ratifications  were  not  exchanged,  he 
should  be  glad  if  other  measures  of  security 
ooold  be  devised ;  but  in  his  opinion,  there 
was  Tery  little  chance  that  the  object  in 
view— die  preservation  of  the  general  peace 
— «ou]d,  by  other  means,  be  attained.  His 
objecty  and  the  object  of  all  the  negotiations, 
was  to  obtain  a  security  against  war,  whilst 
he  endeavoiured  to  preserve  the  honour  of 
this  country,  and  of  all  the  countries  con- 
eemed*  Their  Lordships  might  decide  to- 
night on  a  vote  of  censure  upon  Ministers, 
eovered  by  an  Address  to  his  Majesty,  in 
Older  that  he  might  call  in  other  Ministers, 
and  hresk  off  the  negotiations — ^for  that 
vmst  be  the    consequence— -negotiations 


brought  so  nearly  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  might  then  have  an 
opportunity  of  breaking  on  these  negotia- 
tions, which  he,  in  conjunction  with  his 
colleagues,  and  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
four  great  powers  of  Europe,  had  endea- 
voured to  conclude,  and  which  he  still 
thought  would  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  agreed  certainly 
with  his  noble  friend,  that  he  owed  some 
apology  for  the  vote  which  he  was  about  to 
give  in  favour  of  the  Address ;  but  he  must 
state,  that  what  principally  induced  him  to 
consent  to  the  present  motion  being  brought 
forward,  was  his  sense  of  the  injustice  done 
to  Holland  by  the  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  treaty  of  Aix-la-Chapelle. 
Holland  had  been  forced  to  consent  to  the 
measures  determined  on  by  the  Conference 
of  London,  without  having  time  or  being 
allowed  to  consider  them.  It  was  upon 
that  ground  he  rested  his  justification  for 
requiring  that  that  treaty  should  now  be 
reconsidered,  and  he  should  endeavour  to 
prevail  upon  the  noble  Lords  opposite  to 
reconsider  it  themselves.  He  regretted 
that  that  noble  Earl,  whose  whole  time  and 
attention  must  have  been  engrossed  with 
other  subjects,  had  not  been  able  to  give 
his  attention  to  this  particular  business,  for 
he  believed  such  facts  had  never  before  oc- 
curred in  negotiations  between  any  two 
Powers,  except  on  the  occasion  of  the  inter- 
ference of  the  three  Powers  between  the 
Turks  and  Greeks.  But  the  noble  Earl 
said,  that  the  interference  with  Belgium 
and  Holland  was  not  a  mediation.  It  cer- 
tainly did  not  commence  in  a  mediation, 
but  it  had  terminated  in  the  assumption  of 
an  arbitration— the  most  unjust  that  ever 
was  known— on  the  part  of  the  five  Powers; 
and  the  noble  Earl  had  boasted  that  he 
carried  their  opinions  along  with  him  for 
the  conclusion  of  the  treaty.  He  asserted, 
that  the  arbitration  was  most  tyrannical, 
for  the  parties  were  never  called  on  to  hear 
the  reasons  of  the  sentence  which  was 
passed  on  them,  nor  had  they  any  opportu- 
nity of  making  their  defence  undl  the  sen- 
tence had  been  pronounced  to  be  irrevocable. 
The  noble  Earl  had  spoke  of  the  concur- 
rence of  the  French  government  as  one  of 
these  Powers.  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  government  had  concurred  in  the 
treaty  or  not.  But  if  it  had  been  a  party 
to  it,  it  must  certainly  have  changed  its 
views  since,  for  it  had  d^ared  that  it  would 
not  hear  of  the  alteration  from  a  mediation 
to  an  arbitration.    He  did  not  know  irhe^ 
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ther  they  meant  that  principle  to  be  applied 
to  the  Belgians  only.  He  could  not  suppose 
that  they  did  not  mean  that  there  should 
he  a  mediation  as  respected  Belgium,  but 
that  the  powers  of  an  arbitration  should 
not  be  employed  against  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands.  Their  Lordships  were  well 
aware  of  the  important  distinction  between 
the  two  terms.  In  February  M.  Sebastiuni 
said,  that  the  interference  of  the  five  Pow- 
ers was  only  in  the  way  of  mediation,  and 
that  the  French  government  could  never 
consent  that  it  should  lose  that  character. 
But  now  their  Lordships  were  told  that  the 
character  of  an  arbitration  was  forced  upon 
the  Conference.  Was  it  forced  upon  them 
by  those  of  the  five  Powers  who  had  re- 
fused to  ratify  the  treaty  because  it  had 
become  an  arbitration  ?  or  was  it  they  who, 
as  their  Lordships  were  told,  carrying  the 
rest  of  Europe  along  with  them,  had  forced 
the  Conference  to  act  as  arbitrators  f  He 
presumed  to  say,  that  he  had  had  a  long  ex- 
perience in  these  affairs,  and  he  would  as- 
sure their  Lordships  of  his  sincere  belief, 
that  if  England  was  induced  to  give  up 
Holland,  every  other  Power  in  Europe 
would  be  ready  to  peck  at  her.  It  was  on 
such  considerations  he  grounded  the  vote 
which  he  was  about  to  give.  The  noble 
Earl  had  been  pleased  to  charge  the  mem- 
bers of  the  late  Government  with  having 
prepared  the  embarrassments  in  which  his 
Majesty's  present  Ministers  were  involved ; 
but  why  did  not  the  noble  Earl  prove  that? 
He  had  often  challenged  the  noble  Earl  to 
come  forward  and  prove  that  any  embar- 
rassment felt  by  the  present  Administration 
liad  been  caused  by  the  Government  of 
which  he  had  been  a  member.  He  had 
said  before,  that  the  last  revolution  in 
France  was  a  visitation  upon  Europe,  for 
which  the  late  Government  of  this  country 
was  as  little  to  blame  as  the  noble  Earl 
himself,  or  as  any  other  person  at  that  time 
in  opposition  to  the  Government.  He  had 
often  said  in  that  House,  that  there  was  not 
an  individual  in  Europe  who  had  less  to  do 
with  that  revolution  and  with  the  measures 
of  Prince  Polignac  than  the  individual  then 
addressing  their  Lordships.  But  if  the 
members  of  the  late  Government  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  that  revolution,  they  had 
also  the  satisfaction,  the  consolation,  of  re- 
flecting that  they  had  never  eulogised  it. 
The  noble  Earl  spoke,  as  usual,  very  harshly 
respecting  the  settlement  of  Europe  in 
1814  and  1815.  But  the  noble  Earl  ought 
to  remember  that  that  settlement  had  main- 
tained the  peace  of  Europe  ever  since,  with 


the  exception,  which  he  had  alwm  re« 
gretted,  of  the  interference  between  Turkej 
and  Greece.  Was  not  the  noble  Earl 
aware  that  he  was,  up  to  the  present  day, 
carrying  on  his  negotiations  under  the  ar« 
rangements  of  that  settlement  The 
power  which  the  noble  Earl  profened  to 
4iave  over  the  Conference  of  London  was 
entirely  owing  to  that  settlement,  of  which 
he  so  much  complained.  But  the  noUe 
Earl  said,  that  the  late  Administration  left 
him  in  difficulties.  It  was  they«  however, 
who  commenced  the  settlement  of  the  di£> 
ference  between  Belgium  and  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands ;  and  he  must  express  his 
belief,  that  the  present  Ministers  found  that 
the  other  Powers  were  negotiating  (at  the 
time  when  their  predecessors  signed  the 
last  protocol)  with  a  sincere  desire  to  briiw 
those  transactions  to  a  speedy  and  an  anvu 
cable  conclusion.  The  late  Govemment 
did  no  more  than  settle  the  suspensioo  vf 
hostilities,  and  take  an  engagement  fvom 
the  two  hostile  Powers  that  they  would 
adhere  to  the  suspension.  They  settled 
upon  a  line  beyond  which  neither  per^ 
should  pass ;  and  in  the  same  protocol  it 
was  distinctly  stated,  that  the  line  was  de* 
termined  on  only  for  the  purpose  of  sus- 
pending hostilities,  and  not  as  the  definito 
separation  of  one  territory  from  the  othor. 
On  the  7th  November  (and  it  was  curious 
and  extraordinary  that  on  that  occanon  the 
late  Government  avoided  the  error  into 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  fell  in  ten 
days  after)  the  late  Ministers  refused  to 
guarantee  the  suspension  of  hostilities; 
but  the  noble  Earl  guaranteed  it.  Indeod 
he  would  not  say,  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
since  made  good  his  guarantee.  The  late 
Government  refused  to  make  good  the  sus- 
pension, because  they  knew  that  if  it  should 
be  violated  it  would  be  necessary  to  go  to 
war  to  enforce  it,  and  that  then  it  would 
be  very  difHcult  to  determine  to  what 
Power  the  task  of  its  enforcement  sihould 
be  committed.  The  only  way  in  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  executed  the  guarmtee 
was  by  forcing  the  king  of  the  Netherlaadi 
to  break  up  the  blbckade  of  the  Sdxeldt ; 
but  he  had  not  compelled  the  BelffLana  to 
adhere  to  the  suspension.  It  was  difBrnlt 
to  say  to  which  Power  the  task  of  enforcing 
this  engagement  should  be  intrusted*  The 
noble  Earl,  however,  cut  the  matter  short ; 
the  guarantee  was  never  enforced  against 
the  Belgians,  but  it  was  against  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands,  by  our  compelling  that 
sovereign  to  break  up  the  blockade  of  the 
Scheldt.    There  were  no  steps  i^eOf  on 
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the  other  hand,  to  compd  the  Belgians  tu 
adhere  to  the  Kuspentii()n,and  more  especially 
in  the  nciglihourhood  of  Macstricht.  There 
was  one  very  curious  circumstance  con- 
nected with  this  guarantee,  whicli  he 
tliought  well  worthy  of  their  Lordships' 
consideration.  On  one  occasion,  in  Fehru- 
ary  or  March,  the  suspension  of  hostilities 
was  to  he  enforced  against  the  Belgians  hy 
a  blockade  of  their  ports — and  how  was 
thia  to  he  done?  By  neutral  Powers. 
But  it  must  be  well  known  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  signed  the  protocol,  that  a  neu- 
tral Power  can  have  no  right  to  blockade 
the  ports  or  seize  the  ships  of  one  of  the 
belligerents.  The  nuhle  J'.arl  professed  to 
have  acted  throughout  with  impartiality. 
tiow  did  the  Conference  ])nive  this."*  At 
the  same  time  that  they  threatened  Belgium 
with  the  blockade  of  her  ports  by  the  ships 
of  a  neutral  Power,  they  gave  notice  to  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  that  he  must,  by 
the  ^Oth  of  March,  break  up  his  blockade 
of  those  same  ports,  or  that  a  fleet  would 
be  sent  to  compel  him  to  do  so.  Now  this 
waii  called  imnartiality  ,*  but  upon  what 
ground  that  character  was  iiiwcn  to  it,  he 
was  quite  at  a  loss  to  understand.  The 
next  part  of  those  transactions  to  which  he 
begged  the  attention  of  their  Lordships, 
was  the  declaration  of  independence.  The 
noble  Earl  ((irey)  stated,  that  he  had  al- 
ways been  of  opinion  that  the  best  arrange- 
ment for  the  peaceful  adjustment  of  the 
difiercnccB  between  the  separated  .States 
would  be,  that  the  Prince  of  Orange  should 
become  Sovereign  of  Belgium.  Ihit  the 
mischief  was,  that  what  the  Belgians 
wanted  in  the  first  place  was,  to  have  their 
independence  declared  by  the  five  Powers ; 
and  the  iirst  step  taken,  after  the  guarantee 
for  the  sus]>ension  of  hostilities,  was  to 
make  that  declaration  of  independence. 
This  took  place  on  the  20 th  of  December  ; 
and  on  the  9th  of  .lanuary  the  French  Mi- 
nister (M.  Sebastiani)  wrote  to  tlie  Belgium 
Minister  at  Paris,  expressing  great  sym- 
pathy for  the  Belgian  nation,  which  long 
jbrrned  part  of  France,  and  was  still  a 
member  of  the  same  great  family,  and  as- 
suring him  that  the  government  of  France 
had  obtained  for  Belgium  all  that  it  could 
obtain  for  her.  That  the  separation  from 
Holland  had  been  brought  about  by  that 

Enment,  and  that  the  independence  of 
um  had  thereby  been  consummated. 
„  was  the  construction  which  the  I'rench 
minuter  put  upon  the  declaratitm.  Again 
——in  the  month  of  August,  M.  Meulenere, 
|be  secretwy  of  the  Belgian  government^ 


addressed  the  Conference  in  these  terms: — 

*  The   circumstances  under  which  the  sus- 

*  pensicm  of  hostilities,  in  November,  1830, 
'  was  proposed  by  the  Conference  and  ac- 
'  cepled  by  the  Belgian  government,  are 
'  too  well  known  to  require  that  I  should 
'  recal  to  your  recollection,  that  Holland, 
'  seeing  her  army  suddenly  disorganised  by 

*  the  natural  effects  of  the  separation   of 

*  Belgium  from  her  dominions,  readily  ac- 
'  ceded  to  the  suspension  ;  but  that  Belgium 
'  might  have  c(mtinued  to  profit  by  the  state 

*  of  things  at  that  time,  and  might  have 

*  pushed  part  of  her  ^wpulation  out  of  her 
'  own  limits,  and  that  yet,  on  the  assurance 
'  that  her  independence  would  be  acknow- 

*  ledged,  she  acquiesced  in  the  wishes  of 
'  the  five  Powers,  and  made  her  debut  in 

*  the  political  world  by  a  sacrifice  to  the 

*  peace  of  F^urope.'  Such  was  the  con- 
struction which  Belgium  put  upon  the  de- 
claration. Such  was  the  result  of  the  noble 
Farl's  negotiations,  as  far  as  France  and 
Belgium  were  concerned.  After  that  came 
the  discussion  of  what  was  called  the  12th 
protocol,  in  reference  to  which  the  noble 
I'larl  said,  that  Holland  had  adopted  the 
basis  laid  down  by  the  Conference  for  the 
settlement  of  the  separation  of  the  two 
countries,  and  that  the  protocol  No.  1'2  did 
not  ^ive  her  all  that  she  had  since  obtained 
north  of  the  Meuse.  But  on  this  part  of 
the  subject  he  begged  to  observe,  that  that 
protocol  held  out  to  Holland  other  arrange- 
ments (besides  the  territory  upon  the 
Meuse),  which  were  likely  to  induce  her  to 
agree  to  the  basis.  According  to  that  basis^ 
Holland  was  to  retain  possession,  and  entire 
pos>;e>sion,  of  the  Duchy  of  Luxemburg* 
and  she  had  every  reason  to  believe  that 
she  was  to  retain  possessi(m  of  the  German 
Encloses,  as  they  are  called,  and  that  her 
territory  was  to  be  kept  as  a  continuous 
line  to  the  north  of  the  Meuse,  by  other 
territory  to  be  afterwards  conceded  to  her- 
I'liis  protocid  also  contained  the  basis  of  a 
settlement  of  the  debt  which  was  satisfactory 
to  Holland ;  and  with  respect  to  that  part 
of  the  article  which  referred  to  the  rivers 
and  canals  having  access  into  the  Rhine,  or 
being  connected  with  that  river,  there  was 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  declar- 
ing that  that  avticle  was  intended  to  refer  to 
nothing  but  the  rivers  by  which  the  coun- 
tries were  separated.  This  basis  of  ar- 
rangement w;is,  therefore,  satisfactory'  to 
Holland,  and  was  readily  accepted.  Here 
it  was  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  Confer- 
ence declared  the  settlement  contained  in 
the  twenty-four  articles  irrevocable.    Bu( 
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the  noble  Earl  now  told  the  House,  that 
they  had  been  obliged  to  depart  from  that 
settlement,  because  an  adherence  to  it  would 
have  caus^  ^  general  war  in  Europe.  On 
that  point  he  begged  leave  to  contradict  the 
noble  Earl ;  for,  after  the  French  govern- 
ment had  declared,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  they  had  some  doubt  respecting  that 
arrangement,  they  gave  a  full  consent  to 
the  whole  of  it,  on  the  Ist  of  March,  and 
agreed  to  carry  it  into  execution;  afthe 
same  time  again  declaring  its  determination 
to  adhere  to  the  mediation,  and  not  to  allow 
any  armed  intervention  on  the  part  of  any 
State  in  Europe.  There  was,  therefore, 
no  reason  for  deviating  from  the  settlement 
which  France  had  adopted,  and  which  was 
satisfactory  to  Holland.  But  it  happened, 
just  at  that  time,  that  negotiations  com- 
menced for  the  election  of  Prince  Leopold 
to  the  Throne  of  Belgium.  The  noble 
Earl  (Grey)  had  said,  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  had  nothing  to  do  with  that 
election.  But  the  noble  Earl  would  allow  him 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  to  refer  him  to  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  who  was  at  that 
time  employed  in  Belgium.  From  that 
letter  it  appeared  that  one  of  the  objects  of 
the  noble  Lord's  residence  in  Brussels 
was  to  bring  about  that  election ;  and,  for 
that  purpose,  he  recommended  certain  ar- 
rangements with  a  view  to  facilitate  the 
acceptance  of  that  ofier  by  Prince  Leopold 
of  Saxe  Coburg.  The  evidence  went 
clearly  to  show  that  the  election  of  that 
Prince  was  the  cause  of  the  abandonment 
of  that  settlement  which  had  been  accepted 
by  Holland,  and  which  Belgium  had  re- 
fused. He  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
he  intended  no  disrespect  to  the  king  of 
Belgium,  on  the  contrary,  he  had  a  great 
respect  for  his  talents  and  attainments, 
and  he  trusted,  that  if  that  Prince  would 
take  on  him  the  character  of  an  independent 
sovereign  he  would  be  an  excellent  king  of 
that  country.  But  then  he  must  be  inde- 
pendent, not  only  of  this  country,  but  of 
France.  To  prove  the  interference  of  our 
Government,  he  must  further  state,  that 
Lord  Ponsonby  was  ordered  to  state  to  the 
Belgian  government,  that  he  should  leave 
Brussels  on  the  1st  of  June,  unless  the  ar- 
ticles were  accepted  by  that  day ;  but  they 
were  not  settled,  and  he  departed,  and 
the  first  thing  that  was  done  after  his  return 
to  London,  was  the  alteration  of  the  basis 
of  the  settlement  already  agreed  upon. 
This  was  done  without  consulting  the 
Dutch  minister,  in  consequence  of  some 
^representation  made  by  Lord  Ponsonby  to  the 


Conference ;  and  the  Belgian  government 
was  told,  that  if  they  accepted  the  articles, 
tlie  Conference  was  willing  to  go  into  ne- 
gotiations to  obtain  from  HoUand  the  ces- 
sion of  Luxemburg  for  a  valuable  consi- 
deration— that  is,  for  the  cession  of  an  equi- 
valent territory.  Now,  according  to  the 
usual  practice  of  such  negotiations,  Holland 
ought  to  have  been  consulted.  But  no 
such  thing.  The  first  that  Holland  heard 
of  it  was  by  the  publication  of  Lord  Pon- 
sonby's  letter.  The  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands remonstrated,  but  he  was  told  that, 
bon-gri  mal'gri,  he  must  accept  the  new 
settlement.  He  would  not  foUow  the  noUe 
Earl  in  all  that  he  had  said  respectingthe 
war  between  Holland  and  Belgium.  That 
formed  no  part  of  the  question  now  under 
consideration.  Holland  had  great  provo- 
cation to  go  to  war  when  she  did.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  differed  entirely 
from  the  noble  Earl  on  that  subject.  What 
he  said  at  the  time  in  that  House  was,  that 
he  never  believed  that  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  had  acted  with  treacheiy. 
The  notice  which  that  king  gave  at  the 
time  ought  to  have  been  understood 
differently  from  the  construction  which 
the  Conference  put  upon  it,  and  they 
ought  to  have  prevented  the  consequeneei 
that  foUowed.  Notwithstanding  the 
guarantee,  hostilities  had  never  been  sus- 
pended in  the  neighbourhood  of  Maes- 
tricht.  In  the  same  manner,  hostilities 
were  continued  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Antwerp.  Under  these  circumstances,  how 
had  king  Leopold  acted  f  Before  he  left 
this  country,  he  accepted  the  eiffhteen  arti^ 
cles.  But  when  he  arrived  at  JBrussels  he 
swore  to  the  Constitution,  which  required 
that  he  should  take  possession  of  other  ter- 
ritory which  had  belonged  to  Hollands 
century  back.  This  hastened  the  conflict 
between  the  two  countries,  and  the  dicier- 
sion  of  the  Belgian  army  brom^t  on  the 
French  invasion.  The  noble  Etal  had  as- 
serted, that  it  had  been  prophesied  that 
they  would  not  again  retire.  He  certainly 
could  say  for  himself,  that  he  had  nevec 
been  a  party  to  any  such  prophecy;  lie  had 
always  asserted  when  some  strong  remarks 
had  been  made  on  the  speech  of  the  French 
minister,  in  which  he  declared  it  was  the 
intention  pf  that  country  to  obtain  posses* 
sion  of  the  Belgian  fortresses,  and  to  nr* 
risen  them  with  French  troops,  that  uat 
speech  was  nothing  in  comparison  to  his 
signature.  He  knew  that  the  Frendi 
troops  would  evacuate  the  Belgian  territory 
at  the  time  statedj  because  be  yruM  aitisfie^ 
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that  the  king  of  the  French  would  keep 
his  wordy  and  never  sanction  such  a  gross 
bleach  of  faith  as  to  endeavour  to  keep 
them  there.  At  that  time,  however,  he 
had  remarked  that  he  understood  there 
were  several  French  officers  in  Belgium, 
who  were  engaged  in  organizing  the  people, 
and  this,  he  had  stated,  was  .calculated 
rather  to  impede  than  to  promote  the  inde- 
pendence of  that  country. .  This  statement 
had  been  contradicted  at  the  time,  and  he 
was  told  there  was  no  foundation  for  such 
an  assertion^  but  he  had  since  received  fur- 
ther proofs  that  he  had  been  correct,  and 
he  nowy  therefore,  repeated,  that  if  there 
were  French  officers  engaged  in  the  organ- 
isation of  the  Belgian  army,  such  a  step 
was  not  calculated  to  sustain  the  national 
independence  of  the  Belgians.  If  they 
were  engaged  in  any  other  than  military 
ienrice>  still  their  employment  at  all  in  that 
country  was  most  objectionable.  He  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  see  in  the  whole 
<^  those  transactions  something,  not  only  of 
indiscretion,  but  of  what,  in  common  lan- 
guage,  would  be  called  bad  faith.  He  now 
came  to  that  part  of  the  question  which 
turned  on  a  comparison  between  the  twenty- 
four  articles  of  October  and  the  guarantee 
of  February  respecting  the  debt.  From 
what  the  noUe  Earl  had  said,  he  believed 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  not  had  time  to  at- 
tend to  those  transactions.  The  noble  Earl 
said,  that  the  guarantee  was,  that  Belgium 
should  pay  8,400,000  florins  of  the  rentes. 
But,  to  place  that  portion  of  the  common 
debt  on  such  footing,  the  consent  of  the  cre- 
ditors must  be  obtained  to  take  the  king  of 
Belsium  as  a  debtor,  instead  of  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands.  That  they  would  not 
do,  without  the  guarantee  of  the  British 
Government.  But,  after  all,  that  was  not 
the  arrangement  contemplated.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  whole  remained  still  the  debt 
of  the  Dutch  government.  The  interest 
was  to  be  paid  half-yearly  in  Brussels  and 
Amsterdam.  So  that  there  had  been  no 
such  transfer  as  the  noble  F^rl  supposed. 
Certainly  the  noble  Earl  had  no  time  to 
attend  to  these  details.  If  he  had,  there 
would  doubtless  be  less  reason  to  complain. 
But  what,  then,  was  the  nature  of  the 
guarantee  ?  If  the  Belgians  should  fail  to 
pay  the  interest,  how  was  this  country 
bound  to  Holland  ?  Was  each  of  the  five 
Powers  bound  to  pay  one-fifth  of  the 
amount,  or  was  Great  Britain  bound  to  pay 
the  whole  sum  in  the  event  of  their  failure  ? 
It  was  true  their  Lordships  had  heard  no- 
ting of  an  Act  of  Parliament  upon  the 


subject,  to  give  the  Attorney- General  an- 
other opportunity  of  delivering  an  opinion 
that  the  money  must  be  paia.  But  the 
King's  honour  would  be  bound;  and  his 
Majesty  would  be  obliged  to  come  down  to 
Parliament,  and  say  that  he  had  guaranteed 
the  payment,  and  call  on  Parliament  to 
enable  him  to  make  good  his  engagement. 
But  the  guarantee  was  not  confined  alone 
to  the  debt :  it  went  much  further ;  it  ex- 
tended to  all  the  details  of  the  navigation 
of  the  Rhine  and  the  canals.  If  aU  the 
various  questions  growing  out  of  these 
matters  were  to  be  settled  by  negotiation, 
the  Conference  of  London  must  be  perma- 
nent. The  noble  Earl  had  been  pleased  to 
state,  that  the  arrangements  of  these 
twenty-four  articles  were  in  strict  confor- 
mity with  the  basis  agreed  to  by  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands.  He,  therefore,  must 
request  the  noble  Earl  would  inform  him 
where  he  could  find  in  any  part  of  the  basis 
to  which  that  sovereign  had  agreed,  one 
word  which  could  give  the  Belgians  the 
right  of  passing  vessels  from  the  Scheldt  to 
the  Rhine?  He  knew  not  whether  the 
noble  Earl  had  read  the  letter  from  the  Se« 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the 
ambassador  of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
respecting  the  article  in  question ;  but  in 
that  letter  the  noble  Secretary  assured  the 
ambassador  that  the  Conference  would  not 
deviate  from  the  settlement  to  which  HoU 
land  had  already  agreed.  The  third  article 
of  the  Treaty  of  Separation  left  the  Belgians 
the  free  navigation  of  the  rivers  which 
cross  the  territories  of  both  the  States. 
The  ambassador  of  the  Netherlands  had 
waited  on  the  Conference  to  give  the  King's 
adherence  to  the  treaty ;  and  he  must 
have  protested  against  that  third  article,  or 
the  letter  would  not  have  been  written. 
But  the  noble  Earl  affirmed,  that  the 
treaty  relating  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Rhine  secured  the  navigation  also  of  the 
rivers  and  canals  connecting  the  Scheldt 
with  that  river.  But  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Earl  that  the  treaty  contained  no 
such  provisions.  That  treaty  said,  indeed, 
that  the  branches  of  the  Rhine,  and  the 
rivers  flowing  into  it,  should  be  free  to  the 
navigation  of  the  parties  to  the  treaty. 
But  there  was  not  one  word  in  it  about  the 
canals.  How,  then,  could  the  noble  Earl 
say,  that  the  navigation  of  the  Dutch  canals 
was  given  up  by  that  treaty  to  the  Powers 
who  were  parties  to  it  ?  Even  if  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands  could  be  induced  to 
consent  to  the  navigation  by  the  Belgians 
of  the  Dutch  canals,  it  mustofneoesn^ 
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be  on  payment  of  the  duties  botU  on  the 
Rhine  and  on  those  canals.  It  was  by 
England  that  the  demand  was  originated, 
he  suspected,  for  the  purpose  of  favouring 
Belgium;  for  the  purposed  arrangement 
was  not  to  be  found  in  any  previous  treaty. 
The  general  custom  throughout  Germany 
was,  that  the  Powers,  the  territories  of 
which  were  seated  on  the  banks  of  a  river 
common  to  several  states,  had  the  manage- 
ment of  that  part  of  it  which  flowed  through 
their  country,  subject  to  the  payment  of 
tolls  which  were  sometimes  regulated  by 
treaty.  The  King  of  Holland  possessed 
this  common  right,  and  he  was  bound  to 
provide  for  the  due  passage  of  the  river ; 
but  the  noble  Earl  insisted  upon  his  sharing 
a  charge,  which  properly  belonged  to  him- 
self, with  the  king  of  the  Be^ians.  He 
must  now  advert  to  the  right  asserted,  on 
the  part  of  the  Belgian  commerce,  of  poking 
through  Maestricht.  He  contended,  that  the 
case  was  not  at  all  similar  to  that  of  the 
permission  granted  by  Prussia  to  some  of 
the  minor  Powers  to  pass  through  the 
Prussian  fortresses,  to  which  it  had  been 
compared.  Independent  of  the  principles 
proclaimed  by  the  Belgians,  when  they 
said,  ''  Belgium  must  be  permitted  to  plant 
her  flag  and  proclaim  the  principles  of  her 
independence  in  the  towns  and  }X)sscssion8 
of  those  op)x>sed  to  her — we  must  have  a 
garrison  every  where/^  Such  a  speech  as 
this  must,  of  conrse,  excite  attention  in  Hol- 
land ;  and  could  their  Lordships  believe  it 
possible  that  another  State  would  tolerate 
a  free  paiisage  through  its  fortified  places  to 
jiersons  who  held  such  doctrines?  And, 
with  respect  to  the  fisheries,  although  that 
was  of  minor  importance,  yet,  still  there 
were  rights  attached  to  them  in  various 
places  through  which  the  different  rivers 
flowed,  which  ought  to  be  respected,  but 
for  which  no  provision  was  made  to  reserve 
the  rights  of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands. 
It  was,  therefore,  not  at  all  probable  that 
that  sovereign  would  be  deposed  to  ac- 
quiesce in  such  propositions.  But,  if  he 
were  induced  to  grant  these  concessions, 
why  was  he  not  to  have  the  benefit  of 
making  a  Treaty  of  Commerce  from  which 
he  would  derive  all  the  advantages  of  them  ? 
Let  their  Lordships  consider  wliat  Holland 
had  paid  for  Belgium.  By  the  Treaty  of 
1814,  Belgium  was  united  to  Holland;  but 
Holland  was  to  give  compensation  to 
Sweden  for  the  cession  of  certain  colonies, 
and  to  advance  money  for  the  restoration 
of  the  fortifications  in  the  Low  Countries. 
For  that  purpose  she  had  sold  four  of  her 


colonies.  Holland  had  to  pay  1,000,000/. 
to  Sweden,  and  2,000,000/.  for  the  Nether- 
land  fortifications,  in  addition  to  the 
1 ,000,000/.  for  her  share  of  the  contribution 
of  Paris,  besides  the  Russian  loan,  and  other 
sums,  amounting  altogether  to  7>000,000/. 
sterling;  besides  220,000,000  of  franca. 
Such  was  the  sum  which  Holland  had 
paid  for  Belgium;  and  the  compensa- 
tion which  it  was  now  proposed  she  sjiould 
receive  was  600,000  ^orins,  or  about 
(jO,000/.  a  year*  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
had  said,  that  this  arbitrary  act  had  braa 
the  only  way  of  avoiding  a  war.  But  the 
whole  question  was  one  of  justice.  Had 
we  a  right  to  do  what  we  had  done  ?  So 
far  from  avoiding  war,  in  his  opinion,  the 
course  of  conduct  pursued  in  this  respect  by 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  was  na^'^ulatfid  to 
breed  foreign  war,  as  their  course  of  conduct 
in  another  respect,  was  calculated  to  breed 
civil  war.  He  called  'on  their  Lordahipa* 
however,  not  to  be  alarmed  at  the  decLi- 
ration  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Earl 
allowed  that  three  great  Powers  hesitated 
to  ratify  the  treaty;  he  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington)  might,  he  believed,  say  they 
were  determined  not  to  ratify  it,  undl  they 
had  the  consent  of  the  king  of  the  Nether« 
lands,  who,  on  his  part,  never  would  consent 
to  it  in  its  present  form*  He  had  only  to 
add,  in  conclusion,  that  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  be  deterred  from  doing 
their  duty  oh  this  and  other  subjects  fay 
threats  either  of  foreign  or  domestic  war. 

Viscount  Goderich  must  say,  that  he 
thought  the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  given  no  answer  at  all  to  the 
powerful  speech  of  his  noble  friend  near 
him.  The  noble  Earl  (Aberdeen)  who  bad 
brought  forward  this  Motion  seemed  to 
think  it  was  a  perfectly  justifiable  one,  but 
yet  he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  produce 
to  their  Lordships  precedents  in  support  of 
it,  sup|M)sing  naturally  enough,  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  our  negotiations  with  re&ard 
to  Belgium  and  Holland,  their  Loid£ips 
might  be  of  opinion  that  the  course  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  thought  proper  to  pur- 
sue was  any  thing  but  justifiable.  When, 
however,  the  noble  Lord  went  to  the 
reign  of  Charles  2nd  for  a  precedent,  the 
noble  Lord  must  have  selected  from  that 
part  of  our  history  merely  because  the 
matter  then  in  question  related  to  Hc^land, 
as  the  matter  now  in  question  did ;  for  as- 
suredly there  was  no  other  similarity  be- 
tween the  two  coses.  That  which,  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  2nd  excited  the  anger  and 
the  indignation  of  Parliamentj  was  a  kaow^ 
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ledge  of  the  pxoiligate  corruption  of  the 
King,  who  had  been  bribed  by  France  not 
only  to  desert,  but  to  asaist  in  crushing  and 
dc^rojring,  our  ally,  Holland.  It  was 
known,  too,  that  Uie  corrupt  Ministern  of 
Charles  had  shared  in  the  bribes  of  their 
profligi^te  master ;  and  under  these  circum- 
stances it  was,  that  the  Parliament  of 
Charles  2nd  took  the  measures  to  which  the 
QoUe  Lord  had  alluded.  He  trusted,  that 
eren  the  noble  Lord  himself  would  hardly 
my  that  the  present  case  and  that  of  Charles 
Snd  were  parallel,  so  far  as  the  reasons  of 
the  course  pursued  in  the  two  cases  were 
oonoemed.  He  would  readily  admit,  how- 
ever—*  putting  out  of  consideration  the 
extreme  case  of  Charles  2nd — that  a  case 
might  occur  which  would  fully  justify  such 
a  motion  as  the  present ;  but  then,  in  order 
to  render  such  a  motion  justifiable,  their 
IxNidahips  would  have,  in  the  first  place,  to 
decide  ^at  the  Ministry  had  done  some- 
thing which  threatened,  in  its  consequences, 
to  compromise  the  interests  of  the  country, 
or  the  dignity  of  the  Crown.  Were  their 
Lordships  prepared  to  say,  that  in  the 
measures  hitherto  pursued  by  the  Govem- 
menty  ao  far  as  their  Lordships  had  received 
information  of  those  measures,  there  was 
any  thing  which  could  justify  their  Lord- 
g^pt  in  coming  to  such  a  conclusion  ?  He 
thought  their  Lordsliips  would  be  far  from 
entertaining  such  an  opinion,  which  he  was 
sure  would  be  as  erroneous  a  one  as  ever 
men  entertained.  He  did  not  mean,  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night,  to  drag  their  Lord- 
ahipa  once  more  through  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Belgic  revolution ;  but  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  go  some- 
what hack,  in  order  to  understand  the 
poiitioQ  in  which  the  Governmeut  was 
nkced.  The  noble  Duke  (Wellington)  had 
round  fault  with  his  noble  friend  (Earl 
Grey)  for  saying  that  the  late  Government 
had  provided  the  present  with  all  the  difti- 
culties  and  embarrassments  by  which  this 
question  was  surrounded ;  but  he  had  heard 
no  such  expression  fall  from  his  noble  friend. 
He  had  understood  his  noble  friend  to  say, 
that  the  present  Administration  had  inhe- 
rited those  difficultiesa  nd  embarrassments 
fixnn  its  predecessor.  His  noble  friend  had 
saidy  "  We  found  them :  they  are  not  ours ; " 
and  most  truly  had  his  noble  friend  de- 
scribed the  manner  in  which  this  Govern- 
ment had  met  with  these  difficulties.  The 
origin  of  the  troubles  of  Belgium  was,  to 
all  appearance  slight,  and  apparently  easy 
pa  remove.  The  obnoxious  minister  might 
have  be^i  diimissed,  and  the  local  taxes 


complained  of  might  have  been  abolished ; 
but  neither  was  done,  and,  indeed,  scarcely 
time  was  given  for  doing  either.  One 
short  week  entirely  changed  the  character 
of  these  troubles.  The  attack  of  the  Prince 
of  Orange  on  Brussels  might,  if  it  had 
proved  successful,  have  again  turned  the 
tide,  and  have  succeeded  in  putting  down 
the  malcontents.  The  fact,  however,  waSj 
that  it  did  not  succeed ;  and  that  failing, 
it  made  matters  much  worse  than  they  had 
been  before.  The  subsequent  stages  of  the 
revolution  pressed  with  a  rapidity  which 
was  almost  unprecedented,  and  which  must 
have  baffled  the  policy  of  the  most  sagacious 
and  the  most  prudent  man.  The  indepen* 
dence  of  Belgium  was  dejacio  established 
from  the  moment  in  which  the  Belgian 
Congress  proclaimed  and  declared  that  in- 
dependence; for,  from  that  moment  it 
became  evident  to  every  man  that  the 
separation  between  the  Belgic  provinces 
and  Holland  could  not  be  prevented,  except 
by  force.  In  this  liffht  it  was  quite  evident 
that  the  kinc  of  Holland  himself  viewed 
the  affair;  for  he  did  not  call  upon  the 
other  powers  to  mediate  between  him  and 
Belgium,  but  he  called  upon  them  to  put 
down  the  Belgic  revolution  by  force,  and 
so  to  reduce  his  revolted  subjects  to  obe« 
dience.  No  one  could  doubt  what  the  an- 
swer of  the  Powers  would  be  to  such  an 
application.  They  refused  to  entertain  it, 
and  they  wisely  so  refused.  The  applica- 
tion, therefore,  proved  no  more  than  that 
the  Dutch  clearly  jierccived  that  nothing 
but  force  could  prevent  a  separation  of  the 
Belgic  provinces  from  Holland.  He  was 
justified,  then,  in  saying,  that  the  inde- 
pendence of  Belgium  was  de  faclo  estab- 
lished when  the  present  Government  came 
into  office, — since  nothing  short  of  an  uni- 
versal war,  which  was  not  to  be  thought 
of,  could  have  prevented  its  separation  from 
Holland.  He  would  ask,  then,  whether  it 
would  have  been  wise,  even  though  it  had 
been  practicable,  to  allow  matters  to  remain  in 
that  condition  ?  And  if  not,  what  could 
be  done  ? — how  could  negotiations  for  the 
settlement  of  these  troubles  be  even  com- 
menced, without  first  acknowledging  the 
independence  of  Belgium.  The  Govern- 
ment was  compelled  to  choose  between 
acknowledging  the  independence  of  Bel- 
gium, and  entering  into  a  war  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  that  independ- 
ence. Such  was  the  necessity  under  which 
the  Ministers  had  found  themselves  com- 
pelled to  act  on  coming  into  office ;  and  if 
their  Lordships  admitted  the  exiitenoe  of 
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that  necessity^  it  was  impossible  that  they 
could  entertain  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl.    Their  Lordships  might  have  known 
from  the  ordinary  channels  of  information 
what  decision  the  Conference  had  made 
upon  particular  points  of  the  subsequent 
negotiations;    but  before  their  Lordships 
could  fairly  judge  respecting  those  deci- 
sions, they  ought .  to  be  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts  which  had  influenced  the  determi- 
nations of  the  Conference.     At  present  it 
was  impossible  to  communicate  those  facts 
to  their  Lordships ;  and  in  the  face  of  that 
impossibility,  which  no  one  knew  better 
than  the  noble  Lord  himself,  the  noble 
Earl  had  brought  forward  this  Motion — 
a  Motion,  the  object  of  which  was  (for  it 
was  idle  to  mince  the  matter),  to  condemn 
the  Ministers  to  perpetual  infamy,  and  to 
call  upon  them  to  give  reasons  why  they 
should  not  be  so  condemned,  though  the 
noble  Earl  was  aware  that  such  a  call  was 
a  mockery,  since  their  tongues  were  tied, 
and  their  public  duty  prevented  them  even 
from  stating  their  case.      He  did  not  think 
it  necessary,  after  the  able  speech  of  his 
noble  friend,  to  trespass  further  upon  their 
Lordships*  attention   than  just  to  notice 
slightly  one  or  two  of  the  objections  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Aberdeen).     First,  then,  the 
noble  Earl  had  contended,  that  the  article 
respecting  the  navigation  of  the  rivers  was 
unjust ;    but  the  noble  Earl  had  given  no 
reason  for  this  opinion,  and  he  confessed 
that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  perceive  wherein 
the  injustice  of  the  article  consisted.     The 
article  was,  in  fact,  derived  from  certain 
principles  laid  down  and  acted  upon  by  the 
Congress  of  Vienna.     The  principles  were, 
as  the  noble  Earl  was  well  aware,  at  vari- 
ance with   the  old  maxims  of  the  law  of 
nations;    and  the  object  of  them  was,  not 
to  prevent  collision,  but  to  facilitate  com- 
merce, and  to  make  nations  less  strangers  to 
each  other  than  they  were  before.     These 
were,  he  admitted,  very  wide  principles, 
but  not  more  wide  than  wise,  although  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  principles  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Aberdeen),   whose  argument 
was,  that  the  rivers  should  be  shut  up,  in 
order  that  commerce  might  be  obstructed, 
and  nations  made  more  strangers  to  each 
other  than  they  had  ever  been  before.   Now, 
it  had  never  occurred  to  any  one  in  the 
Conference^  nor  to  many  probably  out  of  it, 
that  the  opening  of  these  waters  would  be 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  Holland.     In- 
deed, the  Dutch  themselves  had  not  made 
this  discovery  till  it  was  of  use  to  them  as 
It  pretext  for  not  agreeing  to  the  terms  pro* 


posed  by  the  Allied  Powers.  They  did  not 
object  to  it  in  the  memoir,  though  he  believed 
they  did  in  the  note  which  had  been  sent  to 
the  Conference ;  but  then  that  objection  was 
of  a  different  character  to  that  of  the  noble 
Lord.  They  said,  that  it  was  unheard  of, 
that  the  duties  and  tolls,  &c.  should  be 
regulated  by  the  common  consent  of  other 
Powers.  Now,  this  he  begged  leave  to 
deny.  It  was  not  unheard  of.  A  treaty 
was  signed  on  the  29th  of  May,  1815^  be- 
tween Prussia  and  Hanover,  respecting  the 
navigation  of  the  Ems;  and  an  artideof 
that  treaty  said,  that  the  duties  on  Prussian 
and  on  Hanoverian  ships  should  be  the 
same ;  but  it  said,  also,  that  the  two  Powers 
should,  of  common  accord,  settle  what  the 
amount  of  those  duties  should  be.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  Dutch  had 
made  more  of  this  article  than  it  was  worth, 
and  he  had  shown  that  they  were  wrong 
in  their  facts  when  they  talked  of  sudi  a 
regulation  being  unheard  of.  It  would  not 
be  difficult  for  him  to  show,  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  noble  Earl's  objections  were  as 
unsubstantial  as  this  respecting  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  rivers ;  but  he  felt  that  at  so 
late  an  hour  be  had  already  trespassed  too 
far  upon  their  Lordships'  attention.  Al- 
though nothing  could  exceed  the  vehemence^ 
not  to  say  violence,  of  the  imputations 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  cast  upon  the 
Government,  he  must  be  allowed  toteU  the 
noble  Earl  t]bat,  as  far  as  his  own  oonsdence 
was  concerned,  he  felt  perfectly  easy  under 
these  imputations,  knowing  them  to  be 
utterly  destitute  even  of  Uie  shadow  of 
foundation.  He  called  upon  the  House  to 
go  to  the  vote  with  this  recollection,  that 
if — and  he  solemnly  declared  the  fii^  was 
so — the  Government  had  conducted  these 
negotiations  from  the  commencement  to  the 
end  with  the  most  strict  and  scrupuloQs  at- 
tention to  the  honour  and  the  interests  of 
the  country,  no  motion  could  be  more  un- 
called for,  and  unjustifiable,  than  the  pie- 
sent  ;  and  that  while,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
noble  Earl  had  made  out  no  case  whkh 
ought  to  ]ead  their  Lordships  to  suspect 
for  a  moment  that  the  conduct  of  GoTem- 
ment  had  not  been  of  that  character,  so,  on 
the  other  hand,  a  sense  of  public  duty  pre- 
cluded the  Government  from  making  puUic 
those  facts  which  were  essential  to  the 
complete  justification  of  their  conduct* 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  begged  to  assure 
the  House,  that  there  were  but  one  or  two 
points  to  which  he  was  desirous  to  allude, 
and,  that  he  would  do  so  as  briefly  as  possi* 
ble.    Now  that  he  hufl  learwd  fifma  1I19 
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-noUe  Earl  (Grey)  what  the  nohle  Earl 
meant  by  a  guarantee,  he  was  not  at  all 
aurprised,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  entered 
into  a  guarantee  of  such  a  nature  as  that 
which  he  had  described.  Now  that  he 
knew  how  the  noble  Earl  understood  his 
engagements,  he  should  not  be  surprised  at 
any  engagement  the  noble  Earl  had  made, 
or  might  make.  The  noble  Earl  had  told 
them,  that  all  they  would  be  called  to  do, 
under  this  guarantee,  was  to  see  the  amount 
of  the  debt  transferred  from  one  great  book 
into  another  great  book,  but  the  words  of 
the  treaty  were — *  And  the  payment  of  the 
'  sum  above  mentioned,  of  8,400,000  florins, 
'shall  take  place  regularly  every  six 
'  months  either  at  Brussels  or  Antwerp,  in 
'hard  money,  without  any  deduction  of 
'whatsoever  nature  it  may  be,  either  at 
'nesent  or  in  future.'  Surely  the  noble 
EeaA  could  hardly  have  read  the  treaty 
which  contained  these  words,  but  if  he  had 
really  read  it,  and  yet  so  understood  the 
goarantee,  then  he  might,  with  equal 
safety,  guarantee  even  the  course  of  the 
winds  and  the  waves.  But  let  the  treaty 
be  agreed  to,  and  he  would  defy  the  per- 
formance of  it,  because,  to  perform  it  would 
be  found  impossible.  With  reference  to 
the  division  of  the  debt,  the  noble  Earl 
had  said,  that  he  considered  the  portion 
assigned  to  Belgium  as  an  ample  portion, 
and,  that  such  division  was  only  the  deve- 
lopement  of  the  old  engagement.  Now  by 
the  old  engagement,  the  portion  taken  by 
Belgium,  was  14,000,000  florins,  and  by 
the  new  engagement  it  was  8,400,000 
florins ;  so  that  if  this  were  a  devclopement 
at  ally  it  was  a  developcment  of  a  very  odd 
character — a  developement  by  means  of 
eoDtraciion.  According  to  the  opinion  of 
the  members  of  the  Conference  themselves, 
the  Dutch  had  a  right  to  expect,  that  up- 
wards of  10,000,000,  at  least,  of  the  debt, 
would  be  charged  to  Belgium.  The  noble 
Earl  had,  in  the  first  place,  denied,  that 
snj  unnecessary  intervention  had  been  had 
nssooroe  to,  and  then  he  said,  that  violence 
had  been  resorted  to,  from  necessity,  to  in- 
duce the  Dutch  government  to  yield.  If 
die  House  was  to  be  told,  that  this  prince 
objects  to  this  king,  and  that  potentate  to 
the  other,  and  if  every  power  was  to  have 
a  veto  in  the  nomination  of  a  sovereign,  a 
pretty  sort  of  independent  State  must  be 
die  result.  If  foreign  powers  arrogated 
to  themselves  to  choose  or  exclude  particu- 
lar individuals  from  the  sovereignty  of  a 
Slate,  what  became  of  that  undoubted 
power  which  the  noble  Earl  contended  was 


inherent  in  any  nation  to  choose  its  own 
government.  He  would  beg  to  add  one 
word  more  in  reference  to  the  remark  made 
by  the  noble  Viscount  (Goderich)  who  had 
said,  that  the  navigation  of  rivers  was 
occasionally  regulated  by  a  convention  be- 
tween those  soverei^s  through  whose 
territories  they  flowed,  and  had  instanced 
Prussia  and  Hanover  with  regard  to  the 
Ems.  No  doubt,  two  interested  parties 
could  regulate  such  matters  as  were  com- 
mon to  themselves,  and,  therefore,  they 
ought  to  have  left  this  right  to  be  settled 
between  Holland  and  Belgium  themselves ; 
the  complaint  was,  that  a  third  party  had 
arbitrarily  stepped  in  and  insisted  upon  the 
navigation  of  rivers  without  consulting 
either  party,  and  against  the  especial  in- 
terest of  one  of  them.  His  great  objection 
to  this  treaty,  however,  was — apart  from 
the  injustice  of  it — that  it  would  render 
war  unavoidable.  However  great  might 
be  the  noble  Earl's  desire  to  preserve  peace, 
he  would  too  soon  find  that  this  treaty 
would  force  him  into  a  war.  In  spite  of 
what  had  fallen  ^m  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, he  must  contend  that  the  late  Admin- 
istration left  to  its  successors  no  other 
than  very  light  embarrassments  in  regard 
to  our  foreign  relations ;  and  he  had  always 
looked  upon  a  greater  probability  of  war  as 
one  of  the  almost  inevitable  results  of  the 
retirement  of  the  noble  Duke  near  him 
from  his  Majesty *s  councils.  That  illustri- 
ous man  had,  by  his  abilities,  his  expe- 
rience, and  his  reputation,  been  enabled 
to  inspire  our  allies  with  confidence,  and  to 
strike  fear  into  the  hearts  of  our  enemies  ; 
and  those  feelings  in  the  bosoms  both 
of  our  friends  and  our  foes  were  never 
higher  than  at  the  moment  the  noble  Duke 
quitted  office.  The  noble  Lord  had  taunted 
him  with  the  separation  of  Saxony,  and 
affirmed,  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
bad  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  separation 
of  Luxemburg;  but  he  must  again  and 
again  declare,  that  he  considered  the  pro- 
jected division  of  the  Grand  Duchy  of 
Luxemburg  as  the  forcible  spoliation  of  the 
territories  of  an  old  ally.  The  noble  Earl 
had  told  him  to  look  at  Genoa,  and  Sar- 
dinia, and  Saxony;  but  those  were  con- 
quered countries,  to  be  dealt  with  as  the 
conquerors  pleased.  These  instances  fur- 
nLsbed  no  justification  of  the  present,  which 
was  the  robbery  of  our  friend  and  ally. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion.  Not 
content.  Present  59;  Proxies  73,  132; 
Content,  Present  39;  Proxies  56 — 95; 
Majority  for  Ministers — 37- 
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Vfiiirraa.]  New  Meinben.  Charles  Harburt  Tracbt, 
■h|.,  fbr  Tewketbttry. 

N«fr  Writ  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  HoutRt,  for 
DuBwkk  In  the  room  of  the  Earl  of  Brecknock,  who  had 
RCCT|>ted  the  Chiltem  Hundred*. 

Ffetitlaos  pteiCDted.  By  Mr.  Pollock,  trcm  the  Faculty  of 
Phytic  Id  London  to  Repeal  the  Statutes  which  directly 
lopede  the  Study  of  Anatomy,  and  for  new  enactments 
oo  that  iul:|)ect : — By  Mr.  Wallacb,  from  tlie  Landholders 
of  Dragheda,  complaining  of  the  amount  of  Grand  Jury 
AaCMiiNDts,  and  praying  for  an  extension  of  the  Kran- 
chitt  In  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  to  KM.  L^Mceholders  in 
Couoties: — By  Sir  John  Newport,  flrom  Dublin,  com- 
plahiing  of  the  manner  in  whidi  Ministers  Money  was 


Education  (Ireland).]  Colonel /2ocA- 
Jord  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Protest- 
ant inhabitants  of  Street,  in  the  county 
of  Westmeath,  complaining  that  in  the  new 
•ystem  of  education  pn^posetl  by  the  Go- 
vcmment^Protestant  children  were  deprived 
of  the  use  of  Bibles  in  their  sch(X)ls.  The 
petitioners  prayed,  that  Protestants  might 
be  allowed  the  free  use  of  the  Bible  in 
their  schools ;  for,  in  their  opinions,  when 
education  was  not  founded  upon  the  Word 
of  God,  it  became  a  curse  rather  than  a 
Messing,  to  those  who  received  it.  This,  he 
was  sure,  would  be  found  to  be  the  ^eneml 
opinion  of  tlic  Pn)te8tant  people  of  Ireland, 
who  neither  could  nor  would  tolerate  spu- 
rious attempts  at  conciliation,  at  the  expense 
of  religion. 

Mr.  Chapman  had  no  doubt  that  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  petitioners  were 
those  of  a  numerous  party  in  Ireland,  con- 
Piacing  of  all  those  who  were  opposed  to  the 
adoption  of  plans  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tion of  that  country,  as  well  as  those  who 
endeavoured  to  thn)w  difficulties  in  the 
waj  of  all  the  etif>rts  making  by  (iovcni- 
went  to  efifct  cimciliatory  measures ;  but  he 


believed  a  still  larger  party  was  in  favour 
of  the  measures  propcraed  by  Government^ 
and,  therefore,  he  exhorted  them  to  pena- 
vere. 

Mr.  O* Council  said,  that  he  also  would 
support  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  if  the 
allegations  of  the  petitioners  were  true.  If 
it  could  be  shown  that  the  Government 
regulations  had  the  effect  of  taking  the 
Bible  from  the  Protestant  children,  he,  for 
one,  would  agree  that  they  ought  to  be  al- 
tered. But,  as  he  understood,  the  only 
effect  of  the  regulation  would  be,  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Bible  as  a  school-book, 
was  not  to  be  enforced  on  Catholics. 

Sir  Uol)eri  BateiOf\  said,  the  Scriptures 
were  given  to  the  Protestant  children  in  a 
mutilated  state.  The  result  was,  that,  in 
reality  they  were  denied  the  use  of  the 
Scriptures.  The  Protestants,  of  every  sect 
and  creed,  were  consequently  opposed  to 
the  plan,  and  had  Joined  heart  and  hand  in 
reprobating  the  new  system  altogether. 

Mr.  Cramjyion  said,  the  most  effectual 
mode  of  giving  education  in  Ireland,  was 
to  educate  Protestants  and  Catholics  toge- 
ther. That  this  mode  was  desired  by  many 
of  the  clergy,  lM)th  Catholic  and  Protestant, 
he  could  state,  for  applications  to  that  effect 
had  been  made  to  him  by  Protestant  clergy- 
men, as  well  as  by  Catholic  priests.  Now, 
as  it  was  desirable  that  both  parties  should 
be  educated  together,  he  thought  that  the 
most  effectual  way  would  be,  to  give  the 
children  in  common  such  portions  of  the 
Scripture  as  both  parties  were  agreed  upon, 
to  the  exclusi(m  of  those  parts  on  which 
they  differed.  The  children  would  be  edu- 
cated together  four  days  in  the  week ;  but 
there  were  two  days,  in  which  the  Protest- 
ants had  to  receive  religious  instruction  ac^ 
cording  to  their  own  form,  besides  the  ad- 
vantage in  the  instruction  given  in  the 
Protestant  Sunday-schools.  There  was, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  no  reasonable 
ground  of  complaint, 

Mr.  Uuthren  said,  it  was  lamentable,  that 
instead  of  the  contending  parties  adopting 
the  conciliatory  tone,  which  they  ought  to 
have  done  to  meet  the  views  of  Government, 
to  allay  agitation,  and  reconcile  conflicting 
opinions,  they  had  carried  on  a  petty  vexa- 
tious warfare,  from  which  no  good  could 
possibly  result.  The  assertion  that  the 
Protestants  of  all  sects  were  generally 
averse  from  the  measures  relating  to  educa- 
tion proposed  by  the  Government,  were  not 
justified  by  their  opinions  on  the  part  of  the 
country  with  which  he  was  conversant. 
He  knew  many  members  of  tlie  C -hureh  of 
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England,  and  Presby  terians^  who  wished  to 
extinguish  party  spirit  by  allowing  Govern- 
ment a  control  over  education. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

General  Fast — Exclusion  opStr an- 
gers.] Mr.  Perceval  being  cralled  on  to 
bring  forward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  rose,  and  said,  I  perceive  that 
strangers  are  in  the  House. 

The  Speaker :  strangers  must  withdraw. 

The  officers  of  the  House  proceeded  to 
clear  the  gallery. 

Mr.  Hume :  I  presume  I  may  move  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Order. 

The  Speaker :  Strangers  must  withdraw. 

The  ^dlery  was  then  cleared,  and  the 
House  proceeded,  with  closed  doors,  to  take 
into  consideration  Mr.  Perceval's  Motion  for 
a  general  fast.  The  hon.  Member  is  re- 
ported to  have  spoken  as  follows : — 

Mr.  Perceval  said,  that  he  had  moved 
the  absence  of  strangers  on  three  accounts  ; 
first,  that  he  might  have  more  freedom  of 
speech  himself,  and  the  House  be  more 
ready  to  hear  him,  than  under  the  eye  of 
strangers;  secondly,  that  no  man  might 
suppose  that  he  was  looking  to  approbation 
of  any  party  out  of  that  Flouse,  to  com- 
pensate for  the  disapprobation  he  feared  to 
encounter  within;  thirdly,  that  us  the 
Motion  had  been  objected  to,  as  likely  to 
lead  to  scandal  in  the  debate,  be  would 
take  away  all  temptation  to  blasphemy,  or 
at  least  prevent  any  going  forth  to  the 
country.  He  closed  himself  in  with  his 
fellow-commoners,  face  to  face,  and  could 
speak  freely  in  the  presence  of  baptized 
men.  He  rose  to  address  them  in  the 
name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  Saviour 
of  the  world,  who  was  exaltedKing  of  kings, 
and  Lord  of  lords.  He  called  on  them  in 
the  glory  of  his  name.  God,  too,  was  pre- 
sent amongst  them,  and  he  would  witness 
all  that  passed.  In  the  name  of  God,  the 
Highest,  he  appealed  to  the  House ;  and  us 
it  was  written  in  his  Word,  that  he  who 
rejected  one  that  appeared  in  the  name  of 
God  despised  him  that  sent  him,  he  that 
rejected  him  (Mr.  Perceval)  rejected  his 
God,  in  whose  name  he  appeared.  He  there- 
fore, implored  the  House  to  attend  with  re- 
verence. He  would  risk  being  tedious,  in  or- 
der to  be  understood.  No  man  could  deny, that 
the  state  of  the  nation  was  truly  deplorable 
Nothing  had  altered  his  opinion  since  he 
last  addressed  the  House  on  this  subject. 
The  nation  trembled  on  the  verge  of  de- 
struction— no  man  could  calculate  on  subor- 
dination  in  any  society — in  every  district 


there  were  disorders.  There  was  also  the 
frightful  collision  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  The  bouses  of  the  nobles  and 
gentry  were  entered  and  pillaged,  and  one 
of  the  great  cities  of  the  nation  had  been 
plundered  and  devastated  by  the  mob.  Two 
parties  were  threatening  a  conflict  so  mani- 
fest, that,  amidst  all  these  things,  every 
body,  of  considerate  mind,  should  consider 
their  ways,  and  mend  them.  Shall  we  not 
bow  down  before  that  God  whose  hand  is 
on  us,  consider  our  ways,  and  go  down  on 
our  knees  to  supplicate  that  mercy  which  is 
gone  from  us.  The  prosperity  of  a  nation, 
like  that  of  an  individuaJ,  is  of  God.  He 
only  was  the  author  of  all  the  prosperity 
which  the  nation  had  ever  enjoyeid ;  and  as 
obedience  to  God  was  the  cause  of  a  na- 
tion's prosperity,  was  not  our  diaobedienoe 
to  God  and  his  ordinances  the  cause  of  his 
wrath  and  vengeance }  He  would  read 
from  the  Holy  Book  the  promise  and  the 
denunciations  of  God's  mercy  and  judg- 
ments. That  was  the  Magna  Charta  of 
nations — the  words  which  God  spoke  to 
Israel.  And,  bearing  in  mind  the  un« 
changeableness  of  God,  and  the  mutability 
of  man,  this  nation  seemed  to  stand  in  that 
position  towards  the  Almighty  in  whidi 
Israel  formerly  stood.  It  had  been  the  seat 
of  true  religion,  and  had  reared  up  the 
finest  system  of  civil  polity  that  ever  exist- 
ed; and  if  they  were  as  Jerusalem  was, 
they  must  suffer  equally,  'Woe  unto 
'  thee,  Chorazin ;  woe  unto  thee,  Betbsuda; 
'for  if  the  mighty  works  which  were  done 
'  in  you,  were  done  in  Tyre  and  Sidon,  they 
'  would  have  repented  long  ago  in  sackcjotli 
'  and  ashes.  But  I  say  unto  you,  it  diall 
'  be  more  tolerable  for  Tyre  and  Sidon  at 
'  the  day  of  judgment,  than  for  you.  And 
'  thou  Capernaum,  which  art  exalted  unto 
'heaven,  shall  be  brought  down  to  bell: 
'  for  if  the  mighty  works  which  have  been 
'  done  in  thee  had  been  done  in  Sodom,  it 
'  would  have  remained  until  this  day.  Bat 
'  I  say  unto  you,  it  shall  be  more  tolerable 
'  for  Tyre  and  Sidon,  at  the  day  of  judg« 
'  ment,  than  for  you.'  As  you  have  known 
more,  and  sinned  more,  ye  ahall  iuffer 
more :  that  was  God's  language  of  threat- 
ening. Then  came  God's  promised  mer- 
cies to  such  as  observed  his  ordinances; 
'  And  all  these  blessings  shall  come  on  thee 
'  and  overtake  thee,  if  thou  shalt  heaik- 
'  en  unto  the  voice  of  the  Lord  thy  God. 
'  Blessed  shalt  thou  be  in  the  city,  and 
'  blessed  shalt  thou  be  in  the  field.  Bktsed 
'shall  be  the  fruit  of  thy  body,  and 
'  the  fruit  of  thy  ground  and  the  fruit  of 
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'  tby  cattle^  die  increase  of  thy  kine,  and 
'  the  flocks  of  thy  sheep.  '  Blessed  shall 
'be  thy  basket  and  thy  store.'  Blessed 
'  shalt  thou  be  when  thou  comest  in,  and 
'blessed  shalt  thou  be  when  thou  goest 
'out.*  &c.  QThe  hon.  Member  read  a 
number  of  other  extracts  from  the  Bible  to 
the  same  eflect.^  Great  and  glorious  had 
been  the  name  and  conduct  of  England, 
when  she  trusted  in  Almighty  God,  and 
when  one  of  her  Admirals  wrote  home 
thus,  announcing  a  victory  over  her  enemies, 
"  It  has  pleased  Almighty  God  to  bless  his 
Majesty's  arms  with  a  signal  victory."  But 
this  was  one  of  the  lust  departing  signs  of 
the  solemn  faith  of  their  forefathers.  Fie 
would  next  refer  them  to  God's  denuncia- 
tionsy  some  of  which  were  these : — '  But  it 
'•hall  come  to  pass,  if  thou  wilt  not  hearken 
'  unto  the  voice  of  the  Lord  thy  God,  to 
'  observe  to  do  all  his  commandments  and  his 
'  statutes  which  I  command  thee  this  day, 
'  that  all  these  curses  shall  come  upon  thee 
'and  overtake  thee.  Cursed  shalt  thou 
'  be  in  the  citv,  and  cursed  shalt  thou  be 
'  in  the  field.  Cursed  shall  be  thy  basket 
'and  thv  store.  Cursed  shall  bo  the  fruit  of 
'  thy  Ixxly,  and  the  fruit  of  thy  land,  the  in- 
'  crease  of  thy  kine,  and  the  (locks  of  thy 
'sheep.  Curscil  shalt  thou  l>c  when  thou 
'comest  in,  and  cursed  shalt  thou  be  when 
'thou  goest  out.  The  Lonl  shall  send 
'upon  thee  cursing,  vexation,  and  rebuke 
'  in  all  that  thou  scttest  thy  hand  unto  for 
'  to  do,  until  thou  W  dt^stroyed,  and  until 
'  thou  perish  quickly  ;  because  of  the  wick- 
'edness  of  thy  doings,  whereby  thou  hast 
'  forsaken  me.  The  Lord  shall  make  the 
'pestilence  cleave  unto  tluo,  until  ho  ha\c 
'consumetl  thee  fnnn  oil*  the  land  whither 
'  thou  goest  to  ]N)SKess  it,'  Kc.  QThe  lum. 
Member  read  more  extracts  of  the  same 
desiTiption,  and  then  went  on]  *  The  curse 
'  of  God  was  on  the  land,  and  it  had  ovcrta- 
'  ken  the  }XK)ple.'  That  |K\stilcnce  was  in  the 
huid,  and  we  ought  to  hasten  to  address  the 
throne  to  pn)claim  a  fast,  and  day  of  hu- 
miliaticm  in  the  land,  that  we  might  avert 
this  dreadful  wrath.  We  had  here  the 
tnitb — we  had  deii4irted  from  our  God,  and 
God  had  deimrted  from  us.  And  unless 
this  nati(m  went  on  its  knees,  destruction 
wmild  lie  on  it.  But  if  we  return  to  G<kVs 
ways  we  might  exjHTt  forgiveness  and  bless- 
edness. I'he  judgment  niiglit,  ]KThaps, 
yet  be  averted.  For  CmhI  s;rul,  **him  that 
bcmoureth  me  will  I  honour  ;"  and  though 
we  have,  as n nation,  departed  (roni  his  ways, 
yet  as  his  judgments,  so  are  hU  mercies; 
"  ibr  the  Ixird  is  graci(»us  ;  his  mercies  are 
VOL.  IX.  i^i 


everlasting,  and  his  truth  endureth  from 
generation  to  generation."  If  we  would 
yet  bow  down,  there  is  in  our  God  that 
fathomless  store  of  mercies,  that  peradven- 
ture  he  will  relent,  and  our  glory  will  re- 
turn. Nothing,  however,  but  such  a  course 
would  restore  to  us  that  glory.  England  was 
no  longer  the  country  of  peace,  glory,  and 
strength,  that  it  had  been,  and  we  ought 
to  repent  and  return  from  our  evil  ways. 
Although  we  deserved  the  punishment  of 
our  sins,  yet,  if  we  re|)ented,  God's  mercy 
was  abundant,  and  we  might  yet  be  saved. 
He  spoke  on  authority  not  to  be  denied. 
The  word  of  God  had  expressed  it,  even 
when  a  curse  against  a  nation  had  been 
given.  '  If  that  nation  against  whom  I 
'  have  pronounced  turn  from  their  evil,  I  will 
'  repent  of  the  evil  that  I  thought  to  do 
'unto  them.'  Innumerable  were  the  in- 
stances of  God's  mercy — as  when  the  pro-  , 
phet  went  against  Ahab,  but  he  humbled 
himself,  and  God  withdrew  the  judgment. 
There  was  the  same  fact  in  the  case  of 
Jonah  in  Nineveh.  '  Yet  forty  days,  and 
'  Nineveh  shall  lie  overthrown.*  If  these 
applied  to  heathens,  how  much  more 
would  (lod's  mercv  be  shown  to  a  nation 

m 

of  Christians?  [The  hon.  Memlier  then 
read  the  proceedings  respecting  Nineveh.] 
'  So  the  ]K'ople  of  Nineveh  believed  God, 
'  and  proclaimed  a  fast,  and  put  on  sack- 
'  cloth,  from  the  greatest  of  them  even 
'to  the  least  of  them.  For  word  came 
'  unto  the  king  of  Nineveh,  and  he  arose 

*  from  his  throne,  and  he  laid  his  robe  from 
'  him,  and  covered  him  with  sackcloth,  and 
'sat  in   ashes.      And  he  caused  it  to  be 

*  proclaimed  and  published  through  Nineveh 
'  (by  the  decree  of  the  king  and  his  nobles), 

*  saying,  "  Let  neither  man  nor  beast,  herd 

*  n<»r  flock,  taste  anything ;  let  them  not 

*  feed  nor  drink  water."      But  let  man  and 

*  l)east  be  covered  with  sackcloth,  and  cry 
'  mightily  unto  (>(k1  ;  yea,  let  them  turn 

*  every  one  fn)m  his  evil  way,  and  from  the 
'  violence  that  is  in  their  hands.  Who  can 
'  tell  if  (fod  will  turn  and  repent,  and 
'  turn  away  from  his  fierce  anger,  and  we 

*  jx'rish  not.  And  God  saw  their  works, 
'  that  they  turned  from  their  evil  way  ;  and 
'  Ci(hI  re|x^nted  him  of  the  evil  that  he  had 
'  said  he  would  do  unto  them,  and  he  did  it 

*  not.'  So  would  it  be  with  F'.ngland,  if  we 
faithfully,  humbly,  and  sincerely  re]>ented. 
I  Ic  trusted  to  Ix;  able  to  set  liefore  the  na- 
tion the  truth  of  its  weakness — first,  the 
increase  of  crime  showetl  the  alweiice  of  re- 
ligion and  piety ;  sewndly,  the  ojipression 
of  the  poor  was  beyond  bis  conception.  He 
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was  lost  in  astoiiislinicnt  to  account  for  it, 
and  was  wholly  unable  to  point  out  human 
remedies.  This  was  a  matter  surrounded  hy 
tremendous  danger.The  rich  lived  in  luxury 
and  plenty  ;  the  labourer  was  in  a  state  of 
actual  starvation,  and  a  degree  of  distress 
that  ought  to  harrow  up  their  very  souls. 
He  could  not  point  out  the  causes,  but  the 
fact  was  glaring.  He  ap[)ealcd  to  the  hon. 
meml)er  for  Borough  bridge  (Mr.  Sadler)  to 
point  out  the  sufl'erings  of  the  children  of 
the  poor.  I'he  heathens  made  their  child- 
ren pass  through  the  fire  to  their  CJod, 
Moloch — vvcmake  our  children  pass  through 
misery  for  our  gain.  J'hcse  things  proved 
the  sins  of  the  land,  and  that  God's  curse 
was  upon  it.  The  destruction  of  Bristol  was 
a  sample  of  Clod's  wrath  when  abroiul. 
Passing  that  and  the  pestilence,  which  they 
were  told,  "  goelh  before  him,"  the  state  of 
the  poor  was  enough  to  induce  that  House  to 
address  the  Crown  to  order  a  fast.  It  must 
not  be  supposed  that  he  was  a  fool  to  call  on 
that  House,  which  he  did,  as  a  l>oily,  only  in 
love  and  truth.  He  did  not  rise  to  make 
personal  attacks,  but  to  lift  up  his  voice 
in  the  name  of  Ciod.  "  You  sit  here  (said 
the  hon.  Memlwr),  like  a  race  of  infidels 
— you  do  not  consult  your  Muker.  This 
House  meets  here,  and  talks  on  public 
affairs  as  if  there  was  no  God.  Let  every 
man  answer  for  himself.  "S'ou  have  no 
more  c<msideration  than  if  you  acknow- 
le<lged  no  (lod.  You  are  all  infidels.  Look 
at  tlic  ptiblic  Press,  the  march  of  intellecrt, 
—  the  spirit  of  the  day  is  sheer  idolatry. 
You  forget  God,  and  think  of  doing  every 
tiling  by  capital,  by  machinery,  by  laws  ; 
lK>asts  are  daily  made  of  the  lil)rral  min<l 
that  is  marching  through  lMirope»  and 
which  arrogates  lo  its^'lf  all  the  blessings 
that  are  enjoyed  by  man  :  but  you  are  act- 
ing on  a  wrong  princi]>le.  All  those  acts 
of  ungodliness  have  been  ])ractised  by  (»ther    House,  and  listen  to  the  wiles  of  Satan? 


'  resist  shall  receive  to  themaelves  damna^ 
'  tion.  For  rulers  are  not  a  terror  to  good 
'  works,  but  to  the  evil :  wilt  thou  then  not 

*  be  afraid  of  the  power  ?  do  that  which  is 
'  good,  and  thou  shalt  have  pnuse  of  the 
'  same.      For  he  is  the  Minister  of  God  to 

*  thee  for  g<MMl ;  but  if  thou  do  that  which 
'  is  evil,  \)e  afraid  :  for  he  bearcth  not  the 
'  sword  in  vain :  for  he  is  the  Minister  of 
'  God,  a  revenger  to  execute  wrath  upon 
'him  that  doeth  evil.'  See  what  is  going 
(m  in  France  and  Fngland.  It  is  blasphemy 
to  attribute  power  to  the  jKople.  He  de- 
fied the  noble  Lord  to  point  out  a  word  in 
the  Bible  that  i>ower  was  from  the  pco- 
])le  !  that  slavish  1)owing  to  public  opinion 
liud  robljcd  the  noble  Lonl  of  all  his  honesty 
and  manh(MKl.  In  the  councils  of  the 
nati(m  they  were  slaves  to  that  blasphemy ; 
but  |)ower  was  only  from  God;  He  was 
aware  that  he  was  speaking  loud  and  with 
warmth,  but  not  with  violence;  he  wss 
sincere,  and  was  urging  these  truths  in  his 
usual  wav,  when  he  was  under  an  influence. 
The  Motion  Ix^longed  to  each  Member  in- 
dividually, as  every  man  had  been  baptised 
in  the  name  of  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holv 
( 1  host,  and  could  not  disol)cy  the  precepts  and 
laws  of  their  (i(k1.  They  might  disrej[i^rd  the 
laws — father  and  brother — but  would  thcv 
refuse  the  precepts  of  God  ?  "1  was  taken 
up,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  "on  the  death 
of  my  father,  by  the  nation,  which  abund- 
antly provided  for  me  and  mine  ;  and  it  is 
in  gratitude  for  that  kindness  that  I  call  on 
the  House  to  address  the  Crown  to  issue  s 
pn)clamation  for  a  fast.  It  has  been  dune 
liefore  bv  Parliament,  and  I  do  not  admit 
the  objection,  that  this  place  is  not  a  fit  and 
proper  place.  Are  we  not  chosen  to  meet 
and  advise  what,  as  Christians,  wc  ought 
to  advise  for  the  g(M)d  of  the  natiqn  ?  Are 
we  to  leave  all  i*eli«:i(m  at  the  door  of  the 


nations.  For  example,  the  French  loft  out 
that  **  the  king  ruled  bv  the  jxrace  of  Cicnl  : " 
denying  thereby  their  fealty  to  that  poWvT 


No.  I  stated  it  hist  yeiu*,  and  I  will  repeat 
the  character  of  infidelity  that  jicrvudes  tlie 
]>ublir  mind.       At  that  time  there  was  the 


*  by   wlioni  alone  kings  roign  and  jirinces    idusphemous  pmpositicm  to  admit  the  Jew 
'deal  justice,*  and    from    whom    'comcth    into  this  House.     If  our  5 


.1'      , 
*all  counsel,  wisdom,  ami  understanding.'  " 

Then  they  had  also  that  blasphemy  in  Lng- 

land,  "thatalljHJwerwasfnmi  thepoojde"— 

sheer  blasphemy  ,as  all  power  was  (roni  GimI, 

and  the  duty  of  man  was  to  submit  and  to 

*  obev  !  'Let  everv  wmiI,'  said  the  1  lolv  Writ. 

*  be  subject  unto  the  higher  powers,    fiir 
'  there  is  no  power  but  of  ( iod  ;   \\w  powers 

*  that  !>«'  are  ordained  of  ( iofl.    \\  ri.i'ne\>r, 

*  thi?r'lbre,   n*sisl«Mh    that   pt)wer,  resislftli 

*  ihe   ordinance  of  God:    and    lliev    that 


Saviour  was  niiNcd, 
and  is  now  in  Heaven,  ut  the  head  of  his 
(Jhurch,  are  we  to  admit  a  .Jew  to  our 
ci)ini('ils  ?  Hie  Edinburgh  Review— the 
fifth  sign  oi  the  infidelity  of  the  times — 
defeiided  that.  It  said,  that  *  it  was  as  ab- 
surd to  talk  of  Christian  pnernment,  as  of 
(  hristian  cookery.*  Man  is  a  fiKtl  in  his 
heart,  and  sav(  th  those  t)iin<rs.  It  is 
eiionnuiis.  that  this  Iwxly  of  Christian'^ 
sImmiM  say,  we  are  not  inclined  to  consider 
of  C'od's  greatness  and  mercy ;  if  so  ungCMlly 
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as  to  entertain  the  question,  what  a  state 
was  the  nation  in  !  The  bent  of  the  hu- 
man mind  is  now  to  set  aside  kings  and 
priests,  and  to  set  up  the  people  as  the 
sovereigns ;  and  I  would  call  on  the  nation 
to  humiliate  themselves,  and  avert  such 
evils.  If  the  House  reject  the  Motion — 
although  CJovemment  may  afterwards  order 
the  Fast — ^yet  in  that  case  the  House  will 
have  dissociated  itself  from  the  act,  and  will 
give  room  for  infidels  and  scoffers  to  say, 
'  Aye !      Let   the  kings  and   priests,   and 

*  those  who  are  fools  enough  to  be  led  by 

*  them,  go  out  with  this  last  piece  of  mum- 
*mery  before  they  are  expelled  for  ever. 
*We,    the  nation,  will  have  none    of  it. 

*  We  know  better ;  and  so  do  our  Repre- 
'  sentatives.'  If  you  agree  to  my  Moti(m, 
I  will  reqaest  the  House  of  Lords  also  to 
supplicate  for  a  fast,  and  we  all  shall  then 
be  bound  up  together  in  one  solemn  act." 
He  would  not  withdraw  his  Motion  (the 
hon.  Member  continued)  as  he  did  last  year; 
he  would  not  give  way,  but  would  divide 
the  House.  He  would  force  the  House 
of  Commons  to  declare  whether  they  would 
bend  their  knee  to  their  Gml.  If  they 
would  not,  the  nation  should  know  their 
refusal.  He  would  have  the  whole  nation, 
the  Lonls,  and  Commons,  to  join  in  the  act 
of  humiliation.  The  Ministers  had  not 
done  it— the  House  of  Commons  had  put 
it  aside.  But,  by  that  anointed  name  by 
which  he  acted,  he  would  appeal  to  them, 
and  it  must  be  done.  Moving  the  previous 
question  would  not  do :  the  House  must 
reject  the  Motion.  "  If  it  does  reject  it, 
all  Europe  will  see  (said  the  lion.  Member) 
that  ye  reject  your  God's  authority.  You 
cannot  escape  this  charge.  iW  the  name, 
and  by  the  blood  of  that  Saviour,  I  implore 
you  to  support  this  Motion.  But  I  have  Iktu 
told  formerly,  that  in  this  blasphemous  and 
unhallowed  atmosphere  I  onj^ht  not  to  have 
used  that  name.  But  it  is  in  that  blessed 
name — the  name  of  that  living  G(k1  and 
5^viour,  who  now  sees  us  and  is  amongst 
as — that  I  alone  appeal  and  act.  Christian 
men  should  love  to  hear  me  call  ou  the 
name  of  Him  in  whose  name  they  were 
bapti;;ed.  C'ast  not  off'  the  reverence  due 
to  that  nnme :  l)ewarc  of  that  iulidelitv 
that  is  creeping  on  you  on  lM)th  sides  of 
the  House,  and  depriviiijjj  yon  of  your  man- 
hood; for  the  safety  of  your  own  souls,  I 
rail  on  von  to  honour  that  name.  I  have 
done  my  duty  to  avj^t  the  evils  that  are 
cmning  ou  (  hristendoin,  preceded  hy  the 
pestilence.  Beware  of  ihe  wrath  that  went 
torth  on  the  plain  against  Smiom  and  (m»- 


morrah — and  that  is  a  type  of  the  judg- 
ment that  is  fast  coming  upon  Christendom. 
My  cry  is,  that  God's  mercy  may  be  on  us 
if  we  humble  ourselves.  Let  all  the  people 
praise  and  sing  for  joy,  and  the  desolating 
force  of  God  shall  pass  by."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving,  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  the  King,  to  order  a 
day  for  a  general  fast  and  humiliation. 

Mr.  John  Weyland  seconded  the  Motion. 

Lord  AUhorp  stated  that  discussion  on 
such  a  topic  was  highly  inexpedient.  He 
disclaimed  being  tinctured  with  infidelity ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  such  discussions 
did  not  tend  to  the  honour  of  religion.  The 
Motion  was  neither  desirable  nor  necessary. 
He  gave  the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought 
the  question  forward  credit  for  good  inten- 
tions. He  meant  no  disrespect  to  him  by 
not  following  him  in  his  argument,  and 
should  move  the  previous  question ;  by 
which  he  intended  that  the  House  should 
express  its  opinion,  that  questions  like  the 
present  ought  not  to  be  taken  up.  It  was 
the  intention  of  Government  to  appoint  a 
day  of  fasting. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  not  avoid  reading  two 
or  three  verses  from  the  Bible.  The  hon. 
Mover  had  talked  of  Sodom  and  of  Bristol, 
and  had  called  us  inffdels,  idolaters,  and 
what  not ;  but  had  the  hon.  Member  for- 
gotten this  passage  of  Isaiah  ? — '  Is  it  such 

*  a  fast  that  I  nave  chosen — a  day  for 
'  a  man  to  afflict  his  soul  ?  Is  it  to  bow 
'down  his  head  like  a  bulrush,  and  to 
'  spread  sackcloth  and  ashes  under  him  ? 
'  Wilt  thou  call  this  a  fast,  and  an  accept- 
'ahle  day  to  the  Lord.''       Is  not  this  the 

*  fast  that  I  have  chosen — to  loose  the  bands 
'of  wickedness,   to  undo  the  heavy  bur- 

*  dens,  and  let  the  oppressed  go  free,  and 
'  that  ye  break  every  yoke  ?  Is  it  not  to 
'  deal  thy  bread  to  the  hungry,  and  that 

*  thou  bring  the  poor  that  are  cast  out  to 
'  thy  house  }     When  thou  seest  the  naked, 

*  that  thou  cover  him,  and  that  thou  hide 
'  not  thyself  from  thine  own  flesh.'  What 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Perceval)  wanted 
was  not  a  real  fast :  a  real  fast  was  one  that 
woidd  feed  the  hungry  and  clothe  the  naked. 

Mr.  Gimlburn  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  say,  that  the  object  would  l)e  accom- 
plishetl  without  going  to  the  vote.  If  the 
n(»ble  Lord  did  not  make  such  a  promise,  he 
hojH'd  the  Motion  would  be  pressed. 

Sir  Thwnas  Bariu*:  would  vote  for  the 
1  Motion,  if  a  fast-day  were  not  to  be  ap- 
'  pointed. 

Lord  AUhorp:  It  is  the  intention  of 
the  (Jovernmenl  to  ap|)oint  a  fast-day. 
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Mr.  Briscoe  heard  the  declaration  of 
the  noble  Lord  with  pleasure,  and  it  was 
to  him  an  additional  reason  for  affording  his 
support  to  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  J.  E.  Gordon  said,  it  was  a  question 
highly  fitting  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  and  that  the  House 
of  Commons  in  former  times  was  often  oc- 
cupied with  such  discussions. 

Mr.  Perceval,  in  answer  to  the  member 
for  Preston,  observed,  that  a  fast  of  hypo- 
crisy was  in  no  way  acceptable  to  Him  that 
judgcth  the  human  heart.  But  which  of 
the  two  was  more  likely  to  observe  the  fast 
of  mercy — he  who  set  aside,  as  unnecessary, 
all  signs  of  public  contrition,  or  he  who, 
consenting  to  such  public  acts,  acknow- 
ledged the  impropriety  of  ungodliness  when 
foins  through  the  fast  of  humiliation  > 
le  should  not  state  what  he  felt,  if  he  did 
not  say  that  the  tardy  consent  at  length 
given  to  the  appointment  of  a  day  for  a 
general  fast  showed  him  with  •  what  re- 
luctance the  Government  at  length  assented. 
He  thought  that  this  was  done  more  for  the 
sake  of  getting  rid  of  the  question  than  from 
any  conviction  of  the  danger  impending 
from  God's  judgments  over  the  laud.  He 
must  confess  that  he  was  unwilling  to  force 
the  House  to  an  act  which  might  accelerate 
those  judgments;  and,  under  that  impres- 
sion, he  would  decline  dividing  the  House. 
With  leave,  therefore,  he  woiild  withdraw 
the  Motion* 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Strangers  were  then  re-admitted,  and 
the  business  proceeded  as  usual. 

m 

Russian-Dutch  Loan.]  Mr.  J.  C, 
Herriex  said  that,  feeling  the  great  import- 
ance of  tlie  subject  which  he  was  about  to 
submit  to  the  attention  of  the  House,  he  was 
sorry  that  it  had  not  fallen  into  abler  hands 
than  his  own.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  clearness  of  the  case,  as  well  as  the 
amount  of  public  money  involved  in  it, 
would  induce  the  House  to  bestow  uj)on  liis 
statement,  and  the  motion  which  he  should 
found  upon  it,  the  attention  which  its  im- 
portance demanded,  but  to  which  he  knew 
he  himself  was  so  little  entitled.  The  first 
point  to  which  lie  should  allude,  was  the 
application  of  a  considerable  sum  of  the 
public  money,  not  only  without  the  author- 
ity of  Parliament,  but,  in  his  judgment, 
directly  contrary  to  the  provisions  and  di- 
rections of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  At  the 
close  of  the  period  when  they  were  last 
aHsembled  in  tliat  house,  the  altcnti(m  of 
his  right  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Tam- 


worth  was  drawn  to  the  fact  of  an  apparent 
misapplication  of  a  sum  of  the  public  mo« 
ney  without  the  authority  of  Parliament. 
There  passed  at  that  time,  upon  a  question 
put  across  the  table  of  the  House,  such  an 
explanation  as  had  placed  the  subject  at  the 
present  moment  in  a  more  advanced  state 
than,  without  such  an  explanation,  it  could 
have  been.      That  circumstance  would  en- 
able him  materially  to  abridge  the  observa- 
tions which  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
submit  to  the  House  on  the  present  occasion. 
It  would  also  tend,  he  thought,  materially 
to  diminish  the  time  which  he  should  have 
to  bestow  upon  the  subject,  by  clearing  up 
and  settling  at  once  some  important  points 
wliich  he  should  otherwise  have  had  to 
prove.     There  were  some  principal  circum- 
stances —    as    matters     of     fact  -—  that 
were  on  both  sides  agreed  upon,  and  which, 
upon  a  question  of  this  kind,  was  of  mate- 
rial advantage.     The  House  must  be  aware 
that  he  was  about  to  propose  to  them  to 
declare  an  opinion  upon  this  question :  that, 
an  engagement  having  been  contracted  on 
the  part  of  this  country  to  pay  a  foreign 
loan  in  another  country,  with  a  certain 
condition  annexed  to  that  engagement,  and 
that  condition  having  been  notoriously  ful- 
filled or  discharged,   that    the  periodical 
payments   of    the    loan  had  nevertheless 
continued  to  be  made,  to  all  appearance— 
indeed,  as  he  should  conceive,  to  the  abso- 
lute conviction  of  every  man  acquainted 
with    the    treaties    upon    which    it    was 
founded — in  manifest  contravention  of  the 
stipulations  which  had  l)een  entered  into. 
But  for  the  admissions  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  there  might  have  been  some  doubts 
with  respect  to  many  of  the  facts  involved 
in  the  case.     For  instance,  it  might  some- 
times be  a  matter  of  doubt  when  a  State 
was  or  was  not  in  a  state  of  indCTendenoe. 
Upon  that  ixnnt,  however,  he  should,  on 
the  present  occasion,  have  no  argument  to 
make — no  difiiculty  to  encounter.     It  was 
admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  of  whose  conduct  be  was 
al)out  to  complain,  that  the  act  of  separation 
between  Belgium  and  Holland  luul  taken 
place.      It  was  also  admitted— for,   af^r 
what  had  passed  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
felt  himself  justified   in  saying  so— that, 
subsequently  to  that  separation,  money  had 
been  paid  by  this  country  in  satisfaction  of 
the  Hussian  loan  in  Holland.     Upon  that, 
he  Ix'lieved,  there  wiis  no  dispute.     The 
point  in  dispute  lM?tween  him  and  the  right 
hon.  Cicntlemen  opiH>site  was  this:  was  it, 
or  waf;  it  not  lawful,  on  the  part  of  the 


905 


Russian-Dutch 


{Jan. 26} 


Loan. 


906 


Ministers  of  the  Crown,  after  the  separation 
of  the  Bclgic  provinces  from  Flolland  had  oc- 
curred, to  continue  to  make  the  payments  to 
which  he  had  alluded  ?  It  was  indispensable 
for  him,  in  order  to  put  the  House  in  posses- 
sion of  the  state  of  the  case  as  he  viewed  it, 
and  in  order  to  enable  the  members  to  come 
to  a  correct  judgment  upon  the  motion 
which  he  should  have  the  honour  to  submit 
to  them,  that  he  should  go  into  some  minute 
detaiL  To  that  detail,  notwithstanding  the 
dulness  of  it,  he  prayed  the  attention  of 
the  House,  because  it  was  necessary  to 
exhibit  the  true  state  of  the  transaction  at 
the  period  to  which  he  was  about  to  allude. 
It  was  necessary  that  he  should  trace  the 
origin  and  trace  the  progress  of  the  engage- 
ment in  question,  in  order  that  he  might 
clearly  state  to  the  House  upon  what 
grounds  it  was  he  had  come  to  the  decision — 
a  decision  of  which  he  could  not  divest  his 
mind-^that  to  continue  the  payment  of  the 
loan  to  which  he  had  alluded,  was  an  act, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  utterly 
without  the  sanction — nay,  as  he  conceived, 
in  absolute  defiance  of — a  si)ecilic  enactment 
of  the  Legislature.  The  origin  of  the 
transaction  was  this,  and  he  begged  the 
particular  attention  of  the  House  to  it : — 
The  engagement,  on  the  part  of  England, 
to  pay  the  debt  due  by  Russia  to  Holland, 
was  not  in  discharge  of  any  debt  or  engage- 
ment from  England  to  Russia,  but  in  dis- 
charge pf  an  obligation  of  England  to 
HollancT.  In  order  to  elucidate  the  point, 
he  (Mr.  Herries)  had  called,  on  a  former 
occasion,  for  two  conventions,  on  which  tlie 
debt  was  founded.  It  was  to  the  first  of 
those  conventions  that  he  begged,  in  the 
first  place,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  It  contained  much  which  had  no 
relation  to  the  subject  which  he  was  then 
discussing,  but  he  should  only  trouble  the 
House  by  directing  its  attention  to  that 
part  of  it  upon  which  the  whole  of  the 
transaction  was  founded,  and  from  which 
every  obligation  which  we  had  with  rcs]x?ct 
to  the  loan  undoubtedly  sprung.  The 
convention  to  which  he  was  then  alluding, 
was  that  of  the  1 3th  of  August,  1814.  To 
that  convention  was  appended  an  additional 
article,  and  that  additional  article  was  the 
foundation  of  our  engagement  to  pay  the 
Russian  loan.  Tlie  preamble  to  the  article 
was  in  these  terms : — '  In  order  the  better 
'  to  provide  for  the  defence  and  incorporation 
*  of  the  Belgic  provinces  with  Holland,  his 
'  Britannic  Majesty  shall  take  upon  himself, 
'and  engage  to  defray,  the  following 
'  charges  :-^l8t  the  payment  of  1>000,000E 


'  sterling  to  Sweden,  in  satisfaction  of  certain 
'  claims  mentioned  in  the  convention;  2ndly. 
*to  advance  2,000,000/.  sterling,  to  be 
'  applied,  in  concert  with  the  prince  sove- 
'  reign  of  the  Netherlands,  and  in  aid  of  an 
'  equal  sum  to  be  furnished  by  him  towards 
'  augmenting  and  improving  the  defences  of 
'  the  Low  Countries ;  and,  3rdly.  to  bear, 
'  equally  with  Holland  such  further  charges 

*  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the  high 
'  contracting  parties  and  their  allies,  towards 
'  the  final  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 

*  Low  Countries,  in  union  with  Holland, 
'  and  under  the  dominion  of  the  House  of 
'  Orange,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  the 
'sum  of  3,000,000/.,  to  be  defrayed  by 
'  Great  Britain.'  The  indefinite  obligation 
mentioned  in  that  article,  to  pay  certain 
sums  in  union  with  Holland,  was  better 
expressed  by  the  French,  who  made  use  of 
the  terms,  '*  conjoinlcvicnt  ct  toiijours  en 
jx)riions  tgalcs,*  conjointly  and  always  in 
equal  shares.  But  the  indefinite  engage- 
ment to  which  he  alluded,  and  the  substance 
of  which  was,  as  he  had  just  stated,  for  the 
King  of  this  country  to  pay  certain  sums 
for  Holland,  and  with  Holland,  as  Holland 
might  require,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
to  that  country  the  incorporation  of  the 
Belgic  provinces,  was  reduced  to  a  sjKcific 
and  more  binding  engagement  in  the 
subsequent  treaty.  The  framers  of  that 
treaty  took  care  that  there  should  be  no 
mistake.  They  were  at  evident  pains  to 
make  it  clearly  understood  that  it  was  in 
fulfilment  of  the  first  that  the  second  was 
made.  To  that  second  treaty,  in  which  the 
king  of  Holland  exj)ressed  his  obligation  to 
the  emperor  of  Russia,  and  the  other  allied 
lowers,  for  the  manner  in  which  the  Belgic 
provinces  had  been  secured  to  him,  in  order 
to  carry  it  into  eflcct  England  step])ed  in^ 
and  agreed  to  become  a  party  in  pursuance 
of  the  engagements  maue  by  her  with  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  in  the  previous 
treaty  of  the  13th  of  August,  1814.  lliis 
undertaking,  then,  and  all  which  related  to 
it,  had  its  origin  in  the  obligations  of  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  to  the  other  Euro- 
pean Powers,  and,  in  consideration  of  it, 
certain  colonies  were  ceded  by  Holland  to 
this  country.  But  whatever  construction 
might  be  put  u|)on  the  general  tenour  of 
this  treaty,  which  it  was  not  then  of  im- 
portance to  refer  to,  it  was  clear,  that,  from 
the  commencement  to  the  end,  the  under- 
taking, on  the  part  of  this  country,  was  all 
on  account  of,  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands,  and  in  order  to 
maintain  the  incorporation  of  the  Belgic 
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provinces  with  Im  dominions.  He  had 
dwelt  at  some  length  upon  that  part  of  the 
subject,  in  order  to  imprc*ss  upon  the  minds 
of  those  who,  |)erliaps,  might  only  have 
cursorily  read  the  treaties^  that  there  could, 
upon  the  face  of  those  recorded  documents, 
be  no  ground  for  mistake.  He  was  also 
anxious  that  the  House  should  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  terms  of  the  two  treaties, 
because  upon  them  would  turn  the 
wliole  of  his  observ'ations.  He  had  referred 
to  the  origin  of  the  transaction  to  show  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  arisen,  u|K)n  what 
principle  it  was  established,  and  to  what 
definite  point  it  was  brought  1)y  the  List 
treaty.  In  all  the  provisions  of  that  treaty, 
as  well,  indeed,  as  in  the  first,  the  House 
would  find  that,  with  respect  both  to  prin- 
cipal and  interest,  England  agreed  to  dis- 
charge the  loan  in  equal  shares  with 
Holland.  That  was  the  foundation  uyum 
which  the  first  engagement  was  made,  and 
it  would  have  been  most  extraordinary, 
indeed  it  would  have  been  wild,  if,  u|)ou 
such  an  occasion,  we  had  undertaken  to 
make  payments  which  Holland  did  not 
undertake  to  make  in  equal  ])arts  with  us. 
If  the  facts  were  as  he  haid  stated  them — and 
he  thought  they  could  not  be  denied — then 
Ministers  had  acted  upon  the  conventions 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  in  a  very  illegal 
way,  because  England  was  only  to  ytay 
her  share  of  the  loan  conjointly  with  her 
partner,  Holland.  England  was  bound  to 
j)ay,  ill  common  with  Holland,  and  only  in 
common  with  Holland;  and  in  no  case 
wliatever  was  it  provided,  that  this  country 
was  to  make  any  payments  inde})endent  of 
that  i)ower.  In  order  always  to  be  con- 
sistent with  that  policy,  and  in  onkr  tt) 
mark,  in  the  strongest  manner,  the  object 
and  purpose  of  the  last  specific  engagement, 
in  order  to  limit  it  strictly,  and  to  leave  no 
doubt  as  to  the  construction  to  be  put  upon 
it,  a  clause  was  introduced,  the  most  befit- 
ting that  could  have  been  introduced,  for 
the  state  of  things  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
It  declared,  that "  it  was  thereby  understood 
and  agreed,  betw^een  the  higli  contracting 
parties,  that  the  said  payments,  on  the  part 
of  their  Majesties  the  king  of  the  Netlier- 
lands  and  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  as 
aforesaid,  shall  cease  and  determine,  should 
the  possession  and  sovereignty  (which 
God  forbid)  of  the  Belgic  provinces  at 
any  time  pass  or  be  severed  from 
the  dominions  of  his  majesty  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands,  previous  to  the  complete 
liquidation  of  the  same."  That  was  per- 
fectly rights  perfectly  consistent  with  the 


princi)»le  of  the  treaty,  and  with  the  origin 
of  tlie  transaction.  It  might  have  been 
stiid,  it  might  even  then  be  said,  that,  if 
there  were  no  such  clause  as  that  which  he 
had  just  read,  it  would  have  been  lawful 
for  the  Government  of  this  country  to 
have  umtinucd  to  have  paid  the  loan  to 
Russia  after  the  separation  of  the  Belgic 
provinces  from  Holland.  But  the  states* 
men  of  the  day  did  not  choose  to  leave  a 
doubt  upcm  the  question.  They  said,  **  This 
treaty  shall  not  only  lie  executive,  but  pro- 
hibitive.'* They  made  assurance  doubly 
sure;  they  strictly  prohibited  any  further 
payment  in  case  certain  circumstances  should 
arise.  That  c<ise  anticipated  by  the  frnmers 
of  the  treaty  had  arrived,  and,  therefore,  in 
conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  daiise  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  payment  should  have 
censed.  On  the  one  side  it  had  ceased— 
Holland,  since  her  separation  from  Belgium, 
had  ceased  to  pay,  because  she  says  tlie  case 
has  arisen  which  was  contemplated  by  the 
framers  of  the  treaty  by  which  she  was  to 
be  relciised  from  the  engagement ;  England, 
however,  continued  to  pay,  notwithstand- 
ing the  prohibiticm  he  had  just  read,  and 
in  spite  of  the  full  release  he  conocived 
she  had.  These  werc  admitted  facta,  and, 
therefore,  although  he  was  prcimred  to 
prove  them,  it  was  not  necessary  that  ho 
should  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by 
doing  so ;  it  was  a  ]X)int  conceded  that  the 
(n)vemment  of  lilngland,  taking  a  difiereiit 
view  of  the  question  from  that  of  Hollaiid 
— up(m  what  ground  he  knew  not—had 
continued  to  make  payments  to  Russia,  in 
s])ite  of  the  prohibition  clearly  and  dis* 
tinctly  set  forth  in  the  treaty,  and  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  their  co-partner  in  the  en- 
gagement had  felt  himself  entirely  absolved 
from  further  payment.  He  (Mr.  Henries) 
must  vState,  that  when  the  attention  of  the 
House  was  first  drawn  to  this  subject  in 
the  last  sitting  of  Parliament,  and  when 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had,  upon  that  oc- 
casion, fairly  and  freely  admitted  that  the 
facts  which  he  hud  just  stated  had  occurred, 
the  continuance  of  Government  to  pay  the 
loan  appeared  to  him  to  be  so  obviously  and 
ilaji^ranUy  at  variance,  not  only  with  the 
spirit,  but  with  the  precise  words  of  the 
treaty,  that  he  really  anticipated,  before 
they  again  assembled,  that  any  motion  such 
as  that  wliich  he  was  about  to  submit  would 
have  been  rendered  unnecessary  by  some 
previous  act  on  the  part  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  admitting  the  fact  of  there  being 
some  other  ground  than  any  which  had  yet 
appeared  before  Parliament,  and  that  tbej 
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had  taken  a  new  view  of  llie  case^  ami  dad 
therufore  determined  to  continue  to  dis- 
charge the  loan.  But  bv  tlii'ir  inaction 
upon  the  Kubject,  Ministers  had  brought 
him  to  the  conviction  that  their  only  de- 
fence conld  be  grounded  u|>on  the  lusFertion 
that  there  was  no  meaning  in  the  words 
"  shall  cease  and  determine,  in  case  of  the 
se|mrati(m  of  Belgium  fnnn  Holland."  To 
common  understandings  the  meaning  of  these 
plain  and  decisive  words  was  obvious  enough. 
Ministers,  he  sup)K)sed,  had  some  arbitrary 
reading  of  their  own,  by  which  they  chose 
to  translate  them ;  at  all  events  he  could  con- 
ceive no  other  gnmnds  upon  which  they 
i-ould  |)ossibly  have  continued  their  j)ay- 
ments  after  the  separation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries had  taken  phice.  But,  ufMrn  further 
investigation,  it  seemed  that  Ministers  had 
not  even  that  ground  upon  which  to  justify 
their  conduct.  It  certainly  wius  ])ossible  to 
suppose  that  they  had  entertained  a  doubt 
upon  the  subject  —  that  there  was  some 
diilerence  of  opiniem  between  them  as  to 
the  construction  to  be  put  U|>on  the  trea- 
ties. But  that  supposition  c(mld  have  no 
place  in  their  answer  that  evening,  because 
the  House  had  the  authuritv  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  themselves,  to  whom  the 
execution  of  this  treaty  was  confided  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  for  s;iying  that 
the  words  of  the  <  'onvention  had  not  Ix'cn 
misconstrued.  It  was  admitted,  that  Par- 
liament gave  directions  for  the  pciyment  of 
tlie  money  in  a  particular  manner,  and 
gave  siKxific  directions  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  Act  should  be  jxirformed,  as  was 
the  case  with  most  of  the  money  paid  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The  liords  of 
the  Treasury  were  directed  and  authori;!ed 
by  their  warrant  to  pay  certain  sums  in 
certain  ]xirticular  cases,  and  these  were 
generally  stated  with  a  great  degree  of 
strictness.  He  contended  that  this  was  the 
true  inteq^retation  of  the  ])resent  case,  lie 
was  sure  that  no  one  would  say,  that,  Ix;- 
cause  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  not  con- 
sidered suifieiently  extensive,  that  there- 
fore, the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  were  to  1x5 
permitted  to  enlarge  it.  In  all  questions 
of  this  sort  Parliament  alone  had  the  jxiwer 
to  enlarge  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  their 
own.  On  a  former  occasion  he  called  for 
an  account  of  the  monies  advanced  under 
the  first  treaty  with  Holland.  That  re- 
turn was  made  by  the  Treasury  in  an  able 
and  satisfactory  manner.  Great  pains  had 
obriously  been  bestowed  upon  it;  it  was 
highly  creditable  to  those  by  whom  it  was 
drrnwn  up ;  it  was  perfectly  correct.    In 


18iJ8,  the  Treasury  had  also  been  called 
upon  by  the  Finance  Conunitlee  to  make 
a  ret  urn ;  not  only  of  the  sums  that  had 
been  advanced  luider  the  head  of  the 
"  Hussian  Loan,*'  but  also  t(»  state  to  the 
Committee  the  condition  uikmi  which  that 
loan  was  continued  to  be  paid.  That  re- 
turn was  made,  containing,  of  course,  all 
the  expenditure  which  had  occurred  under 
the  head  specified,  together  with  a  brief 
statement  of  the  conditions  upon  which  we 
were  to  c(mtinue  to  pay  ;  and  it  concluded 
with   these  words,   *  The  payments  are  to 

*  cease  should  the  Belgic  provinces  l)e  sepa- 

*  rated    from  the   domhiion  of  the  king  of 

*  the  Netherlands  previous  to  the  liquida- 

*  tion  (»f  the  debt.'  Notwithstanding  that 
recorded  understanding  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  loan,  and  the 
conditions  under  which  it  was  |niid — not- 
withstanding the  terms  of  the  convention 
itself — notwithstanding,  he  would  not  call 
it  the  limitation,  but  the  prohibition,  of  the 
clause  in  the  second  treaty— notwithstanding 
the  occurrence  of  the  fact,  which,  ujxm  the 
face  of  the  documents  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded rendered  it,  to  all  commcm  under- 
.standings,  inn>erative  on  the  Government 
not  to  make  further  payments — notwith- 
standing that  our  associate  in  the  tnms- 
aclion,  knowing  well  the  justice  of  the 
case,  and  understanding  well  the  engage- 
ment under  which  he  was  bound,  had 
refused  to  continue  to  make  his  payments — 
notwithstanding  all  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  of  this  country  had,  during 
the  last  three  times  of  payment,  continued 
to  pay  England's  share  of  the  debt.  'Iliree 
times  the  Dutch  government  had  refused 
to  pay — three  times  the  English  Govern- 
ment had  continued  to  jmy.  It  was  not 
for  him  on  that  occasion  to  enter  into  any 
argument  u\x)n  the  jwint,  or  at  what  par- 
ticular time  the  separation  of  Belgium  from 
Holland  might  be  technically  said  to  hare 
taken  place.  Suffice  it  for  him  to  say,  that 
he  had  so  worded  his  resolution  as  to  make  it 
apply  to  any  payment  that  might  have  been 
made  at  any  time  after  the  sqmration  had 
taken  place.  He  had  given  his  most  cool 
and  deliberate  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
he  felt  convinced,  on  a  review  of  all  the 
facts  he  had  recapitulated,  that  there  was 
not  the  smallest  iota  of  claim  on  the  part 
of  Russia  for  the  continuance  of  the  pay- 
ment of  the  debt  by  England.  We  were 
in  this  situation — we  had  made  two  treaties 
with  Holland  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating 
this  loan,  and  accoiti])anicd  with  certain 
conditions^  which  conditions  apply  to  th^ 
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case  so  strongly  that  the  treaty  was  at  an 
end  unless  they  were  fuHillcd,  We  were 
only  to  pay  these  sums  of  money  jointly 
with  Holland,  and  for  the  benefit  of  that 
Power.  England  was  not,  in  her  separate 
capacity  a  debtor  to  Russia — Russia  had 
no  right  to  make  any  claim  on  us  for 
the  liquidation  of  the  debt.  We  certainly 
were  bound  to  Russia  to  make  payment 
upon  a  particular  basis;  and  one  of  the 
ground- works  of  that  basis  was,that  Holland 
should  continue  to  make  joint  payments 
with  us.  He  would  ask,  whether,  if  Russia 
exempted  Holland  from  the  payment  of 
this  loan,  England  would  be  called  upon  to 
pay.**  The  payments  had  reference  only 
to  certain  objects.  The  treaty  was  made 
with  a  view  to  secure  the  government  of 
the  Belgian  i)rovinces  to  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands.  It  was  considered  that  we 
should  do  much  for  the  attainment  of  that 
object  by  the  adoption  of  this  course.  K 
wc  were  absolved  from  one  part  of  the 
treaty,  we  were  absolved  from  the  whole  ; 
and  if  we  were  held  by  one  part,  we  were  held 
by  the  whole.  He  wished  to  shew  that  it 
was  not  iK)ssiblc  that  we  could  be  consi- 
dered the  debtors  of  Russia  in  any  other 
respect  than  as  being  conjointly  bound 
with  Holland  in  this  loan.  The  conduct, 
however,  that  had  been  pursued  would  go 
to  show  that  it  was  a  debt  from  this  couu. 
try  to  Russia,  not  with  the  concurrence  of 
Holland,  but  a  debt  from  England  alone. 
Holland  refused  to  pay  her  portion,  on  the 
ground  that  the  loan  was  contracted  to 
continue  her  in  undivided  possession  of  the 
Belgic  provinces,  and  that  she  no  longer 
had  the  sovereignty  of  that  country ;  and 
it  was  impossible,  when  the  principal  was 
exonerated  that  the  surbordinate  party 
should  be  held  bound  by  his  engagement. 
ATter  much  reflection,  he  confessed  he  had 
not  been  able  to  arrive  at  any  decent  con- 
jecture as  to  what  the  nature  of  the  defence 
to  be  set  up  by  Ministers  would  be. 
Speaking  honestly,  he  really  was  not  able 
even  to  t^ucss  at  the  grounds  of  objection 
which  might  be  made  by  Government  to 
the  Motion,  which,  in  conformity  with  the 
simple  facts  which  he  had  stated,  it  was  his 
intention  to  submit  to  the  House.  He 
could  not  sup})osc  that  any  circumstance 
previous  to  the  date  of  the  treaties  would 
be  urged  as  a  ground  for  putting  a  con- 
struction upon  them  contrary  to  that  which 
he  had  stated  as  their  most  obvious  and 
palpable  meaning.  Neither  could  he  sup- 
pose that  any  other  negotiations  would  be 
pleaded  as  giving  a  colouring  to  the  trea- 


ties which   would   warrant  Ministers    in 
taking  a  course  directly  at  variance  with 
the  obvious  meaning  of  their  words.     He 
could   not    suppose   that  cither  of    these 
grounds  would  be  advanced,  because,  after 
what  had  been  said  on  a  former  occasion,  it 
would  have  been  the  duty  of  Ministers,  if 
the  whole  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  had  acted   were   not  known  to   the 
House,  to  have  come  down  and  explained 
them.     Neither  could  he  believe,  although 
he  had  heard  it  stated,  that  Ministers  would 
seek  to  defend  themselves  upon  the  ground 
that,  inasmuch   as   that   this   country  had 
been  participant  in,  or  had,  in  some  degree, 
contributed   to   the   independence  of    the 
Belgic   provinces,  that   therefore   she  was 
not   released  from   her  obligation   to  dis- 
charge her  share  of  the  debt  due  to  Russia. 
He  could  not  suppose  that  such  a  ground 
of  defence  would  be  set  up,  because,  at  first 
sight,  it  was  obviously  untenable.     Parlia- 
ment had  confided  )>owers,  or  rather  given 
directions,  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to 
do  so   and   so,  under    certain    conditions. 
Those  conditions  were  imperative,  and  Par- 
liament  certainly  did  not  give  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  power  to  dispense   with 
them,  and  to  act  in  direct  contradiction  of 
them.      The  Government  in  no  case  could 
act  upon  its  own  judgment  as  to  what  was 
right,  so  as  to  dispense  with  the  authority 
of   Parliament,  in  the  application  of  any 
portion  of  the  public  money ;  and  such  a 
proceeding   came  most  ungraciously    from 
those   hon.    Gentlemen  who  had  been   so 
loud  in   recommending   a   most   watchful 
care  over  the  national  purse.     In  continu- 
ing  these   payments   under   such   circuro. 
stances,  they  had  been  guilty  of  one  of  the 
most  flagrant  outrages  on  their  own  avowed 
principles,  that  could  possibly  take  place  in 
any  department  of  the  public  service.     If 
no  justification  could  be  founded  upon  any 
thing  that  had  occurred  before  or  af^r  tlie 
passing  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  by  which 
it  could  be  shown  that  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  were  authorised  to  pay  England's 
share  of  Holland's  debt  to   Russia^   the 
House  could,  of  necessity,  come  to  but  one 
conclusion ;  and  he  confessed  that  he  ap- 
proached with  wonder  the  only  real  ground 
of  defence  wliich  it  appeared  to  him   it 
would  be  i)ossible  for  Ministers  to  set  up 
— namely,  that  they  had  read  the  treaty 
dificrently,  that  they  had  read  the  Act  of 
Parliament    differently  from  the  rest   of 
mankind,  or,  at  least,  that  the  words  of  the 
treaty  and  the  words  of  the  Act  of  Parlia* 
meat  had  not,  in  their  nundsi  Uie  atm^ 
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import  that  they  had  in  his.     If  the  words 
of  the  treaty,  or  the  words  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  had  been  loose  or  ambiguous, 
he  might  have  thought  tliat  such  a  solution 
of  the  difficulty  would  have  been  easy  and 
admissible.      But    those    words   were    so 
precise,  so  very  specific,  so  very  cautious, 
that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive   how  it 
would  be  possible  for  Ministers  ever  to  ex- 
plain their  conduct.     He  had  thus  stated, 
tediously  he   feared,   but   still,  he  ho]>cd, 
distinctly,  all  the  facts  of  the  case.      The 
question  was  one  of  such  immense  im|K)rt- 
ance  in  its  principle  and  in  its  conse<|uences, 
that  in  the  statement  which  he  had  made 
he  had  endeavoured   to  throw  out   every 
thing  which    could   tend    to   diminish   its 
clearness,  or  to  divert  the  attention  of  the 
House  from  the  main  facts  upon  which  it 
would  have  to  express  its  opinion.     He  had 
not  treated  it  as  a  party  question,  neither 
had  he  alluded  to  the  diilerences  of  opinion 
which  existed  between  political  parties,  nor 
indulged  in  any  of  the  taunts  which  were  but 
too  frequent  when  those  who  had  lately  been 
in  office  arnugned  the  conduct  of  those  who 
were   their  successors.      Undoubtedly   he 
had  neglected  a  very  good  op|>ort unity  of 
reminding  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site of  professions  made  before  they  had  as- 
sumed the  situation  which  they  then  held. 
He  might  have  drawn  a  comparison  between 
what  they  had  promised  and  what  they  had 
pcrformeil,  but  he  had  puri)oscly  abstained 
from  making  any  allusions  to  their  appa- 
rent inconsistency.     He  felt  that  the  sub- 
ject itself  was  one  which  required  to  be 
discussed  altogether  in  a  different  tone  and 
temper.     He  felt  that  it  was  of  tlie  utmost 
importance  that  every  man  should  dismiss 
from  his  mind  every  party  prejudice,  and 
that  he  should  be  able  to  decide  upon  the 
question  in  reference  alcme  to  the  authority 
of  Parliament — the  constitutional  privileges 
of  Parliament,  and  the  i)roi>er  disposal  of 
the  public  money.     Taken  in  that  |X)int  of 
view,  the  division  of  that  night  would  be 
of  immense  importance,  because  the  ques- 
tion upon  which  it  would  take  place,  in- 
volved principles  of  the  highest  order,  not 
only  in  the  direction  of  international  aflairs, 
but  in  the  administration  of  civil  govern- 
ment.    If  the  House  rejected  his  Motion, 
they  would  sanction  the  dis|X)sal  of  upwanls 
of  5,000,000/.  of  the  public  money  without 
the  direction  or  authority  of  Parliament. 
To  all  those  who  thought  this  constitutional 
principle  of  imix)rtance  that  all  directions 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money  by 
ParlttiBMSxit  should  be  implicitly  obeyedi  and 


to  all  those  who  believed  that  the  assump- 
tion of  the  least  discretion  on  the  observance 
of  that  high  principle  was  fraught  with 
danger  to  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  be 
strongly  recommended  to  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion with  which  heshould  presently  conclude; 
all  those,  on  the  other  hand,  who  thought  that 
ex]x?diency  would  at  any  time  justify  any 
Minister  to  dispense  with  the  express  au- 
thority of  an  Act  of  Parliament  would,  of 
course,  vote  agiiinst  him.  Finally,  as  he  felt 
convinced  that  Great  Britain  was  not  called 
upon  by  the  treaty,  or  authorised  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  continue  the  payment, 
he  ho|>ed  that  all  who  were  in  favour  of 
retrenchment  and  economy,  as  well  as 
those  who  looked  u^wn  the  Government  as 
bound  by  treaties,  would  vote  with  him  in 
the  Resolutions  which  he  would  then  beg 
leave  to  projwse.  The  right  hon.  CJentlc- 
man  concluded  by  moving  the  following 
Resolutions  :— 

"  That,  by  the  Act  55th  George  3rd,  for 
carrying  into  eftect  a  Convention  between 
his  Majesty  and  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands and  the  emperor  of  Russia,  power  is 
given  to  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's 
Treasury  to  issue  such  sums  of  money  as 
shall  be  required  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  or  principal  of  a  certain  ^Kirtion  of 
a  Russian  loan  in  Holland,  to  be  borne  (in 
pursuance  of  that  Convention)  by  his  Ma- 
jesty as  and  when  the  same  shall  be  pay- 
able, conformably  to  the  tenor  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's engiigement,  as  specified  in  the  said 
Convention. 

'■  Tliat,  by  one  of  the  articles  of  the  said 
Convention,  recited  in  the  said  Act,  it  is 
expressly  provided,  that  the  said  ^myments 
on  the  ])art  of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
and  of  his  Majesty  as  aforesaid,  should  ceaso 
and  determine  should  the  possession  and 
sovereignty  of  the  Belgic  provinces  at  any 
time  pass  or  be  severed  from  the  dominions 
of  his  Majesty  the  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
previous  to  the  complete  liquidation  of  the 
same. 

''That  the  application  of  the  public 
money  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  .any  pay« 
ments  on  the  part  *of  Great  Britain,  on  ac« 
count  of  the  Russian  loan  in  Holland,  after 
the  |>ossession  and  sovereignty  of  the  Belgic 
Provinces  had  passed  from  the  dominions  of 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  is  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  55  George  SrA, 
c.  115,  and  is  unwarranted  by  any  author* 
ity  of  Parliament." 

Lord  Althorp  was  free  to  admit  that  the 
greater  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man's  statement  was  not  an  exaggeratioiiof 
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the  facts  of  the  nibc,  but  lie  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  irrelevance  of  the  U)pii'S  on 
which  he  had  touched  towanls  the  conclu- 
sion of  his  speecli.  The  ri<^ht  hon.  (Jentlc- 
man  iirofesscd  tliat  he  was  chielly  induced 
to  brinj;  forward  this  Motion  on  the  ground 
of  public  economy.  A  question  of  public 
economy  was  one  which  vc?ry  projKTly  com- 
manded a  ready  hearing  in  that  House,  at 
least  from  himself  and  his  colleagues,  but  it 
would  1x3  unjust  to  the  real  merits  of  the 
case  under  consideration  to  represent  it  as 
one  merely  involving  the  interests  of  the 
public  purse,  without  regard  to  public  ho- 
nour. The  {|uestion  for  the  House  to  de- 
termine was,  not  whether  a  certain  saving 
might  ix)ssibly  be  eilected  in  the  public  ex- 
])enditurc,  but  whether  tlie  faith  of  the 
Crown — that  is,  the  honour  of  the  country 
— was  pledged  to  p;iy  the  sums  referred  to 
in  die  right  Inm.  Gentlenian's  speech.  This 
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he  reiH-ated,  was,  whether,  by  its  provbioris, 
was  the  honour  of  the  Crown  pledged  to 
the  ]Kiynient  of  a  iN>rticm  of  a  certain  loan 
made  iK'tween  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
and  tlie  emiieror  of  Uussia.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  maintahied  that  we  were  not 
bound  to  make  g<x)d  the  terms  of  that  loan ; 
because  as  its  payment  was  contingent  upon 
the  non-separation  of  Belgium  and  Hol- 
land, the  fact  of  a  severance  haYing  taken 
place  between  the  states,  made  null  the  ori- 
ginal compact.  The  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  inference  would  be  found 
in  the  spirit  in  which  the  treaty  was  enter- 
ed  into,  and  in  a  consideration  of  the  o1>ject 
contemplated  by  the  provision  which  made 
the  integrity  of  the  cnm tract  contingent 
upon  .the  union  of  Holland  and  Belgium 
under  one  monarch.  That  consideration 
would  show,  that  the  separation  ccmtcm- 
plated  by  the  framers  of  the  treaty  was  one 


and  he  hoiKjd,  therefore,  that  it  would  be 
borne  in  mind  by  hon.  Members,  and  that 
they  would  not  i)crsuade  themselves,  that 
in  voting  for  the  right  hon.  Cxcntleman's 
Motiim,  they  were  voting  merely  to  clfect 
a  reducti(m  in  the  public  exix;nditurc. 
The  question  really  was — was  the  public 
faith  pledged  by  the  Treaty  of  181 5,  to  the 
jxiyment  of  certain  sums  to  tlie  emi)eror  of 
liussia.'*  He  was  remlv  to  admit,  that  if 
they  confined  their  views  to  the  mere  letter 
of  the  Act,  framed  with  a  view  to  carry  the 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  1815,  the  infer- 
ences of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  not 
tniwarranted,  but  he  maintained,  that  if 
they  impartially  examined  the  treaty  itself, 
they  would  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
we  were  bound  by  it  to  make  good  the  pay- 
ments complained  of  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  treaty — he  felt  he  was 
not  assuming  too  much  in  saying  so— was 
the  document  which  should  be  their  guide 
in  the  present  investigation,  the  Act  being 
merely  a  formal  legislative  siinction  of  its 
provisions.  At  the  first  blush  it  was  his  own 
opinion,  that  we  were  not  bound  to  con- 
tinue the  payments  under  the  circumstances 
of  separation  dwelt  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  a  careful  examination  of 
the  spirit  and  provisions  of  that  treaty  con- 
vinced him  that  the  honour  of  the  country 
was  pledged  to  the  payments,  and  that  on 
no  other  consideration  than  that  it  was  so 

Sledffed  should  we  have  interfered  as  we 
ad  done  in  the  affairs  of  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium. That  was  not  the  time  for  consider- 
ing whether  the  treaty  was  originally  a 
vriseone  or  otherwise;  the  simple  question, 


Wiis  the  real  question  before  the  House,    made  by  external  force,  and  had  nothing  to 
^'      '        1    -1       />        .1    .  •.  11  1.      sjiy  to  any  separation  wholly  internal  in  its 

source  and  result.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  the  sole  object  of  the  treaty 
was  to  secure  the  union  of  the  Dutch  and 
Belgic  provinces  under  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands,  and  that  Holland  only  derired 
benefit  from  its  provisions.  This  was  but 
partially  true.  Was  it  no  benefit  to  Russia 
to  be  released  from  a  debt  ?  And  was  it  not 
the  evident  object  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, in  pledging  this  country  to  a  moiety 
of  the  debt  amtrocted  in  Holland  by  Russiaf 
to  give  Russia  an  interest  in  ^yrescrving 
the  integrity  of  the  kingdom  of  the  Nether- 
lands ?  It  was  to  eilbct  this  object— that 
is,  he  repeated,  to  give  Russia  an  interest 
in  preventing  the  severance  of  Holland  and 
Belgium — that  tliis  country  concluded  the 
treaty,  and  to  that  treaty  we  were  in  equity 
still  pledged.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  consider  the  argument  founded 
on  the  equity  view  of  the  case  as  nugatory. 
To  that  he  could  only  say,  that  as  between 
one  upright  man  in  private  life  and  another, 
so  he  thought  it  should  be  between  two 
nations.  If  a  gentleman  pledged  himself 
to  the  payment  of  a  debt,  to  which  there 
was  also  a  third  party,  he  thought  it  would 
be  highly  dishonourable  in  that  gentleman 
to  take  advantage  of  the  circumstance  of 
that  third  iiarty  having  refused  to  fulfil  his 
engagement,  as  a  legal  reason  for  also  re- 
fusing to  fulfil  his  engagement  If  the 
conditions  on  which  a  debt  was  contracted 
were  altered  or  broken  by  drcumstanoes 
over  which  the  creditor  had  no  control,  did 
it  follow  that  the  moral  obligation  of  tbo 
debt  was  also  broken  ?    And  as  belireeii 
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nmn  and  man,  so  it  ought  to  obtain  Ijetwccn 
nations ;  what  would  l)c  dishonourable  in 
the  one,  would  be  dishonourable  in  the 
other  ;  and  what  was  morally  binding  on 
the  one  was  morally  binding  on  the  other. 
So  much  for  the  principle  involved  in  the 
present  question.  As  that  question  referred 
to  the  oOicial  department — the  King's  ii)x- 
chcqiier— over  which  he  immediately  pro- 
sided^  lie  felt  he  was  the  member  of  the 
Government  directly  responsible  for  the 
entire  proceeding.  He  did  not  slirink  from 
his  responsibility,  and  would  merely  state 
the  steps  which  he  had  taken,  in  order  to 
show,  that  if  the  Treasury  acted  contrary  to 
law,  they  did  not  do  so  intentionally,  and 
that  he  did  his  best  to  ascertain  what  the 
law  was  before  he  incurred  the  resiK)nsi- 
bility  of  issuing  a  Treasury  order  for  the 
payment  of  the  sums  under  consideration. 
When  the  question  of  the  llussian  loan  iirst 
came  under  his  official  notice,  he  referrcHl  it 
to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  this  country  was  bound  to  con- 
tinue the  payment  of  the  monies  paid, 
agreeably  to  treaty,  to  Russia  on  the  head 
of  its  loan  to  Holland.  And  the  answer  of 
the  law  officers  was,  that  we  were  bound 
to  continue  these  ))aynients  by  the  treaty, 
of  which  tlic  Act  of  Parliament  was  a  mere 
formal  legislative  sanction.  In  consequence 
of  the  opinion  of  the  law  oilicors  agreeing 
as  it  did  with  his  own,  a  legal  Treasury 
check  was  issued  for  the  payment,  and  the 
moaey  was  paid.  It  was  but  right  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  noble  Auditor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did,  when  the  matter  Avas  first 
submitted  to  his  consideration,  express  a 
doubt  whether  wc  were  bound  to  continue 
these  payments.  But  when  the  opinion  of 
the  law  officers  of  the  Cn)wn,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  formed,  were  sub- 
mitted to  Lord  Grenville,  he  expressed  his 
concurrence  with  the  propriety  of  these 
opinions,  and  consequently  with  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Treasury.  It  was  true  that 
in  some  cases  the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  bound  to  obey  the  Treasury  when  it  took 
upon  itself  the  responsibility ;  but  in  the 
present  instance  the  grounds  of  the  whole 
proceeding  were  explained  to  Lord  Gren- 
ville, and  the  result  was,  a  conviction  pro- 
duced in  his  mind  of  their  justness.  These 
were  the  steps  which  he  (Lord  Althorp) 
had  pursued  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment, and  for  which  he  felt  himself  re- 
spopaible.  He  did  not,  as  he  had  said, 
fhriak  from  hii  just  responsibility;  if  be 


was  wnmg,  he  was  the nsponsible  member 
of  the  (ioverninent.  With  resjvct  to  the 
Uesolulions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  hail  only  to  say,  that  as  the  two  first 
were  merely  declaratory  of  fact,  he  would 
merely,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
move  the  previous  question ;  but  as  the 
third  Resolution  was  a  direct  censure  on 
Ministers,  he  would  meet  it  with  a  direct 
negative. 

Mr.  PolU>ck  said,  the  noble  Ix)rd  main- 
tained his  high  character  for  honour  and 
manliness,  in  taking  uix)n  himself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  payment  in  question,  but, 
nevertheless  the  facts  of  the  case,  which 
api>eareil  to  lie  in  a  very  narrow  compass, 
were  contrary  to  the  noble  Lord's  decision. 
The  treaty  was  made  to  cimsolidate  the 
two  countries  of  Holland  and  Belgium,  and 
it  contained  these  expressiims,  '*  \\\  order 
the  better  to  provide  for  the  defence  and 
incoqx)ration  of  the  Belgian  provinces  with 
Holland,"  &c.  which  clearly  sliewed  that 
the  object  contemplated  was  as  he  had 
stated  it.  It  further  ap))eared  by  the  treaty, 
that  the  allied  |x)wers  having  claims  u))on 
Holland  for  the  benefit  done  to  her,  gave 
them  up  in  favour  of  the  emperor  of  Russia, 
and  upon  that  arrangement  this  convention 
was  entered  into  for  the  payment  of  those 
monies,  u]K)n  the  condition  that  the  pay- 
ments should  cease  and  determine  whenever 
the  Belgium  provinces  should  \m»  away 
and  be  severed  from  the  king  of  Holland. 
That  contingency  had  actiudly  occurred, 
and  the  king  of  Holland  had  in  consequence 
ceased  to  pay  his  proportion  of  the  loan. 
Who  impeached  his  good  faith  in  conse- 
quence.^ Did  any  man  say,  that  the  king 
of  Holland  was  bound  to  cH)ntinuc  his  pay- 
ments when  Belgium  was  wholly  severed 
from  his  dominions,  and  another  sovereign 
on  its  throne  ?  He  must  contend  that  the 
treaty  referred  simply  to  a  separation 
between  Holland  and  Belgium,  and  made 
no  sort  of  allusion  whatsoever  to  the 
species  of  the  separation,  or  the  causes  of  that 
separation,  against  which  they  wished  to 
provide.  If  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
was  not  bound  to  pay,  why  should  this 
country  jmy }  The  noble  Lord  said,  the 
only  cause  of  separation  contemplated  by 
the  treaty  was  external  force.  W' here  did 
he  find  that  gloss  or  comment?  If  the 
objection  of  the  dissevcrment  was  good  for 
Holland,  it  was  good  for  us ;  and  was  there 
a  man  in  the  House  who  would  dare  to  taj 
it  was  not  good  for  the  king  of  Holland  } 
But  then,  said  the  noble  Lord,  would  thej 
take  advantage  of  their  own  act  in  promo|« 
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ing  the  separation  to  escape  their  pecuniary 
engagement  ?  But  the  fact  was,  the  disse- 
verance had  taken  place  hefore.  In  No- 
vember the  Belgian  Chamber  declared 
Belgium  independent.  Holland  had  also 
agreed  to  the  separation,  when  the  Prince 
01  Orange  published  a  manifesto  declaring 
Belgium  free,  and  offering  himself  as  its 
head ;  but  the  people  of  that  country  an- 
swered his  manifesto  by  declaring  that  they 
were  indej>endent  without  him,  and  would 
choose  another  sovereign.  This  country, 
therefore,  was  no  party  to  the  separation,  as 
the  States-general  of  Belgium"  declared 
their  independence  on  the  10th  of  Novem- 
ber, and  this  country  had  not  interfered 
between  the  two  countries  up  to  that  time. 
But  this  was  another  answer  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord.  If  this  country 
was  a  party  to  the  sevenxnce,  equally  so 
was  the  emperor  of  Russia.  And  if  so, 
what  right  had  he  to  demand  this  payment? 
He  would  ask,  too,  what  would  have  been  the 
tonsaiuences  if  this  country  had  not  inter- 
fered at  all  (as  it  only  did  interfere  to 
prevent  the  flames  of  war  being  kindled  in 
a  corner  of  Europe) .''  Surely  they  would 
not  have  been  bound  at  all,  unless,  indeed, 
they  were  to  accept  the  construction  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  to  foreign  violence,  and  take 
for  granted  that  the  meaning  of  the  treaty 
was  something  which  it  did  not  express, 
and  which  was  not  to  be  found  within  it. 
He  wondered  where  the  noble  Lord  made  it 
out;  and  even  if  he  could  conclusively 
make  it  out,  still  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  come  down  to  the  House  to  state  the 
true  circumstances  which  had  arisen,  and 
for  which  the  treaty  had  not  provided. 
The  truth  was,  the  noble  Lord  could  not 
justify  his  conduct  by  either  the  act  of 
Parliament  or  the  treaty,  and  he  ought  to 
have  come  down  and  explained  what  the 
circumstances  were  w^hich  enabled  him  to 
give  an  interpretation  of  the  treaty  which 
its  letter  or  tenor  could  not  warrant.  It 
was  plain  that  his  wishes  were  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  both  treaty  and  act,  and  his 
defence  was  a  mere  quod  voluit,  non  dixit 
lex,  which  not  even  his  transparent  candour 
could  redeem. 

The  Solicitor  General  would  not  enter 
into  a  lengthened  history  of  the  treaties 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  nor  into  an  examination  of  the 
principles  of  retrenchment  now  involved  in 
them,  but  would  rest  his  objection  to  the 
present  motion  on  the  principle  admitted  by 
all  jurists  and  lawycrs-^that  the  municipal 
law  of  one  state  did  not  bind  another  6tate> 


though  a  party  to  a  common  treaty. 
Whatever,  for  example,  may  be  tlie  muni- 
cipal law  of  Holland,  we  were  not  bound  by 
it,  only  so  far  as  it  corresponded  with  the 
received  usage  of  the  law  of  nations ;  the 
question  thus  referring  itself  to  one  of 
international  law.  Without  their  indulging 
in  the  fanciful  doctrine  of  the  lex  gentium,  he 
would  assume  that  every  nation  was  inter- 
ested in  preserving  unsullied  its  puUic 
honour  or  faith,  so  that,  if  he  should  show 
that  the  public  faith  of  this  country  was 
pledged  to  the  fuliilment  of  the  treaty  of 
1815,  in  its  entire  spirit^  it  would  follow, 
that,  by  every  principle  of  the  law  of  naticms. 
Ministers  were  not  only  justified  in,  but 
bound  to  act  as  they  had  done  with  rcspoct 
to  the  debt  due  by  Holland  to  Russia. 
They  must  have  recourse  to  the  law  of 
nations,  or,  in  other  words,  public  faith  and 
a  fair  and  practical  consideration  of  what 
was  right,  in  strict  equity  between  two 
parties  to  a  contract.  The  state  of  the  two 
countries,  also,  at  the  time  must  be  taken 
into  consideration.  In  1814,  when  the  first 
treaty  was  made,  this  country  was  in 
the  possession  of  all  the  Dutch  colonics, 
but,  by  the  Trejity  of  1815,  we  uncondi- 
tionally  ceded  to  Holland  all  these  colonies, 
excepting  only  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
Berbice,  Demarara,  and  Essequibo;  and 
considering  it  politically  advantageous  to 
retain  these,  England  consented  to  grant  a 
])ayment  of  money  to  Holland  as  a  oonopen* 
sation.  And  it  was  stated,  that  this  should 
be  the  subject  of  a  new  treaty.  To  those 
there  were  certain  supernumerary  articles 
which  should  be  taken  with  the  treaty. 
By  that  supplementary  treaty,  England 
engaged  to  leave  3,000,000/.  of  money 
at  the  absolute  disposal  of  Holland,  and  no 
qualification  was  made  as  to  the  mode 
of  payment.  The  obligation  of  pajrment 
was  enforced,  but  the  mode  of  pajrmcnt 
was  not  stated.  But,  in  the  Treaty  of  1815, 
it  was  originally  intended  that  Holland 
and  Russia  should  be  the  parties ;  for  what 
said  the  preamble  ?  '  His  majesty  the  king 
'  of  the  Netherlands  being  desirous,  upon 
'  the  final  re-union  of  the  Bclgic  proyinoes 
'  with  Holland,  to  render  to  the  Allied 
'  Powers,  who  were  parties  to  the  treaty 
'concluded  at  Chaumont  on  the  1st  <^ 
'  March,  1 8 1 4«  a  suitable  return  for  the  heavy 
'expense  incurred  by  them  in  delivering 
'  the  said  territories  from  the  power  of  the 
'  enemy ;  and  the  said  powers  having,  in 
'  consideration  of  arrangements  made  with 
'each  other,  mutually  agreed  to  waive 
'  their  several  pretensions  under  this  \mX 
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'  in  favour  of  his  majesty  the  emperor  of 
'all  the  RussiaSj  his  said  majesty  the 
'kinc  of  the  Netherlands  has  thereupon 
'  resdved  to  proceed  immediately  to  execute 
'  with  his  imperial  majesty  a  convention 

*  to  the  following  effect,  to  which  his  Bri- 
'  tannic  Majesty  agrees  to  be  a  party  in 
'  pursuance  of  engagements  taken  by  his 
'  said  Majesty  with  the  king  of  the  Nethcr- 
'  lands,  in  a  convention  signed  at  London 
*on  the  13th  day  of  August,  1814?.'  The 
great  Powers,  it  appeared,  considered  they 
had  a  demand  upon  Holland  for  the  sacri- 
fices made  by  them  during  the  war ;  but 
Russia,  through  the  house  of  Hope,  was  at 
the  time  indebted  to  Holland  in  the  sum  of 
50,000,000  of  florins.  So  strong  was  the 
oUieation  imposed  on  the  contracting 
parties  by  this  treaty,  that  even  war  was 
not  to  put  an  end  to  that  obligation  or 
suspend  it.  War,  he  repeated,  which  was 
the  highest  prerogative  of  sovereign  power, 
was  not  to  put  an  end  to  the  treaty,  and  he 
inferred,  of  course,  that  no  other  combination 
of  circumstances  could  suspend  the  treaty. 
They  were  bound  to  look  at  the  interest  of 
the  three  parties,  and  the  treaty  was  so 
drawn,  that  even  war  between  two  of  them 
was  not  to  put  an  end  to  the  obligation. 
The  parties  themselves,  then,  were  most 
anxious  to  preserve  the  treaty.  He  would 
then  come  to  the  clause  which  said, '  that  the 
'  said  payments  on  the  part  of  their  ma- 
'  jesties  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  and 
'  the  King  of  Great  Britain  aforesaid  shall 
'cease   and  determine^   should   the   sove- 

*  reignty  (which  God  forbid)  of  tlie  Belgic 

*  provinces  at  any  time  pass,  or  be  severed 

*  from  the  dominions  of  his  majesty  the 
'  king  of  the  Netherlands,  previous  to  the 
'complete  liquidation  of  the  same.'  The 
terms  of  this  clause  showed  that  the  three 
Powers  deprecated  tlie  passing  away  or  the 
severance  of  those  provinces  from  the  sove- 
reignty of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands — 
the  very  terms,  "  which  God  forbid," 
showed  this  beyond  all  doubt.  Now,  he 
contended,  that  in  equity  and  justice,  it 
would  be  extremely  unfair  for  any  one  of 
the  parties  who  had  so  contracted  to  pay, 
to  take  advantage  of  a  circumstance  which 
they  all  greatly  deprecated,  to  justify  the 
not  executing  her  own  engagements.  It 
was  said,  that  the  treaty  was  confirmed  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  Minis- 
ters ought  to  have  gone  by  that ;  but  what 
had  the  emperor  of  Russia  to  do  with  our 
Acts  of  Parliament?  He  might  refer  us 
to  an  ukase,  or  the  king  of  Holland  might 
refer  us  to  an  act  of  the  States-general, 


but  neither  of  them  would  think  an  Act  of 
Parliament  binding.  Another  principle 
that  had  influenced  his  judgment  was,  that 
a  party  could  not  take  advantage  of  an  act 
of  his  own  to  throw  off  a  pecuniiiry  obliga- 
tion. Now,  what  had  England  done  ? 
Had  she  not  interfered  between  the  two 
countries  ;  had  .she  not  assisted  to  accom« 
plish  the  separation?  It  was  foolish  to 
shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact,  that  Russia 
might  interfere — that  family  relations  and 
various  other  circumstances  might  have 
induced  her  to  interpose  and  endeavour  to 
prevent  the  separation — and  what  had  pre- 
vented her  interference  but  the  interjiosition 
of  this  country  ?  England  had  been  acces- 
sary to  the  separation,  and  it  was  not  in 
good  faith  to  say  that  a  separation  which  ' 
had  been,  in  a  manner  caused  by  herself, 
should  be  now  taken  advantage  of  to  avoid 
a  pecuniary  payment.  In  his  deliberate 
opinion,  he  saw  no  reason  whatever  to 
exonerate  this  country  from  the  obligations 
of  the  treaty.  Had  we  commenced  war 
with  either  Holland  or  Russia,  still  we 
should  have  been  bound  to  continue  the 
payments,  and,  therefore,  war  between  any 
other  parties  could  not  exonerate  us.  Fin- 
ally, he  must  say  he  had  lieard  no  argu- 
ment, and  he  knew  of  none,  which  could  be 
urged  to  justify  the  withholding  of  the 
payments. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  the  subject  was 
one  of  the  utmost  importance,  for  small  as 
the  sum  really  paid  which  had  brought  on 
the  question  now  l)efore  the  House  might 
appear,  still  it  was  of  c(msequence  in  the 
present  financial  state  of  the  country ;  and 
besides  that,  the  principle  on  which  it  was 
paid  involved  the  jmyment  ofa  much  larger 
sum ;  though  that  might  not  been  thought 
so  much  of  at  the  ])eri(Kl  when  this  treaty 
was  entered  into,  when  tens  and  twenties 
of  millitms  were  thrown  away  so  profusely. 
In  those  spendthrift  times  the  amount  of 
such  a  sum  as  this  was  not  thought  a  mat- 
ter worth  discussing,  but  now  when  the 
Parliament  and  the  Government  were  be- 
come more  economicsil,  and  when  if  they 
were  not  so  voluntarily,  they  would  lie 
forced  to  be  so  by  the  country,  every  sixpence 
in  the  public  expenditure  was  a  matter  of 
importance.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
say,  that  whether  the  sum  in  question  was 
5,000,000/.  or  50,000,000/.,  if  we  were 
1)ound  in  honour  to  pay  it ;  if  the  honour 
of  the  country  were  involved  in  it,  no  man 
of  honesty  would,  for  a  moment,  d(»ubt 
the  justice  and  the  necessity  of  making  the 
piyment.     The  first  thing,  therefore,  which 
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they  had  to  look  to  was,  whether,  in  fact, 
they  were  engaged,  in  justice  or  honour, 
to  continue  this  payment.  And  here  he 
must  ohserve,  with  great  deference  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  that  he  had  added  very  little,  if 
anything,  to  the  plain  common  sense  and 
manly  view  of  the  case  taken  hy  the  nohle 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  on  this,  as  he  did  on  every  occasion, 
gave  a  fair,  stniightforward,  and  candid 
account  of  his  opinion  on  the  subject.  It 
was  not  necessary  ff;r  him  to  follow  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  on  the  question,  because  he  did 
not  look  u}K)n  it  at  all  as  a  mere  question 
of  law,  but  as  a  questi(m  of  fact ;  and  if  it 
had  been  sent  to  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  for  the  discussion  he  should  have 
thought  it  would  have  been  very  properly 
treated  if  it  had  been  remitted  by  the 
Judges  of  that  Court  to  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  as  a  matter  more  fit  for 
his  decision  than  for  the  opinion  of  lawyers. 
As,  however,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  led  the  opinion  of  Ministers  on 
this  subject,  it  might  be  as  well  to  notice 
one  or  two  of  his  arguments.  In  the  first 
pla'ce,  they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  engagement.  The  question  then 
was,  were  we  legally  bound,  and  if  not  le- 
gally, were  we  bound  in  honour  and  equity 
to  aiihere  to  the  contnict  wc  had  entered 
into?  Were  there  such  circumstances  in 
the  case,  which  though  they  did  not  bind 
UR  in  law,  yet  were  of  a  nature  that  im- 
])osed  an  obligation  which  an  honest  man 
would  consider  as  binding  on  him  in  equity. 
If  there  was  no  legal  obligation  (m  us,  but 
only  an  obligation  in  equity  and  honour, 
arising  out  of  all  the  circumstances,  then 
he  must  sav,  that  the  course  which  Minis- 
ters  ought  t<i  liave  adopted  was  to  come  to 
Parliament,  and  lay  the  case  before  it.  I  lis 
own  opinicm  was,  that  all  obligation  on  our 
part  had  ceased  with  the  separation  of  the 
two  counties.  If  the  case  for  which  ho»i. 
(Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  had  oontonded 
could  be  made  out — and  there  were  (circum- 
stances in  favour  of  Russia  which  ought  to 
induce  us  to  continue  the  payments — then, 
he  repetUed,  the  course  Ministers  ought  to 
have  ado])ted  was,  to  come  to  Parliament, 
and  to  lay  those  circiinistances  before  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gi-ntlcman  the  (So- 
liritor  (n'neral)  had  said,  that  the  cMiqKTor 
of  Uiissia  would  not  hwik  to  Act**  of  Par- 
liamt'ot,  but  t<»  the  InMty.  There  ho  U  «;- 
ginl  to  ditler  fmni  liim,  for  tlu'  vcr\ 
terms  of  the  treaty  itself  wouM  induce  him 


{COMMONS}  Loan.  924 

to  refer  to  what  Parliament  might  do. 
The  minister  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands, who  signed  that  treaty,  engaged  on 
the  part  of  his  master,  that  he  would  take 
upon  himself  the  payment  of  one-hidf  of 
the  debt  in  question,  but  the  Minister  of  the 
King  of  England  only  engaged  that  his 
Sovereign  would  recommend  to  his  Parlia- 
ment to  enable  liim  to  take  upon  himself 
the  payment  of  the  other  half.  Now,  the 
case  against  Ministers  was,  that  they  acted, 
in  directing  the  continuance  of  this  pay* 
ment  as  if  they  had  to  deal  only  with  an 
ukase,  and  not  with  an  act  of  Parliament, 
for  they  made  no  application  on  the  subject. 
I  f  the  |>ayment  had  liecn  promised  to  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  instead  of  the  em- 
peror of  Russia  on  certain  contingencies, 
and  those  conditions  no  longer  exsisted,  he 
could  easily  imagine  that  the  ciicumstanoes 
of  the  case  of  HoUand  would  justify  •  eon* 
tinuance  of  the  payment  by  the  authority 
of  Parliament  for  Holland,  because  she  had 
given  up  some  of  her  foreisn  colonies  for  a 
compensation  in  having  Belgium  united  to 
her,  and  had  now  lost  that  compensation 
by  the  separation  of  Belgium.  But  no- 
thing of  this  kind  existed  with  respect  to 
Russia.  She  had  lost  nothing,  but  in  her 
case  the  contingency  had  happened  on  which 
the  payment  was  to  cease  and  detennine. 
Fie  admitted,  of  course,  that  we  were  as 
much  bound  to  keep  faith  with  Russia  as 
with  any  other  power,  hut  the  ease  must 
be  fairly  established  that  she  had  a  l^al 
or  an  honourable  claim  on  us  before  the 
people  of  this  country  should  be  called  upon 
to  part  with  a  shilling  o^  their  money  on 
her  account.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  read  the  words  of  that  part  of 
the  clause  which  named  the  contingency 
on  which  the  payments  were  to  cense. 
Nothing,  he  thought,  could  be  more  de- 
cisive against  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's own  case  than  those  words,  *'  The 
said  payments  shall  cease  and  determine 
should  the  possession  and  sovereignty 
(which  God  forbid)  of  the  Belgic  provinces 
pass  or  l>e  severed  from  the  dominion  of  his 
majesty  the  king  of  the  Netherlands." 
Had  that  contingency  taken  place  or  not? 
If  he  went  to  a  lawyer,  he  would  say  no, 
as  they  had  heanl  that  night ;  but  if  he 
wont  to  the  Minister,  he  should  be  told, 
yes;  but  there  were  cin;um8tances  in  the 
case  which  oui;ht  to  induce  us  to  continue 
this  ])ayiiicnt,  (hough  not  legally  bound  to 
do  s(i.  To  ]ini  thcqiicstionin  a  plain  light, 
he  would  ask,  if  anv  Mcmherofthat  House 
at  the  foot  of  the  hustings  was  applied  to 
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by  hit  constituents  requesting  him  to  inform 
them  on  what  ground  it  was  he  had  consented 
to  pay  away  .5,000,000/.  ofthc  public  money 
to  Russia,  would  the  answer  or  explanation 
which  they  had  heard  to-night  be  considered 
satisfactory  by  any  roan  of  common  sense, 
who  looked  at  the  treaty,  and  who  under- 
stood the  language  ?     He  was  sure  it  would 
not,  for  he  was  convinced  that  no  other  con- 
struction would   be   jnit   upon  the  treaty 
through  the  country  than  that   which  he 
had  put  upon  it ;  but   it  seemed  that  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Solicitor 
General)  had  found  something  in  it,  which 
ordinary  and  vulgar  understandings  could 
never  make  out.     The  noWe  Lord  (  Althorp) 
liad  admitted  the  whole  case  as  far  as  the 
occurrence  of  the  contingency  on  which  the 
payment    was   to   cease,  but    his    (Lonl 
AUhorp's)  argument  was,  that  there  were 
eircumstances  in  the  case  which  justified 
the  continuance  of  the  payments.     If  so, 
he  again  repeated,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  come  to  Parliament  before  he  directed 
the     payment.       It    was    impossible    for 
stronger  words  to  have  been  sclecte<l  than 
those  used  in  that  part  of  the  clause — "  If 
the  posse&Mon  and  sovereignty  should  pass 
or  he  severed  from."     It  was  well  under- 
stood by  tlie  parlies  to  the  treaty  that  there 
were  many  circumstances  which  might  di- 
vide the  two  countries.     They  might  be 
•eparuted  by  inteniul  discord  or  civil  war^ 
but  the  passing  of  the  possession  and  sove- 
reignty was  the  cimtingency  mentioned  by 
the  treaty.     The  very  circumstance  of  going 
to  war  not  being  admitted  as  putting  an 
end  to  the  payment,  made  the  case  still 
stronger  for  the  view  which  he  took  of  it. 
Indce<I,  it  was  impossible  that  the  ptirties 
to  such  a  treaty  should  not  have  considered 
all  the  contingencies  which   were  possil)Ie 
in  such  a  case,  and   thus  fixed  up(m   cme 
which   perscms  acfpiainted  with  the   con- 
dition and  the  feelings  of  the  two  coiin- 
trieii«    thus   brought    under  one   sovereign 
would  not  think  very   impn»l)al)le.     Any 
one    who   knew    the    state    of    Belgium 
at   that    time    must   have   seen    that    its 
iniion  with  Holland  was  a  great   experi- 
ment,   tlio   result   of  which   was    by    no 
nunins  certain.     The  unitm  of  two  people, 
with  feelings  liastile  on  so  many  ini]iortaiit 
points,  ccmld  not  be  considered  as  one  fixinl 
and  permanent.  It  was  not  ])ossible,  there- 
fore,  that  skilful   Diplomatists  and   well- 
informed  |X)litieians  could  have  overl(M)ked 
such  a  cimtingoney  as  had  hapi.en"d.   II»»w 
then,  he  would  a»ik,  could  it   for  a  moment 
be  supposed  that  the  parlies  to  the  treaty, 


in  naming  a  contingency  by  no  means  im« 
probable— on  which  contingency  the  great 
object  of  the  treaty,  namely,  this  payment 
was  to  cease — how  could  it  be  supposed 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  all  parties 
that  it  should  cease  when  that  contingency 
happened  ?     Hut  then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  contended  that  the  govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  itself  assisted  in 
jmmioting   the    passing  and    severing    of 
these  provinces  from  the  ]>ossession  and  so- 
vereignty of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands. 
He  would  say,  that  if  that  were  really  the 
case,  it  would  l)e  a  strong  ground  for  the 
impeachment  of  Ministers  who  had  so  acted. 
Ho  was  sure  that  a  stronger  ground  of  im- 
peachment  could   not   exist   than   such  a 
charge  as  that  Ministers  had  been  so  acting. 
The  inference  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  drew  from  this   assumption  was, 
that  we  ought  not  to  take  advantage  of  our 
own  acts.     Such   an  argument  might  do 
very  well  in  Lincoln's-inn,  but  he  was  sure 
it  would  not   be   admitted  in    Downing- 
street.     llie  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althoqi) 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  ashamed  to  act  upon 
any  such  reasoning,  for  there  could  1)0  no 
greater  political  crime  than  that  which  it 
implied,     if  there  were  any  two  ]K>iuts  on 
which  our  interference  would  be  justified, 
they  were  the  Tagus  and  the  Scheldt.    He 
would  not,  however,  enter  upon  that  sul)- 
ject  then,  or  allude  to  the  influence  which 
France  had  now  acquired  in  the  Nether- 
lands,   for  he   tulmitted   that   there  were 
great  diflnculties  attending  it.     All  he' had 
to  do  with  the  argument  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  was,  to  say  that  it 
made  the  case  of  the  riovernment  worse. 
What  siibterfuge   in  law  a)uld  do  away 
with  the  ellect  of  these  plain  words,  "  The 
said  payments  shall  cense   and  determine 
should  the  |V)S8ossion  and  sovereignty  (which 
(ickI  forbid)  of  the  IJelgic  provinces  pass  or 
be  severed  fn)m  the  d(miini(m  of  his  Ma- 
jesty the   king  of  the   Netherlands?"     It 
must,  therefore,  he  evident  that  the  con- 
tracting parties   fully   intended   that   tlie 
payments  by  Great  Britain  and  Holland 
were  to  cease  whenever  the  sovereignty  of 
the  latter  over  the  ])rovinces  of  tlie  Nether- 
lands should  pass.     He  luul  heanl  no  case 
made  out  to  su])port  the  view  taken  of  this 
case  bv  Ministers,  and  therefore  should  feel 
it  hh  duty  to  sup)K)rt  the  Motion.     At  the 
sami^  time  he  nuist  say,  that  he  Khould  be 
ashamed  of  himsi'if  if  ho  allowe*!  his  opin- 
I(»ii    on   Kurli  a  nt*^.*  as  this  to  Im^  biased  by 
any    feelings  of  iMirty.     He  assured   hon. 
Gentlemen  op|M)sile  that  he  had  no  such 
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feeling  on  this  occasion.  He  looked  upon 
the  question,  first  as  a  question  of  good  faith 
on  our  part,  and  if  any  case  were  made  out 
to  show  that  in  good  faith  \vc  were  bound 
to  pay  this  sum,  or  that  in  point  of  honour, 
though  not  in  law,  we  ought  to  continue  to 
pay  what  we  had  stipulated,  he  would  not 
support  the  Motion  ;  but,  even  in  that  case, 
he  must  say,  that  Ministers  should  bring 
the  subject  before  Parliament,  for  certainly 
the  Members  of  that  House  ought  to  show 
to  their  constituents  that  they  would  not 
sanction  any  application  of  the  public  money 
unless  a  good  and  sufRcient  cause  could  be 
made  out  for  the  payment  of  it.  Without 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  further, 
he  must  say,  that  unless  a  stronger  case 
were  made  out  than  he  had  yet  heard,  he 
must  support  the  Motion.  If  the  House 
allowed  a  case  of  ^his  kind  to  pass  without 
interfering  in  it,  there  would  be  an  end  of 
that  salutary  control  which  it  ought  to  ex- 
ercise over  the  application  of  the  public 
money.  It  would  be  permitting  this  Go- 
vernment to  do  that  which  the  Government 
of  1814  had  not  done — to  pay  this  money 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  decision  on  this  question 
every  hon.  Member  would  exercise  his  own 
common  sense,  without  any  reference  to 
party  considerations.  He  could  not  know 
what  arguments  might  be  urged  on  this 
question  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Aflairs,  but  he  must  say,  that 
he  had  yet  heard  nothing  which  could 
warrant  him  in  resisting  the  Motion  before 
him.  At  tlic  same  time  he  should  have  no 
objection  to  its  being  so  shaped,  or  put  into 
any  other  form  which  would  make  it  less 
censurable.  If,  however,  (iovcrnment 
should  persist  in  defending  tlie  case  and 
resting  on  its  own  resjxmsibility,  he  njust 
support  the  Motion.  In  conclusion,  lie 
must  remind  hon.  CJentlcmen  of  the  possibi- 
lity of  their  being  ag-.iin  sent  to  their  consti- 


Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  he  must  express 
his  surprise  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  who  said  he  was  disposed 
to  view  this  case  on  its  own  merits  both  as  a 
legal  and  equitable  claim  on  the  part  of  Rus- 
sia, yet  should  have  felt  it  necessary,  in  the 
course  of  his  argument,  to  make  appeals  to  the 
opinion  of  constituents  at  future  elections 
respecting  the  continuation  of  the  payments. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  really  disposed 
to  argue  the  question  solely  as  one  of  jus- 
tice or  of  equity,  he  would  have  avoided 
using  arguments  for  the  purpose  of  awaking 
certain    feelings    elsewhere.       The    hon. 
Member  had  said,  that  if  the  case  involved 
50,000,000/.   instead   of  5,000,000/.,    we 
ought  to  pay  it,  if  it  were  u  question  of 
good  faith,  or  if  any  good  case  were  made 
out  for  the  payment  of  the  money,  but  on 
the  score  of  good  faith,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  observed  in  debate  as  well  as 
in  treaties,  he  could  not  see  why  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  mix  up  with  his  arguments  those 
appeals  which  he  had  made  to  feelings  of 
parties  out  of  the  House.     Such  a  course 
might  serve  to  catch  a  few  votes,  but  it  left 
the  argument  on  the  case  just  where  it 
found  it,  and  he,  therefore,  would  proceed 
to  state  the  case  as  it  came  under  the  view 
of  Government.  Before  the  Treasury  made 
any  payments  whatever  upon  account  of 
this  loan,  after  the  separation  of  Belgium 
from  Holland,  they  had  obtained  the  opin- 
ion of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown.    Not- 
withstanding which,  about  October  last  the 
Treasury  first  became  acquainted  with  the 
fact,  that  a  doubt  was  entertained  in  the 
Auditor's  office,  whether  the  next  payments 


could  be  legally  sanctioned  by  him,  and 
in  the  commencement  of  January  that  noble 
Lord  transmitted  a  letter  to  the  Lords  df 
the  Treasury,  requesting  the  opinion  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  on  a  case  which 
he  enclosed  in   it,  and  asking  for  special 
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tuents  Ixjfore  the  end  of  the  year,  and  he  :  directions  on  the  subject,  before  he  should 


make  any  further  ])ayments  on  account  of 
this  loan.  The  letter  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  was  dated  the  Srd  of  Janimry,  was  as 

follows : — 

"  Auditttr^s-office,  Exrh^tter-ogHcf, 
'^JfUiHnrtf^,  1 832. 

,   . -  ,  .      "My  Lords — Some  doubts  having  occurred 

he  was  sure  that  a  succeeding  l*arliameiit,  '  *"  ^1"^  ^^^^^^  respecting  the  legality  of  any 
however  strongly  disposed  to  economy,  '^"^**^  wljirh  mi|Tht  henceforth  l)e  directed  by 
would  feel  lx)und  in  hcmour  to  co  on  with  ^^"^  Lordships  to  be  made  from  the  Exdie- 
the  payments;  l,„t  arlaiu  ho  was  that  ;l"^^f*>'• '^"Y  f-j^'^JM^ay'^^^nt  of  dividends  on  Ih^ 
««   .1.       n    T  *  n       .  I        Itns'.inn  loan  by  Virtue  of  the  Act  />5  Cieoree 

another  Parliament  would  not  samhon  th.    3,,,,  ,,   ,,,^  ,  \^^^^^  -^         ,,„      UerelithZ 

app  n-ation  of  any  sum  of  public  money  enclose  a  stukMnent  which  has  been  there  pre. 
without  legislative  authority.  pared  of  the  grounds  of  those  doubts,  soch  as 


would,  therefore,  again  ask,  how  could  any 
one  of  them  justify  a  vote  of  the  public 
money  without  having  a  good  ciise  made 
out  for  the  application  of  it  ?  If  the  whole 
question  should,  as  he  c(mtended  it  ought 
to  be  brought  Iwfore  Parliament,  and  the 
c(mtinuance  of  the  payment  be  sanctioned. 
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Umj  hare  been  laid  before  me,  and  I  humbly 
reqaest  that  your  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to 
obtain  from  the  opinion  of  his  Majesty's  law 
servants  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
there  stated,  I  shall  legally  be  justified  in  exe- 
cuting, as  far  as  depends  upon  me,  any  such 
direction  ;  and  that  your  Lordships  will  also 
be  pleased,  in  a  case  so  iiighly  important 
to  the  public  faith  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
State,  to  give  me  such  special  directions  as  you 
may  judge  fit  for  my  conduct  in  any  part  of 
this  business,  in  which  it  shall  really  appear 
that  any  legal  discretion  rests  with  me. 

"  1  have  the  honour,  Sec. 

"Grenville." 

The  Treasury,  on  the  receipt  of  this  letter, 
at  once  intimated  to  his  Lordship,  in  reply, 
that  steps  would  be  immediately  taken  to 
obtain  for  him  the  opinion  of  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  in  the  case  which  he  had 
fubmittcd  for  their  consideration.  Some 
dehiy,  however,  necessarily  occurred  in  ob- 
taining that  opinion,  owing  to  the  circum- 
stance of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
being  at  the  time  absent  at  the  S]x^cial 
Commission  in  Bristol.  Immediately  on 
tbeir  return  to  town,  the  case  transmitted  to 
the  Treasury  was  submitted  to  them,  and 
tbeir  opinion  taken  upon  it.  That  opinion 
was  given  upon  the  23rd  of  January,  and 
upon  the  same  day  it  was  communicated  by 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  Lord  Gren- 
▼ille.  Thus,  without  giving  him  any 
special  directions  on  the  subject,  the  Trea- 
sury communicated  to  his  Lordship  the  in- 
formation which  he  had  demandeil.  The 
Treasury,  without  directly  or  indirectly  in- 
timating any  opinion  to  his  Lordship  as  to 
what  course  he  should  pursue,  transmitted 
to  him  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Qrown  upon  the  case  which  lie  had  liimsclf 
proposed  for  their  consideration.  It  was 
upon  the  ^3rd  of  January,  as  he  had  just 
stated,  that  the  Treasury  received  the 
second  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  on  this  subject,  in  reference  to  the 
case  transmitted  by  Lonl  Grenville.  It  was 
sent  that  day  to  his  Lordsliip,  and  by  return 
of  post  the  following  letter,  which  had  been 
only  put  into  his  (Mr.  Rice's)  hands  a  few 
hours  before  his  coming  into  the  House, 
was  received  from  his  Lordship  : — 

*'  Exchequer f  January  "J.),  1832. 

"Sir — I  have  had  the  iioiiourlo  receive  your 
letter  of  yesterday's  date  wiih  its  enclosure, 
and  I  request  that  you  will  lay  before  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  my  respectful 
tfianks  for  the  information  which  they  have 
been  pleased  to  supply  to  roc  on  this  import- 
ant matter. 

*'The  Statute,  55  George  3rd,  c.  1 15,  is  the 
document  on  which  the  question  must  turn, 
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as  far  as  relates  to  my  conduct.  That  is  the 
authority  to  which  I  am  bound  to  conform 
myself.  But  I  am  fully  satisfied  that  its  true 
construction  depends  (as  his  Majesty's  law 
servants  have  stated)  on  that  of  the  treaty 
which  it  recites,  and  for  the  execution  of  which 
it  was  made.  Where,  then,  must  that  con- 
struction be  determined  ?  The  oflicers  of  the 
Exchequer  cannot  interpret  the  King's  engage- 
ments with  his  allies,  or  pronounce  how  they 
are  affected  by  subsequent  events  and  negotia- 
tions. We  have  here  no  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  no  cognizance  of  the  principles  which 
govern  such  decisions.  All  that  is  officially 
known  to  me  on  the  subject  is,  that  the  legal 
and  political  authorities  to  whom  the  consider- 
ation of  these  high  matters  properly  belongs, 
have  advised  his  Majesty  to  consider  himself  as 
still  bound,  in  maintenance  of  the  national 
good  faith,  to  continue  their  payments ;  and  as 
far  as  my  humble  judgment  extends,  I  trust  I 
cannot  err  in  determining,  under  these  circum- 
stances, to  discharge  my  own  more  limited 
duty,  in  obeying,  as  before,  their  Lordships' 
orders  in  this  behalf. 

"Grenville. 
"  Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Esq." 

The  first  letter  from  his  Lordship,  calling 
for  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  and  for  special  directions  from  the 
Treasury,  and  which  he  (Mr.  Rice)  had 
already  read  to  the  House,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members,  bore  date 
the  3rd  of  January,  1 832.  On  the  receipt 
of  that  letter,  a  Treasury  minute  was  made, 
which  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him, 
he  supposed,  to  state  more  specifically  to 
the  House,  than  that  the  purport  of  it  was, 
that  steps  should  1x3  immediately  taken  to 
procure  for  his  Lordship  the  information 
which  he  required.  Accordingly,  as  he 
had  already  mentioned,  the  opinion  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  was  taken  a&soon 
as  ix)ssiblc  upon  the  case  enclosed  in  his 
I^ordship*s  letter.  It  was  a  material  fact, 
which  the  House  should  bear  in  mind,  that 
the  case  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  in  this  instance 
consisted  of  Lord  Grenville's  letter,  and  the 
case  which  was  enclosed  in  that  letter  for 
their  consideration.  Surely,  therefore, 
thi-oughout  this  transaction  the  Govern- 
ment, at  Jill  events,  deserved  credit  for  plain, 
fair,  above-lx)ard  dealing,  and  for  an  anx- 
iety to  discharge  its  duty  to  the  public  and 
the  Exchequer.  That  opinion  was  com- 
municated, as  he  liad  already  stated,  to  his 
Lordship,  and  his  Lordship,  on  the  receipt 
of  it,  and  without  receivingany  special  direc- 
tions whatever  from  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
course  which  he  should  pursue,  wrote  that 
letter  to  the  Treasury  which  he  had  just 
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tliej  had  to  look  to  wan,  whether,  in  fact, 
th^  were  cn^i^iigcd,  in  justice  or  honour, 
to  continue  this  payment.  And  here  he 
must  observe,  with  great  deference  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  that  he  had  added  very  little,  if 
anything,  to  the  plain  common  sense  and 
manly  view  of  the  case  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  on  this,  as  be  did  on  every  octnusion, 
gave  a  fair,  straightforward,  and  candid 
account  of  his  opinion  on  the  subjc<*t.  It 
was  not  necessary  f(T  him  to  follow  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  (m  the  question,  because  he  did 
not  look  up<m  it  at  all  as  a  mere  (question 
of  law,  but  as  a  question  of  fact ;  and  if  it 
had  been  sent  to  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  for  the  discussion  he  should  have 
thought  it  would  have  been  very  properly 
treated  if  it  had  been  remitted  by  the 
Judess  of  that  Court  to  the  Seeretaiy  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  as  a  matter  more  fit  for 
his  decision  than  for  the  opinion  of  lawyers. 
At,  however,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man hod  led  the  opinion  of  Ministers  on 
this  subject,  it  might  be  as  well  to  notice 
one  or  two  of  his  arguments.  In  the  first 
place,  they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  engagement.  The  question  then 
was,  were  we  legally  bound,  and  if  not  le- 
gally, were  we  bound  in  honour  and  equity 
to  adhere  to  the  contract  we  had  entered 
into  ?  Were  there  such  circumstances  in 
the  case,  which  though  they  did  not  bind 
ut  in  law,  yet  were  of  a  nature  that  im- 
posed an  obligation  which  an  honest  man 
wouUl  consider  as  binding  on  him  in  equity. 
If  there  was  no  legal  obligation  on  us,  but 
only  an  obligation  in  equity  and  honour, 
arifing  out  of  all  the  circumstances,  then 
he  must  say,  that  the  course  which  Minis- 
ters ought  to  have  adopted  was  to  come  to 
Parliament,  and  luy  the  case  before  it.  His 
own  opinion  wns,  that  all  obligation  on  our 
part  had  ceased  with  the  separation  of  the 
two  counties.  If  the  case  for  which  hon. 
(Tcntlemen  on  the  other  side  had  contended 
could  be  made  out — and  there  were  circum- 
stances in  favour  of  Russia  which  ought  to 
induce  us  to  continue  the  payments — then, 
he  repeated,  the  course  Ministers  ought  to 
bftve  adopted  was,  to  come  to  Parliament, 
and  to  lay  those  circumstances  before  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  (So- 
licitor General)  hud  said,  that  the  cm|K'ror 
of  Russia  would  not  look  to  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, but  to  the  treaty.  Tliere  ho  Nag- 
ged to  ditl'er  from  him,  for  the  very 
terms  of  the  treaty  itself  would  induce  him 


to  refer  to  what  Parliament  might  do. 
The  minister  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands, who  signed  that  treaty,  engaged  on 
the  part  of  his  master,  that  he  would  take 
upon  himself  the  payment  of  one-half  of 
the  debt  in  qtiestion,  but  the  Minister  of  the 
King  of  England  only  engaged  that  hb 
Sovereign  would  recommend  to  his  Parlia- 
ment to  enable  him  to  take  upon  himself 
the  iiaynient  of  the  other  half.  Now,  the 
case  against  Ministers  was,  that  they  acted, 
in  directing  the  continuance  of  this  pay- 
ment as  if  they  had  to  deal  only  with  an 
ukase,  and  not  with  an  act  of  Parliament, 
f(»r  they  made  no  application  on  the  subject. 
If  the  payment  had  been  promised  to  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  instead  of  the  em- 
peror of  Russia  on  certain  contingencies, 
and  those  conditicms  no  longer  exsisted,  he 
could  easily  imagine  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  of  HoUand  would  Justify  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  payment  by  the  authority 
of  Parliament  for  Holland,  because  she  had 
given  up  some  of  her  foreign  colonies  for  a 
compensation  in  having  Belgiura  united  to 
her,  and  had  now  lost  that  compensation 
by  the  separation  of  Belgium.  But  no- 
thing of  this  kind  existed  with  respect  to 
Russia.  She  had  last  nothing,  but  in  her 
case  the  contingency  had  happened  on  which 
the  payment  was  to  cease  and  determine. 
He  admitted,  of  course,  that  we  were  as 
much  bound  to  keep  faith  with  Russia  as 
with  any  other  power,  but  the  case  must 
be  fairly  established  that  she  had  a  legal 
or  an  honourable  claim  on  us  before  the 
people  of  this  country  should  be  called  upon 
to  part  with  a  shilling  o^  their  money  on 
her  account.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  read  the  words  of  that  part  of 
the  clause  which  named  the  contingency 
on  which  the  payments  were  to  cease. 
Nothing,  he  thought,  could  be  more  de- 
cisive against  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's own  case  than  those  words,  "  The 
said  payments  shall  cease  and  determine 
should  the  possession  and  sovereignty 
(which  God  forbid)  of  the  Belgic  provinces 
pass  or  l)e  severed  from  the  dominion  of  his 
majesty  the  king  of  the  Netherlands." 
Had  that  contingency  taken  place  or  not  ? 
If  he  went  to  a  lawyer,  he  would  say  no, 
as  they  had  heard  that  night ;  but  if  he 
went  to  the  Minister,  he  fdiould  be  told, 
yes;  but  there  were  circumstances  in  the 
rase  which  ought  to  induce  us  to  continue 
this  payment,  though  not  legally  bound  to 
do  so.  To  put  the  question  in  a  plain  light, 
ho  would  ask,  if  any  Member  of  that  House 
at  the  foot  of  the  hustings  was  applied  to 
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is,  wlietherwe  inuj/  pay,  forotlier- 
wiRC  wc  slioukl  throw  away  resources  lo- 
trusted  to  us  for  other  purposes  by  ourcon- 
stituents."  If,  however,  the  proposition 
contended  for  was,  that  u  doubt  had  nrisen 
whether  the  treaty  was  applicable  to  the 
case  or  not,  nnd  that  Government  ought  Ic 
have  resorted  to  the  House  of  Conii 


an  opinion  upon 


that 


pom 


;,  he  asserted  the 
directly  contrary  opinion-  The  adveraary's 
answer  would  have  been  still  more  decisive 
and  scornful.  He  thought  he  heard  the 
language  that  would  be  justly  used — "  The 
Crown  b  bound  by  the  treaty:  Parliament 
has  empowered  the  Crown  to  execute  the 
treaty :  the  Crown  which  has  the  preroga- 
tive of  making  treaties,  has  the  duty  of  ex- 
ecuting, and,  of  course,  that  of  construing 
them :  act  upon  your  responsibility,  and 
seek  not  to  shelter  yourselves  under  the 
opinion  of  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
inons."  The  undeniable  justice  of  this 
answer  was  made  apparent  by  that  night's 
debate,  for  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
had  treated  the  malter  as  a  ijuestion  of  eco- 
nomy, and  the  hon.  member  for  Thetford 
had  reminded  the  House  that  a  stem  scru- 
tiny would  be  made  at  the  hustings  of  the 
disposal  of  this  money.  Many  a  Member, 
he  was  sure,  would  honestly  pronounce  a 
verdict  against  himself,  if  the  case  were  his 
'  a  would  find  it  difficult,  with  the 
apeedy  visit  to  his  constituents, 
bloublful  point  of  law  against 

His  Majesty's  Government 
o  assume  that  undivided 
act  with  firmness  upon 

;  and  their  sc'    " 


their  governmeni,  and  incited  to  the  acts  of 
violence  that  had  disgraced  Brussels,  or  in 
any  way  fomented  the  insurrection  which 
made  the  severance  unavoidable.  But  all 
these  events  had  occurred  in  rapid  succes- 
sion, before  the  Ministers  were  in  power, 
and  even  under  the  control  of  no  English 
Minister.  Still,  the  separation  which  they 
rendered  desirable  was  afterwards  approved 
and  sanctioned  by  our  Government,  and 
dishonour  would  attach  to  the  country, 
which,  under  that  pretence,  should  fly  from 
its  word.  Another  excuse  for  non-payment 
of  our  debt  was  founded  on  the  word  "  con- 
jmnlemenl,"  England  and  Holland  jointly 
undertook  to  pay;  and  .it  had  been  urged 
that  Holland  by  not  paying  could  relieve 
England  from  its  liability,  A  most  ccnve- 
nient  morality !  As  if  a  great  nation,  bound 
by  its  own  acts,  and  responsible  for  its  own 
conduct,  could  screen  itself  from  an  unam- 
biguous  duty  under  the  bad  faith  of  its 
joint  contractor.  He  repeated  that,  as  the 
Crown  was  invested  with  the  power  of 
performing  treaties,  the  people  would  not 
wish  to  be  trusted  with  the  interpretation 
of  them,  or,  at  a  moment  of  want  and 
suflering,  to  be  tempted  by  such  subtle 
reasonings  to  invalidate  the  contracts  im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  legitimate  authotity 
of  the  State.  He  would  venture  to  predict 
with  confidence,  that  England  would  rue 
the  day  on  which  it  should  depart  from  that 
principle  of  honour  and  good  faith  which 
caused  it  to  respect  itself,  and  ensured  the 
respect  of  every  other  nation. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  was  not  prepared  to 
hear,  without  remonstrating  against  it  as 
an  unconstitutional  doctrine,  that  the  King 
had  a  power  vested  in  him,  not  only  to  make 
a  treaty  or  convention,  but,  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  the  Attorney  General  had 
taii,  to  put  upon  such  treaty  that  construc- 
tion which  was  convenient  for  the  execu- 
tive to  give  to  it.  Much  less  could  he  ac- 
quiesce in  the  monstrous  proposition  that 
Parliament  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
construction  put  upon  it  further  than  to  fol- 
low it  implicitly.  Did  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  mean  to  contend,  that  if  a  treaty 
entered  into  hy  the  King  contained  pe- 
cuniary obligations  as  this  did,  that 
it  could  be  carried  into  execution  with- 
out the  authority  of  Parliament  ?  If  so, 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  effective 
controloverthepublicpursc,  and  thcCrown, 
the  Ministers,  and  the  l.uv  oHioers,  mi^ht 
tax  the  public  at  ihtlr  i.>l  re,  lo  " 
into  effect  treaties  mado  ivitii  i 
Uies.    If  the  Cgvernment  i 
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read  to  the  House.  fAn  Hon.  Member, 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Sir  Charles  Wethe- 
rell,  asked  for  the  opinion  given  b^  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown. — Mr.  Spring  Rice, 
supposing  that  the  query  came  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Boroughbridge,  replied 
by  asking  whether  the  hon.  und  learned 
Member  was  the  individual  to  call  for  that 
opinion? — Sir  Charles  Weiherell  said,  he 
did  not  ask  for  the  opinion,  but  that  the 


tempted  to  justify  to  his  conitituents  and 
the  country  the  vote  which  ho  conscienti- 
ously felt  himself  bound  togive  on  the 
question  now  before  it.  Toe  question 
seemed  to  him  a  very  plain  one.  Was 
there  a  treaty,  and  if  so,  what  were  its  con- 
ditions? 1  he  conditions  were  few^  and 
stated  with  sufficient  perspicuity.  They 
were,  in  fact,  but  two — one,  that  the  par- 
ties were  bound  to  pay  the  money,  even  al- 


deraand  had  proceded  from  some  hon.  Mem-  j  though  a  war  should  break  out  between 
her  behind  him.]   He  was  glad  that  it  was  a    them  ;   and  the   other,  that  if  the  union 
misconception  on  his  part;  indeed  he  had  so  '  lietween  Holland  and  Belgium  ceased,  then 
often  heard  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  <  the  payments   were   to  cease   also.     This 
man    contend,   that  confidential   opinions    point  of  the  continuance  of  the  payment, 
given  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  in    in  the  event  of  war,  was  one  of  the  strongest 
cases  submitted  to  them  by  the  Govern-    arguments  .jwssible  against   the  construc- 
nient,  were  not  documents  that  ought  to  ,  tion  put  upon  the  treaty  by  the  hon-  and 
be  laid  before  the  House  of  Commons,  that  .  learned  Solicitor  General,  and  by  the  hon. 
he  was  satisfied  that  if  any  motion  of  the  j  Member  who  spoke  last,  because  it  showed 
kind  were  made,  he  might  count  on  the  '  plainly  that  all  the  conditions  on  which  the 
assistance  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Cientlc-  j  payments  could  take  place  had  been  fore- 
man in  resisting  it ;  but  it  was  not  ]M)ssib1c    seen  and  provided  for,  and,  therefore,  there 
that   any  such  question  as  that  could  be  '  were  no  proceedings  nor  no  conferences  to 
raised    in   this  instance.     His    hon.    and    l)e    consulted    with    respect    to    the   true 
learned  friends,  who  had  given  the  opinion    construction  of  the  terms  of  the  treaty. 
in  question,  were  present  in  that  House    He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  time  roust 
living  witnesses  to  explain  their  o])ini(m  to    come  when  the  payments  must  cease,  and 
the  House,  and  to  defend  it.     He  had  con-    that  the  Government  had  really  no  disere- 
tented  himself  by  making  a  plain  statement    tion  left  with  resjiect  to  the  course  they 
of  facts,  and  he  would  let  that  statement    were   to  pursue   towards   Russia  and   the 
speak  for  itself.     He  would  maintain,  that    i>artics  interested.     He  could  have  under- 
there  were  several  papers  on  the  Table  of   stood   the   propriety   of  the  Government 
that  House,  and  strong  ones,  too,  exhibit-  •  making  some  concessions,  and  consentinj?  to 
ing  instances  in  which  the  Treasury  had    some  sacrifices,  for  the  purpose  of  avoiorng 
interposed  by  special  directions,  wherever  it    a  war ;  but  that  was  not  the  case  here.     It 
appeared  to  the  Government  that  the  public    was   the   separation  of  the   two  countries 
service    demanded   such    an   interference.  '  which  was  to  regulate  their  deeinon ;  and 
The  material  difference  in  this  case  was,    he  repeated  they  had  no  alternative  but  to 
that  the  Treasury  gave  no  special  directions    avail  themselves  of  their  situation  to  get  rid 
whatever,  but  merely  aflbrdeil  to  the  noble    of  the  burthen  which  the  treaty  imposed  on 
Lord,  the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer,  that    them      He  could  not  understand  the  pro- 
information   which   he   called   for.     That    priety  of  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
noble  Lord  himself  admitted  that,  in  deter-    — that  the  smallncss  of  the  sum  made  any 
mining  the  course  which  he  should  follow    difference.     The  sum  was  five  millions  and 
on  this  subject,  he  was  bound  to  look,  not    a  half,  and  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
<mly  to  the  Statute,  but  also  to  the  con-    Government   to  relieve  the  country  from 
struction  of  the  treaty;  and  if  that  noble    its  payment.    He  had  been  anxious,  indeed, 
Lord  had  the  power  to  exercise  such  a  dis-    that  the  question,  important  as  he  oonsi- 
crction  in  shaping  his  course,  how  much    dcred  it  in  every  point  of  view,  should  not 
more  was  it  in  the  jwwer  of  the  House  of   be  brought  before  the  House  incidentally, 
C'ommons  to  exercise  a  similar  discretion  ?    as  on  the  present  occasion,  but   that  time 
He  called  on  Members  to  look  at  the  true    should  be   given  the  Minister  to   look  at 
construction  and  spirit  of  the  treaty,  and,  if    the    propriety   of   retracing    their    steps. 
they  were  of  opinion  that  good  faith  called    Why,  indeed,    had  they  not  considered  it 
for  the  payment  of  this  money,  they  would    themselves  in  the  first  instance,  instead  of 
resist  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-    consulting  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown? 
™^"-  :  'i'lie   law  officers  of  the  Cn>wn,  indeed ! 

iNf  r.  Hume  hoped  the  House  would  bear  ,  Why  it  was  a  question  so  plain  and  so  easily 
with  him  for  a  few  moments,  while  he  at-    seen  through,  that  none  but  a  law  oflioer 
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fyf  the  Crown  could  misunderstand  it. 
Why  did  not  the  Ministers  trust  to  their  own 
Bood  sense,  rather  than  consult  those  who 
nahitually  mystified  the  plainest  questions? 
He  admired  the  candour  with  which  the 
noble  Loud  (Althorp)  had  admitted,  that  if 
they  had  erred,  it  was  through  bad  advice. 
He  understood  tlie  noble  Lord  to  sav, 
that,  doubts  having  arisen  as  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Act,  they  tiwk  the  opinion 
of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,   and   a 

Eetty  broken  reed  they  had  leant  upon. 
e  must  again  say,  he  regretted  that  the 
Ministers  had  not  trusted  to  their  own 
ffood  sense.  He  would  call  on  the  House, 
Sowerer,  to  be  cautious  how  they  gave 
their  consent  to  the  course  which  had  been 
porsued,  by  supporting  in  any  manner  the 
principle  laid  down ;  and  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  see  the  propriety  of  ad- 
niitting  the  error  that  had  been  committed, 
•ltd  at  once  tell  them  he  was  ready  to 
undo  what  had  been  done.  He  had  lis- 
tmcsd  with  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
learned  Gentleman  (the  Solicitor  General), 
•nd  he  must  say,  that  not  one  word  he 
uttered  had  the  least  reference  to  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  which  was  the  only  thing 
with  which  the  House  had  any  thing  to 
do.  One,  and  not  the  least  of  the  matters 
to  be  deprecated  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government  was,  that,  with  all  the  doubts 
they  entertained  of  the  propriety  of  their 
oourte,  they  had  commenced  paying  on  the 
6th  of  June,  20,000/.  which  was  followed 
hjr  another  payment  of  80,000/.,  although 
tnarlianient  was  sitting  at  the  time,  and, 
therefore,  it  certainly  ought  to  have  been 
oonaalted,  if  it  was  intended  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  to  retain  its  due 
and  proper  control  over  the  public  expen- 
diture, or  the  disposal  of  the  national  re- 
■ources.  He  maintained  that  the  Minis- 
ten,  under  such  circumstances,  ought  to 
have  obtained  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
before  they  continued  such  payments  under 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  case.  If 
the  country  was  to  go  on  making  these 
payments,  which  must  be  continued  for 
forty  or  fifly  years,  there  was  not  a  man  in 
Europe  who  would  not  say,  that  Eng- 
land was  paying  this  money  as  a  tribute 
to  the  great  Power  of  the  North,  in 
order  that  Russia  might  not  interfere 
with  her  arrangements ;  and  he  would  say, 
if  thtf  opinion  was  allowed  to  go  forth,  it 
would  be  most  prejudicial,  as  well  as  dis« 

r*eful.     On  that  |M)int,  as  well  as  others, 
regretted  what  had  been  done.      His 
dnty    to    his   constituents    required    him 


to  pursue  but  one  course.  The  principle 
involved  in  the  question,  and  all  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  it,  compelled  him  to 
vote  against  the  Government,  and  he  im- 
plored every  hon.  Member  in  that  House, 
who  had  a  due  regard  to  the  exercise  of  a 
proper  control  over  the  public  expenditure, 
to  consider  well  before  he  sanctioned  the 
course  which  had  in  this  instance  been 
pursued. 

"YXxit  Aitomey^General :  After  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  fnend,  and  the  small  reliance 
he  was  disposed  to  place  on  those  *'  broken 
reeds,"  the  lawyers  could  scarcely  hope  to 
convert  him  from  the  legal  opinion  he  had 
so  strongly  expressed.  Yet  it  was  fitting 
that  he  should  offer  a  few  observations  with 
regiird  to  both  the  points^the  one,  in  some 
degree,  technical,  but  in  truth  of  high  im- 
portance, the  second  involving  the  merits  of 
the  question  at  issue,  which  now  challenges 
the  attention  of  the  House.  In  the  first 
place,  he  wished  to  remove  that  erroneous 
position  which  appeared  to  have  been  taken 
— that  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  a  mere 
warrant  to  the  Treasury  to  pay  money.  It 
was  an  Act  framed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  the  Convention  made  between  his 
Majesty  and  the  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
and  the  emperor  of  Russia.  Such  was  the 
object — such  the  title  and  preamble — of  the 
Act  of  the  55th  of  George  3rd.  It  recited 
that  Convention,  including  the  words  on 
which  the  argument  in  support  of  the 
Motion  had  been  founded.  But  whatever 
was  the  fair  meaning  of  the  treaty,  that 
the  Act  enabled  his  Majesty  to  perform. 
This  N  iew  had  been  adopted  by  the  distin- 
guished and  noble  Statesman  (Lord  Gren- 
ville),  whose  name  had  of^en  occurred  in 
the  debate,  whose  answer  distinctly  said, 
that  the  Act  did  confer  this  power — that 
he  would  issue  the  money,  therefore,  ac- 
cording to  the  terras  and  spirit  of  the  treaty, 
and  that  he  would  take  its  construction 
from  the  Government ;  "  from  the  poli- 
tical and  judicial  authority,"  said  his  Lord- 
ship. And  though  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Baring)  might,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  right 
in  his  opinion,  that  this  was  no  question  for 
lawyers,  he  must  admit  that  the  Crown 
lawyers  were  bound  to  give  their  opinion, 
when  required.  He  possibly  would  admit 
further,  that  if  that  opinion  were  such  as  to 
coincide  with  the  sentiments  entertained  by 
the  ))olitical  authorities,  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other  was  less  likely  to  be  correct  by 
reason  of  that  coincidence.  Now,  in  con- 
struing treaties,  and  especially  such  treaties 
as  ereiited  pecuniary  obligations,  he  would 
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make  no  appeal  to  the  sense  of  honour 
which  was  said  to  find  its  sanctuary  in  the 
breast  of  kings^  even  though  it  should  be 
banished  from  all  the  earth  besides^  but  he 
would  contend^  that  the  instruments  which 
involve  the  peace  of  the  worlds  and  decide 
the  fate  of  nations^  ought  to  receive  an  in- 
terpretation at  least  equally  liberal  as  those 
which  regulate  the  intx^rests  of  men  in 
society.  In  private  transactions  the  rule  is 
clear^  and  the  principle  cannot  be  impugn* 
ed.  ''So  construe  the  words  that  bind 
youj  as  you  believe  the  other  contracting 
party  understood  them."  No  estimate  could 
be  formed  of  what  must  have  been  the 
mutual  understanding  between  the  contract- 
ing parties^  without  reference  to  the  state 
of  Europe  when  the  treaty  was  framed. 
England  and  Holland  were  engaged  in  beat- 
ing down  the  power  of  Napmeon :  the  as- 
sistance of  Russia  was  invaluable  for  this 
purpose ;  she  obtained  a  loan  of  money  in 
Holland^  to  be  expended  in  the  common 
cause.  Not  only  were  her  efforts  indis- 
pensable to  the  success  of  their  arms^  but 
her  continuing  co-operation  must  protect 
emancipated  Holland  against  the  future 
aggression  of  France.  To  secure  it,  Eng- 
land shared  with  her  the  liability  to  repay 
the  loan  to  Russia,  receiving  as  an  equivalent 
not  only  the  guaranteol  settlement  of 
Europe,  but  the  rich  colonies  of  Holland  in 
the  East.  True,  the  payment  is  not  to 
continue  in  case  of  Belgium  being  separated 
from  Holland.  He  acknowledged  the  ex- 
tensive meaning  of  the  word,  and  that  the 
French  word  "  sottstraire  d  I'auioriie"  had 
as  wide  an  import.  But  the  relative  situ- 
ation of  the  contracting  parties  proved  that  an 
amicable  internal  separation, without  forcible 
interference,  from  France — ^much  more  if 
brought  about  with  the  consent  of  England 
herself-— could  never  have  been  designed  to 
relieve  the  latter  from  her  engagement; 
and  what  the  intention  of  the  parties  made 

Shly  probable,  these  negotiations  rendered 
ispu  table.  These  negotiations,  it  ought 
to  be  understood,  had  been,  along  with  the 
treaty  to  which  they  imparted  its  character, 
laid  before  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the 
Solicitor- General  and  himself,  in  consulta- 
tion with  the  King's  Advocate,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Jenner,  whom  no  one  would  suspect  of 
being  influenced  by  any  political  views. 
The  unhesitating  opinion  of  all  three  was 
in  favour  of  the  continuing  obligations  of 
the  treaty.  A  little  before  the  recess, 
when  an  important  question  had  been  pro- 
posed to  him,  he  undertook  to  satisfy  every 
non.  Gentleman,  who  perused  the  Confer- 


ences and  negotiations,  that  a  tight  con* 
struction  had  been  given  to  the  treaty  itselfl 
It  had  not  at  that  moment  occuired  to  him 
that  reasons  of  public  convenienoe  might 
prevent  the  Government  from  producing 
these  negotiations,  without  which  the  ques- 
tion was  plainly  argued  under  great  disad- 
vantage. But  he  then  was  met  by  the 
plausible  remark,  that  if  the  treaty  was 
binding  only  in  honour,  and  not  by  its 
provisions,  in  the  events  of  recent  occur- 
rences. Ministers  ought  to  have  come  to 
Parliament  for  fresh  powers  to  carry  it  into 
effect.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  then  pro- 
fessed themselves  perfectly  willing  to  grant 
the  means  that  might  be  necessary.  He 
owned  himself,  therefore>  greatly  nirpriiedf 
when  he  heard  the  right  hon.  Mover,  not 
even  hinting  at  such  an  alternative,  oom- 
plain  that  the  erroneous  view  taken  of  the 
treaty  had  deprived  the  country  of  a  laige 
sum  of  money,  which  it  was  clearly  not 
bound  to  part  with.  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  no  disposition  to  accept  the  alternative, 
as  he  conceived  that  between  natiopg  no 
obligation  could  exist  by  treaty,  but  what 
fau'ly  resulted  from  the  due  intexpretation 
and  application  of  its  language.  He  could 
well  understand  an  individual  declining  to 
stand  upon  his  strict  legal  rights,  and  acri^ 
ficing  his  own  private  interest  to  a  delicate 
feeling :  but  he  did  not  understand  one  man 
gratifying  those  nice  sensibilities  at  the  ei- 
pense  of  another :  he  did  not  aee  how  a 
trustee  or  a  steward  could  be  justified  in 
so  acting  for  the  principal  who  tmatt  or 
employs  him.  And  the  Government  stood 
in  the  relation  ef  a  guardian  or  trustee  to 
the  country.  Except  in  so  fin:  as  treaty 
might  bind,  the  country  was  free  firam  aU 
engagement.  The  supposed  neoearity  of 
entering  into  a  new  treaty,  assumed  that 
the  old  one  was  not  obli^ory.  On  the 
part  of  the  country,  then,  the  Government 
would  have  been  bound  to  retist  a  menfy 
honorary  claim,  and  the  country,  appeiiled 
to  for  that  purpose,  would  be  justified  in 
withholding  powers  to  enforce  an  agree- 
ment to  which  it  was  no  party,  either  fay 
itself  or  its  aeent.  Had  the  Crown  been 
advised  to  inform  Parliament  that  a  former 
Minbter  had  left  a  treaty  imperfect,  smd  to 
request  a  vote  of  public  money  to  meet  the 
omitted  stipulation,  the  House  of  Commoos 
would  have  been  justified  in  answering— 
'*  We  will  comply  with  no  such  unreason- 
able demand ;  we  have  enough  to  do  with 
our  money  in  paying  our  ad^nowledfled 
debts :  we  know  we  may  pay  if  we  tbmk 
proper,  though  not  bound  to  do  so ;  but  the 
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question  is,  whether  we  must  pay^  for  other- 
wise we  should  throw  away  resources  in- 
trusted to  us  for  other  purposes  by  our  con- 
stituents." Ifj  however,  the  proposition 
contended  for  was^  that  a  doubt  had  arisen 
whether  the  treaty  was  applicable  to  the 
case  or  not,  and  that  Government  ought  to 
have  resorted  to  the  House  of  Commons  for 
an  opinion  upon  that  point,  he  asserted  the 
directly  contrary  opinion.  The  adversary's 
answer  would  have  been  stiU  more  decisive 
and  scornful.  He  thought  he  heard  the 
language  that  would  be  justly  used — "  The 
Crown  is  bound  by  the  treaty :  Parliament 
has  empowered  the  Crown  to  execute  the 
treaty :  the  Crown  which  has  the  preroga- 
tive of  making  treaties,  has  the  duty  of  ex- 
ccndng,  and^  of  course,  that  of  construing 
them:  act  upon  your  responsibility,  and 
aeek  not  to  shelter  yourselves  under  the 
opinion  of  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons." The  undeniable  justice  of  this 
answer  was  made  apparent  by  that  night's 
ddmte,  for  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
had  treated  the  matter  as  a  question  of  eco- 
nomy^ and  the  hon.  member  for  Thetford 
had  reminded  the  House  that  a  stem  scru- 
tiny would  be  made  at  the  hustings  of  the 
di^Kwal  of  this  money.  Many  a  Member, 
he  was  sure>  would  honestly  pronounce  a 
verdict  against  himself,  if  the  case  were  his 
own,  who  would  find  it  difficult,  with  the 
prospect  of  a  speedy  visit  to  his  constituents, 
to  decide  a  doubtful  point  of  law  against 
their  interests.  His  Majesty's  Government 
was  bound,  then^  to  assume  that  undivided 
remmsibility,  and  act  with  firmness  upon 
their  own  views;  and  their  sole  duty  was  to 
continue  the  treaty  according  to  its  true 
meaning.  Whether  they  had  done  wisely 
in  submitting  it  to  lawyers  or  not,  to  lend 
their  aid  in  discovering  what  that  was,  they 
eould  not,  consistently  with  the  principles 
of  the  Constitution,  hand  over  the  task  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  or  any  other  body. 
He  had  not  been  prepared  to  hear  the  ar- 
cumenl  deduced  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
nicnd,  the  Solicitor-General,  from  the 
mtore  of  the  separation  between  Holland 
and  Belgium  treated  with  levity.  Il  was  of 
the  eseence  of  the  controversy.  No  greater 
oatraae  upon  good  faith  could  be  imagined, 
than  for  a  country  bound  to  pay  till  sever- 
smee^  to  bring  about  that  severance,  and 
then  refuse  to  pay.  But,  then,  exclaimed 
the  hon.  member  for  Thetford,  you,  the 
Ministers,  ought  to  be  impeached,  if  you 
did  bring  it  about.  Perhaps  so,  if  the 
Mimstem  of  England  had  inflamed  the 
fBiiiKMi^  of  the  Belgian  people  against 


their  government,  and  incited  to  the  acts  of 
violence  that  had  disgraced  Brussels,  or  in 
any  way  fomented  the  insurrection  which 
made  the  severance  unavoidable.  But  all 
these  events  had  occurred  in  rapid  succes- 
sion,  before  the  Ministers  were  in  power, 
and  even  under  the  control  of  no  English 
Minister.  Still,  the  separation  which  they 
rendered  desirable  was  afterwards  approved 
and  sanctioned  by  our  Government,  and 
dishonour  would  attach  to  the  country, 
which,  under  that  pretence,  should  fly  from 
its  word.  Another  excuse  for  non-pajrment 
of  our  debt  was  founded  on  the  word  "  can" 
jointement."  England  and  Holland  jointly 
undertook  to  pay;  and  .it  had  been  urged 
that  Holland  by  not  paying  could  relieve 
England  from  its  liability.  A  most  conve« 
nient  morality !  As  if  a  great  nation,  bound 
by  its  own  acts,  and  responsible  for  its  own 
conduct,  could  screen  itself  from  an  unam<- 
biguous  duty  under  the  bad  faith  of  its 
joint  contractor.  He  repeated  that,  as  the 
Crown  was  invested  with  the  power  of 
performing  treaties,  the  people  would  not 
wish  to  be  trusted  with  the  interpretation 
of  them,  or,  at  a  moment  of  want  and 
suffering,  to  be  tempted  by  such  subtle 
reasonings  to  invalidate  the  contracts  im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  legitimate  authority 
of  the  State.  He  would  venture  to  predict 
with  confidence,  that  England  would  rue 
the  day  on  which  it  should  depart  from  that 
principle  of  honour  and  good  faith  which 
caused  it  to  respect  itself,  and  ensured  the 
respect  of  every  other  nation. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  was  not  prepared  to 
hear,  without  remonstrating  against  it  as 
an  unconstitutional  doctrine,  that  the  King 
had  a  power  vested  in  him,  not  only  to  make 
a  treaty  or  convention,  but,  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  the  Attorney  General  had 
said,  to  put  upon  such  treaty  that  construc- 
tion which  was  convenient  for  the  execu- 
tive to  give  to  it.  Much  less  could  he  ac- 
quiesce in  the  monstrous  proposition  that 
Parliament  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
construction  put  upon  it  further  than  to  foU 
low  it  implicitly.  Did  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  mean  to  contend,  that  if  a  treaty 
entered  into  by  the  King  contained  pe- 
cuniary obligations  as  this  did,  that 
it  could  be  carried  into  execution  with- 
out the  authority  of  Parliament  ?  If  so, 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  effective 
control  over  the  public  purse,  and  theCrown^ 
the  Ministers,  and  the  law  officers,  might 
tax  the  public  at  their  pleasure,  to  cany 
into  effect  treaties  made  with  foreign  coun- 
tries.   If  the  Government  asserted  thejr 
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had  a  right  to  demand  the  acquiescence  of 
that  House,  because  of  documents  which 
they  exclusively  had  in  their  possession, 
why  did  they  not,  as  they  were  bound  to 
do,  produce  those  documents  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  House  and  the  country  ?  The 
Act  of  Parliament  only  went  so  far  as  to 
sanction  the  payment  of  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  according  to  the  treaty.  The  ques- 
tion really  was,  what  did  the  treaty  stipu- 
late for  ?  Why,  in  efiect,  for  the  payment  of 
so  much  money  ''until  the  dominion  of 
Belgium  should  pass  away,  or  be  severed 
from  Holland."  The  French  phrase,  sera 
sousirait,  could  not  be  more  happily  trans- 
lated, and  it  was  clear  this  phrase  could 
never  be  turned  or  twisted  so  as  to  be 
forced  to  imply  that  the  dominion  should 
be  severed  by  arms  or  by  force.  The  article 
of  the  treatv  to  which  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment  referred,  sanctioning  this  payment, 
could  not  possibly  bear  the  construction  at- 
tempted to  be  put  on  it  by  the  legal  oihccrs 
of  the  Crown.  VV  here  words  were  of  an  am- 
biguous or  doubtful  nature,  then  it  might  be 
perhaps  convenient  to  go  to  the  context  and 
general  clauses  of  a  convention,  to  enable  us 
safely  to  arrive  at  the  proper  construction 
which  ought  to  be  put  upon  them ;  but  this 
was  a  case  so  very  much  the  reverse — a  case 
in  which  the  terms  of  the  convention  was  so 
clear,  definite,  and  decisive — that  he  was 
only  surprised  that  legal  ingenuity  itself 
could  have  raised  a  doubt  upon  the  meaning 
of  the  words.  He  confessed  he  should  be 
as  well  satisfied  if  they  were  referred  to  the 
judgment  of  any  six  country  gentlemen — 
to  say,  upon  their  consciences,  what  was  in- 
tended by  that  clause  in  the  Convention — as 
if  they  had  been  referred  to  the  most  ex- 
^lert  lawyers  or  civilians  of  the  day. 

Sir  Francis  Vincent  said,  he  considered 
the  treaty  as  binding  upon  the  country, 
because  we  still  retained  the  Dutch  a)lonics, 
which  was  the  original  inducement  for  us 
to  enter  into  the  convention.  Further  he 
would  say,  that  he  never  heard  of  a  contract 
made  between  several  persons,  and  which  al- 
lowed one  of  them  to  annul  his  own  act  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  others.  To  illustrate  his 
opinion  he  would  suppose  that  this  country 
had  become  involved  in  war  with  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands,  and,  by  means  of  a  British 
army,  Belgium  had  been  severed  from  Hol- 
land ;  he  conceived,  even  in  that  case,  we 
should  not  in  good  faith  have  been  exone- 
rated from  the  payment  of  the  money. 
According  to  existing  circumstances  we  had 
really  been  parties  to  the  separation  of  the 
two  countries,  fur  Belgium  could  not  be  said 


to  bo  really  independent,  until  thai  uid»- 
l)endence  was  acknowledged  by  the  five 
powers  who  had  interfered,  and  this  ooaotry 
was  one  of  the  most  active  of  the  five.  It 
had  further  been  asserted,  that,  from  the 
known  dislike  existing  between  the  two 
countries,  a  separation  must  have  been  made, 
contemplated  by  internal  means,  but  this 
assertion  was  a  severe  reflection  upon  then 
diplomatists  who  professed  by  the  union  to 
contribute  to  the  permanent  tranquillity  of 
Europe.  He  considered  there  were  no 
grounds  for  such  a  reflection,  and  bethought 
he  was  fully  borne  out  in  sayine,  that  the 
only  severance  contemplated  was  by  external 
force.  When  he  looked  at  the  date  of  the 
treaty,  which  was  the  10th  day  of  May  1 815, 
just  previous  to  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  and 
during  the  period  called  the  hundred  days, 
when  the  Belgic  provinces  were  in  momea* 
tary  apprehension  of  being  overrun  by  the 
French  armies.  He  had,  Uierefbre,  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  Ministers,  in  thecoune 
they  had  pursued,  had  acted  according  to 
the  dictates  of  honour,  justice,  and  equity, 
and  he  was  determined  to  support  thenu 

Mr.  O'CoMMe// observed,  that  it  washigUy 
desirable,  on  occasions  like  the  present,  that 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  should  be 
very  cautious  what  opinion  they  pronounced 
on  questions  which  the  House  might  be 
called  on  to  decide,  in  the  exercise  of  a  bifh 
and  important  duty.  He  made  this  observa- 
tion  because  he  was  free  to  confess  that,  not* 
withstanding  what  had  been  quoted  as  the 
opinion  of  high  authorities  on  the  puint  of 
law,  he  did  not,  as  a  lawyer,  perceive  that 
any  legal  ground  had  been  yet  ofiered  by 
any  hon.  and  learned  Member,  upon  which 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  m  this  in« 
stance  could  be  defended  with 
The  stipulation  to  pay  this  money 
cither  absolute  or  limited.  Looking  to  the 
treaty,  he  found  the  limitation  clearly  e»- 
l)rcsscd  in  the  terms  that  "  this  sum  shall 
be  payable  by  this  country  until  the  do- 
minion of  Belgium  shall  have  passed  away, 
or  be  severed  from  HoUand."  The  time 
then  had  arrived,  when,  happily  for  u%  the 
country  was  relieved  by  the  express  con- 
dition of  this  treaty  from  aU  pretext,  ma/ck 
less  necessity,  for  paying  to  Russia  thia 
money.  Common  honesty  forbade  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  payment  after  the  period 
arrived  when  that  dominiou  had  passrd 
away ;  and  he  should  consider  himself  guilty 
of  a  robbery  if  he  took  from  the  pockets  at 
the  i)eople  a  single  shilling  to  make  good 
any  such  payment  b^  our  GoTcmmeal. 
He  had  heard  something  hinted  with  fO« 


941 


Russian' Dutch 


{Jan. 26} 


toan. 


942 


ference  to  the  prerogative  of  tlie  Crown  to 
form  conventions  and  enter  into  treaties ; 
and  that  it  was  also  within  the  King's  pri< 
vilege  to  accompany  such  conventions  or 
treaties  with  pecuniary  stipulation  for  pay* 
nients  to  certain  of  the  contracting  parties. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  such  an  allusion 
made  in  that  House — though  it  had  been 
done,  he  confessed^  very  cautiously  and  co- 
vertly— for  they  must  be  sensible  that  the 
asauroption  was  falsified  by  the  Act^  which 
spoke  trumpet-tongued,  being  framed  \x\Hm, 
and  in  acconlance  with«  a  previous  resolu- 
tion of  the  Commons,  witJi  whom  alone 
must  reat  the  provision  fur  the  payment  of 
money,  under  any  treaty  or  convention. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  felt  if  he 
lanctioned  the  payment,  on  tliis  account,  of 
ft  siDffle  farthing,  he  should  be  guilty  of  an 
act  of  spoliation  upon  the  public  purse. 

Mr.  G.  Sinclair  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  debate  with  the  utmost  attention,  in 
the  faqpe  of  discovering  some  sufficient  rea- 
aon  to  enable  him  to  vote  against  the  reso- 
lutions proposed,  but  he  felt  bound  to  say 
without  entering  into  legal  subtleties,  but 
considering  the  case  in  a  plain  and  common- 
aense  view  that  ho  thought  the  treaty  was 
no  longer  binding  ui)on  the  countr\\  That 
treaty^  it  appeared  coutauicd,  a  ])rovi«ion  by 
which  we  were  to  pay  a  certain  sum  of 
money  until  a  certain  event  took  place. 
The  simple  question,  therefore,  was,  had 
that  event  taken  place,  and  no  man  could 
entertain  a  doubt  that  it  had.  Belgium  and 
Holland  were  severed,  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  treaty  to  unite ;  it  was  not  just, 
ifaereforcy  to  the  |KX>ple  of  this  country  to 
continue  the  payments.  If  there  were  any 
further  documents  which  could  thntw  more 
light  upon  all  the  bearings  and  circum- 
stances of  the  treaty,  he  should  be  happy  to 
see  and  attend  to  their  contents.  It  was 
poaufale  that  if  such  documents  were  in  ex- 
iatencc  those  who  had  access  to  them  might 
find  the  complexion  of  the  case  altered ;  but 
he  formed  his  opinion  from  the  c^se  before 
him,  and  from  that  he  felt  bound,  although 
reluctantly  to  support  the  resolutions,  pro- 
poaedby  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr,  Robinson  would  be  quite  ashamed 
of  himtelf  if  he  were  to  sufler  anything  he 
had  heard  ofiercd  in  argument  by  the  Mem- 
hen  of  his  Majesty's  Government  that  night 
to  diawade  him  from  supporting  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  near 
him.  He  felt  the  terms  of  the  treaty  were 
rapaUe  of  no  other  construction  than  that 
put  upon  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
who  had  moved  the  resolutions.    The 


Act  of  Parliament  gave  e(lect  to  the  Con- 
vention, so  far  as  the  i)aynient  was  con- 
cerned ;  and  if  the  Ministers  had  any  doubt 
\i\ioxi  the  bearing  of  it  on  the  treaty  accord* 
ing  to  the  altered  circumstances  of  the  case, 
it  was  their  duty  to  consult  those  only  who 
were  |xu*ties  to  the  Act.  He  would  never 
admit,  that  the  Uepresentatives  of  the  people 
were  bound  by  the  doctrine  of  the  law 
officers,  in  the  interpretation  of  one  of  their 
own  acts,  upon  a  question  which  related  to 
a  convention  with  foreign  powers,  and  which 
involved  no  point  of  the  law,  and  which 
would  force  upon  the  country  the  payment 
of  a  large  sum  of  money  for  many  years  yet 
to  c(mie.  If  anything  could  add  to  the 
weakness  of  the  case  as  stated  by  the  law 
officers,  it  was  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who 
had  attempted  to  bolster  up  their  case  by 
throwing  a  part  of  the  responsibility  of  the 
Aci  upon  the  noble  Lord  (Grenville),  but 
had  entirely  failed  in  that  attempt;  for  that 
noble  Lord  in  his  iirst  letter,  thought  his 
authority  for  the  payment  of  the  money 
had  ceased,  and  in  his  second  did  not  use  a 
single  expression  to  shew  that  his  opinion 
was  changed,  or  that  he  was  not  imying 
the  money  out  of  the  Exchequer  only 
according  to  other  jKople's  opinion,  and  un- 
der c(mstraint.  liy  their  conduct  with 
respect  to  these  i)ayments.  Ministers  had 
placed  the  country  in  an  awkward  situ- 
ation with  regiutl  to  the  cmpenir  of 
Russia ;  for  in  answer  to  all  reasons  for 
withholding  future  payments,  he  would 
I^oint  to  what  hud  been  already  done.  This 
the  Ministers  had  brought  u})on  the  public 
by  evading  an  application  to  Parliament. 
Those  were  sliortly  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  give  the  resolutions  his  sup- 
port. 

Doctor  Lunhingion  said,  that  however 
much  he  deplored  the  consequences  that 
had  followed  from  what  was  called  '*  the 
settlement  of  Europe,"  the  only  thing  with 
regard  to  the  question  before  the  House 
was,  for  hon.  Members  to  consider  whether 
existing  circumstances  imposed  upon  tliis 
country  the  necessity  of  oontuiuing  the 
payments  stipulated  in  the  Convention. 
Unless  it  could  be  demonstrated,  to  the  con- 
viction of  every  honest  and  upright  mau, 
that  the  conditions  contemplatcni  by  the 
treaty  was  actually,  and  to  the  letter,  ful- 
illled,  they  were  not  released  from  the 
obligation  it  imposed ;  and  altliough  they 
might  lament,  still  they  were  bound  to  sup- 
port the  burden  the  ol)servancc  of  treaties 
might  entail  upon  them.    Indeed^  in  pro^ 
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portion  as  it  was  their  interest  to  be  re- 
lieved from  the  weight  which  pressed  on 
them^  ought  the  House  to  endeavour  to 
come  to  the  consideration  of  this  question, 
not  merely  unprejudiced  in  their  minds^  but 
perfectly  free  from  anything  like  a  disposi- 
tion to  convert  circumstances  which  had 
since  occurred,  into  a  release  from  the  moral 
force  of  a  voluntary  obligation.  It  was  a 
mistaken  view  of  this  question  to  look  at 
Holland  and  Great  Britain  as  the  only 
contracting  parties  to  this  treaty ;  and  he 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  member  for 
Cockermouth  not  only  treat  the  subject  in 
this  manner,  but  urge  that  the  fact  of  Hol- 
land's disclaiming  the  obligation  was  a 
strong  reason  for  our  coming  to  the  same 
conclusion.  It  appeared  to  him  that  Rus- 
sia was  a  very  material  party  to  the  treaty. 
The  question,  then,  was,  whether  our  obli- 
gations with  respect  to  her  were  diminish- 
ed? The  principle  of  construing  such  a 
treaty  was  perfectly  well  known,  not  only 
to  lawyers,  but  to  every  gentleman  who 
paid  the  slightest  attention  to  these  subjects 
to  be  this ;  that  we  were  bound  not  to  look 
to  the  specific  wording  of  a  single  article, 
but  to  its  context.  There  was  another  le- 
gitimate mode  of  looking  at  a  treaty ;  which 
was,  to  recur,  not  only  to  the  wording  of  the 
treaty  itself,  but  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  the  contracting  parties  were  placed 
at  the  period  at  which  they  entered  into  it. 
He  knew  nothing  of  any  documents,  or  of 
any  other  instruments,  by  which  to  judge 
of  that  situation,  beyond  what  was  found 
in  the  treaty  itself.  At  that  particular 
political  emergency,  it  was  resolved  by  all 
the  great  European  Powers,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  France,  to  establish  a  system 
which  would  consolidate  the  peace  that  had 
just  then  been  made ;  and  one  principle  of 
which  was,  to  restrain  the  power  of  France, 
by  attaching  Belgium  to  Holland.  Eng- 
land and  Russia  joined  in  the  attainment  of 
that  end  by  means  of  this  Convention ;  and 
it  might  be  truly  said,  that  a  severance  of 
Belgium  from  Holland,  with  the  consent  of 
England,  was  never  contemplated  by  any 
of  the  parties  to  the  treaty.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  his  hon.  friend  in  his  statement 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  this  obligation 
upon  us  was  created ;  but  he  wholly  dif- 
fered from  him  in  his  conclusion  ;  for,  in  his 
judgment,  it  was  clear  that  the  obligation 
never  could  cease.  It  never  could  have 
been  in  the  contemplation  of  the  high  con- 
tracting parties,  that  a  separation  of  Belgium 
from  Holland  was  to  terminate  the  obliga- 
tion of  theic  parties  to  observe  this  treaty? 


because  neither  of  them  could  have  con- 
templated that  event.  The  object  of  the 
treaty  was  to  induce  Russia  to  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  continuance  of  the  union 
which  existed  between  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium. It  was,  in  short,  to  make  it  the  in- 
terest of  Russia  to  prevent  the  severance  of 
Belgium  from  Holland,  and  to  endeavour, 
by  every  possible  means,  to  make  it  also 
the  interest  of  Russia  to  promote  the  per- 
manency of  that  union,  and  to  maintahi 
the  Netherlands  as  an  independent  State. 
When  Russia  entered  into  this  treaty,  auch 
were  the  views  contemplated  by  that 
power,  according  to  the  honest  meaning, 
intention,  views,  and  interests  which  were 
entertained  at  the  time  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment on  the  same  subject.  Russia 
became  a  party  to  the  treaty  according  to 
its  genuine  import,  as  he  had  describea  it, 
and  which  was  known  to  be  conformable 
to  the  real  object  and  spirit  of  the  Britiih 
Government.  Now,  it  was  contended, 
that  notwitlistanding  such  were  the  termi 
of  the  treaty,  we  were  clearly  released  fram 
the  obligation  which  it  origmally  imposed 
upon  us,  by  the  occurrence  of  a  oontio- 
gency  which  seems  to  be  there  alluded  to 
as  that  which  alone  could  extinguish  the 
binding  force  of  the  obligation  upon  us.  AU 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  argued  in 
support  of  the  other  side  of  the  question, 
had  contented  themselves  by  quoting  a 
single  and  isolated  case  connected  with  this 
question.  The  view  which  he  had  taken 
of  the  case  would  be  demonstrated  by  re- 
ference to  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty 
itself,  when  it  was  fully  considered.  '  It  is 
'hereby  understood  and  agreed  between 
'  the  high  contracting  parties,  that  the  said 
'  payments,  on  the  part  of  their  Majesdei 
'  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  and  the  King 
'  of  Great  Britain,  as  aforesaid,  shall  ceaw 
'  and  determine,  should  the  possesion  and 
'sovereignty  (which  Grod  forbid)  of  the 
'  Belgic  provinces  at  any  time  pass,  or  be 
'  severed  from  the  dominions  of  his  Majertj 
'  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  previous  to 
'  the  complete  liquidation  of  the  same.  It  is 
'also  understood  and  agreed  between  the 
'  high  contracting  parties,  that  the  payments 
'  on  the  part  of  their  Majesties  the  king  of 
'the  Netherlands  and  the  king  of  Great 
'  Britain,  as  aforesaid,  shall  not  be  intemipt- 
'  ed  in  the  event  (which  God  forbid)  of  a  war 
'breaking  out  between  any  of  the  three 
'  high  contracting  parties ;  the  government 
'of  his  Majesty  the  emperor  of  all  the 
'  Russios  being  actually  bound  to  its  credit- 
'  ors  by  a  simUar  agreement.'  *  But  it  was 
""•  Pari,  Pebatesi  vol,  uxi.  p,  716i 
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8«id>  sudi  general  tenns  as  these  were  to  be 
found  in  all  treaties,  and  therefore  they 
were  of  little  importance.  Undoubtedly 
they  were ;  but  for  what  purpose  were  they 
inserted  ?  Always  to  meet  the  possible  oc- 
currence of  the  case  of  a  war  intervening 
between  any  of  the  contracting  parties.  In 
this  case,  they  were  predicated  of  any  war 
which  might  lead  to  the  disunion  of  Bel- 
gium from  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands, 
and  which  disunion,  it  must  be  apparent 
from  the  expression,  "  which  God  forbid," 
is  one  of  those  events  which  the  con- 
tracting parties  were  particularly  desirous 
ahould  never  occur.  He  had  demonstrated 
that  it  must  have  been  as  much  the  desire 
of  Russia  as  of  England,  that  the  separation 
of  Bdgium  from  Holland  should  not  take 
plaoe;  and  that  it  was,  at  the  time  of 
making  the  treaty,  the  very  last  measure 
which  either  England  or  Russia  would 
widi  or  contemplate.  If,  then,  this  was 
the  feeling  and  the  understanding  of  the 
parties  at  the  time,  he  again  asserted  that 
It  never  was  intended  by  the  parties  not  to 
adhere  to  the  terms  of  the  contract  in  the 
erent  of  a  separation  being  eifected  between 
Belgium  and  Holland,  without  the  inter- 
Tention,  and,  if  he  might  say  so,  the  express 
su^ettion  of  the  parties  to  the  treaty.  The 
case  of  severance,  then,  which  had  arisen 
was  never  anticipated  by  the  parties.  For 
a  single  moment  it  would  be  worth  while 
to  ccRisider  how  the  emperor  of  Russia 
would  meet  the  case  if  we  were  to  avail 
ooiselves  of  the  separation  which  had  taken 
pboe  between  Belgium  and  Holland  to 
escape  from  our  liability.  He  would 
naturally  say,' "  When  I  entered  into  that 
treaty,  I  exp^^ted  to  receive  from  the  hands 
of  the  British  Grovcmmcnt  the  money  sti- 
pulated to  be  paid  to  me.  It  is  nut  a  ques- 
tion now  whether  or  no  the  treaty  was  a 
politic  one.  The  only  fact  I  can  depend 
upon  is  this,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  British  Government  at  the  time  to  pay 
the  money."  He  might  well  say  again  to 
Ei^landj  were'  she  to  attempt  to  avoid  the 
obluzation  the  treaty  imposed  on  her, 
"When  I  received  from  your  hands  this 
compact,  in  return  for  all  the  services  I 
rendered  in  what  was  called  the  cause  of 
Europe— when  I  lavished  the  resources  of 
my  country  to  aid  that  cause,  I  believed 
that  you  would  continue  that  payment 
until  an  event  had  happened,  contemplated 
hy  all  of  us  with  fear,  horror,  and  disgust 
^-a  war  to  be  produced  alone  by  your  in- 
tervention." Would  he  not  naturally  add, 
^WiQ  joo  turn  round  upon  me«>-make 


yourselves  the  cause  of  the  failure  of  this 
treaty — and  then  avail  yourselves  of  your 
own  guilty  act  ?  Shall  you  be  at  liberty  to 
use  an  argument  so  irreconcilcable  with  all 
good  faith  ?"  Would  this  country  be  at 
liberty  to  reply,  "  True  it  is,  we  were 
tied  down  by  the  same  treaty  with  yourself 
— a  treaty  which  existed  in  the  minds  of 
the  parties  when  it  was  entered  into,  as  a 
compact  binding  on  us  until  a  certain  cir- 
cumstance should  occur,  which,  at  the 
period  of  that  treaty  was  by  both  of  us 
considered  as  the  most  improbable  and  un- 
fortunate event  that  could  happen — but 
now  we  have  changed  our  policy,  and  have 
determined  that  this  very  separation  of  the 
provinces  of  Belgium  and  Holland  shall 
take  place,  which  once  we  so  much  depre- 
cated ,*  and  we  therefore  claim  to  be  released 
from  the  obligation  of  that  treaty."  He 
should  like  to  know  how  the  able  Diplo- 
matists, and  the  ingenious  Gentlemen  op- 
posite would  shape  an  answer  to  that  argu- 
ment— how  would  their  argument  look 
when  compared  with  the  words  of  the 
treaty — **  should  the  possession  of  the 
Belgic  provinces  at  any  time  pass  or  be 
severed  from."  In  fairness  the  House 
ought  to  consider  the  words  of  the  treaty  in 
the  same  spirit  in  which  it  was  made.  But 
hon.  Gentlemen  said,  look  at  the  letter  only 
of  the  document,  and  not  at  its  spirit  jmd 
meaning ;  and  the  construction  of  the  par- 
ties, as  ex])lained  by  the  circumstances,  and 
understood  by  every  honest  man.  He  re- 
membered nothing  similar  to  this  attempt 
on  the  part  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  ex- 
cept a  circumstance  which  happened  in  his 
early  days.  It  was  a  transaction  between 
the  government  of  India  and  one  of  the 
native  princes.  A  stipulation  was  made,  by 
which  the  prince  was  to  pay  a  certain  sum 
of  money,  or  else  his  property  was  to  be 
taken  possession  of  by  the  Company's  go- 
vernment To  the  great  di^race  of  this 
country,  the  government  of  India  at  that 
time,  by  marching  an  army  into  the  terri- 
tory of  the  prince,  effectually  prevented  the 
money  from  being  paid  up ;  and  then  turn- 
ed round  upon  the  prince,  and  said,  "  You 
have  not  fulfilled  your  obligations,  and 
therefore  your  sovereignty  is  at  an  end." 
This,  certainly,  was  a  very  strone  case ;  but 
the  principle  was  the  same  which  it  was 
now  attempted  to  be  set  up  to  justify  the 
non-observance  of  a  treaty,  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain,  which  she  had  entered  into, 
bondjide,  with  Russia.  The  plain  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  comract  was,  that  it 
should  be  carried  into  ofect  ecoording  to 
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iu  )(enitinc  Kpirit :  luid  to  loiift  as  the  oUi' 
(tatiiini  created  Under  it  cnnliiiiied  to  exul, 
m  long  it  roust  be  performed.  He  repeattct 
that  the  rircunntuicet  wbtch  had  wi  re- 
cently oecumid  in  the  Kvthcrlondii,  were 
not  in  the  cunteiaplaiion  oT  the  contnurling 
partiea  when  the  treaty  waa  mode ;  and,  not 
having  been  so,  they  could  not 
judgment  uf  bonett  men,  be  allowed  to 
i^Msrule  a*  a  discharge  of  either  party  from 
the  ahli^tiouj  of  that  treaty. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  of  opiaion,  tliac 
there  was  not  a  single  defaaleablc  point  in 
iho  present  question.  It  wax  his  most  full 
and  delilierate  opinion,  that  tlie  Governraent 
liad  no  power  whaterer  to  pay  a  shilling  of 
the  money,  under  the  circurostancei  that  a 
separ»ti(Mi  had  de facto  tttken  placu  between 
Del^iun  and  Holland.  The  Attorney 
General  had  thii  night  stonl  up  for  the 
rights  and  pHrilt^es  of  the  Crown  in  a 
manner  that  no  crown-lawyer  had  ever 
(lured  to  do  before.  The  words  in  the  act 
of  Parliament  (oaA  never  were  there  clearer 
words  in  an  act  of  Parliament]  gave  a  right 
to  tbi;  proper  officHr  to  pay  certain  suras  of 
money  whilu  a  particular  vats  existed. 
That  ease  no  longer  exiitoil.  What,  then, 
became  of  the  rivht  ?  But  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney  General  wM  simply  this — 
it  is  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  make 
a  treaty,  to  construe  that  treaty,  and  to  ex- 
ecute that  treaty,  and  the  representatives 
of  the  people  have  no  right  on  the  part  of 
their  constituents,  to  ask  how  and  for  what 
reason  they  arc  to  [lay  large  sums  of  money 
under  it,  even  though  they  have  reason  to 
believe  that  there  has  been  a  violation  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  never  knew  a 
niuregroiw  violationof  an  Act  of  Parliament 
than  wiu  here  disclosed,  and  he  never  knew 
a  more  dangerous  doctrine  than  that  which 
Ihu  Attorney- General  had  laid  down.  It 
came  with  an  extraordinary  had  grace  from 
those  who  professed  to  be  such  decided  Ite- 
formers.  They  now  breaehed  the  mnsl  arbi- 
trary doctrines  when  no  Iteform  Bill  was 
before  the  House,  but  to<morrow,  when  that 
Bill  came  under  diflcuasion,  doctrines  of  a 
most  opposite  description  wouldbe  laid  down. 
Ho  wished  to  learn  the  legal  argument  in 
this  ease;  hut,  nltbough  he  usid  his  best 
attention,  ho  could  not  hear  any  thing  of 
the  kind.  The  Attorney  General  said,  in 
arguing  the  question,  "  I  have  had  access 
to  information  which  is  nut  before  the 
House  ;  you,  therefore  can  form  no  opinion 
up«Hi  it :  but  still  there  can  bo  no  doubt  of 
the  fairness  of  the  deduction  which  I  have 
^awu  fmia  that  information."    Sutcly  the 


Hoiuc  wouhl  nut  be  talUlWd  with  BUcfa  a 
dcelaraljon  as  that.  It  was  s  remarkable 
fact,  that  all  the  hon.  Members  who  rase 
to  oppose  the  notion  founded  their  argu- 
ment on  a  different  b:isis.  The  noble  Lon) 
rested  on  the  Act  of  Parliament ;  the  next 
hon.  Member  reUed  on  the  severance  of 
Belgium  from  Holland  by  the  instnUMUt- 
aKty  of  ILngland ;  while  the  Secrrtcty  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Attorney  General 
quoted  certain  papers  in  their  defence. 
That  House,  he  must  say,  trmild  wmt 
Reform  indeed,  if  it  allowed  itself  to  he 
misled  from  the  path  of  duty  by  such  rao- 
tradictory  statements.  The  temu  (tf  the 
treaty  were,  that  the  payment  tboold  cob- 
tinue  until  Belgium  had  passed  away  boat 
Holiitnd.  The  phrase  was  "  passed  8way." 
Could  there  be  found  in  language  a  bori 
comprehenuve  phrase  i  He  woi^  aik  of 
all  Knglisbuien,  had  not  Belgium  "  isiwid 
away"  from  Holland  ?  He  would  ask,  had 
it  not  been  severed  from  Holland?  Was 
there,  he  demanded,  a  idogle  solitary  qua- 
lification in  tl)e  case  to  justify  them  in 
saying,  that,  under  the  treaty,  thb  pttyment 
ought  to  be  continued?  There  was  iwt 
one.  If  Ministers  hod  come  down  f»irly  to 
Parliament,  and  stated  that  the  spirit  of 
the  treaty  demanded  their  interference— if 
they  had  declared  that  unforeseen  circum- 
rendered  it  tuxettoxy  that  a  more 
extensive  latitude  should  be  given  to  the 
operation  of  the  treaty,  he  would  have  been 
the  laj«t  man  to  oppose  the  applicsiiun,  al- 
tliough  the  money  thus  supplied  might 
have  been  swept  into  the  coQert  of  Itustu 
to  assist  in  the  accomplishment  of  those 
ibjects  to  which  tlie  Gazette  of  Motctm 
had  alluded.  But  he  never  would  conieDt 
\Gt  of  Parliament  should  be  thus 
grossly  violated.  If,  on  this  uccoaun,  bon. 
Meinbcrs  so  far  forgot  their  duty  to  tlidt 
»instituen[s  as  to  vole  against  the  rosolu- 
ions,  they  would  thereby  establish  theptc- 
:edenl  that  Ministers  could  apply  the  public 
money,  without  the  consent  of  that  tlouK, 
I  furtherance,  perhaps,  of  objects  that 
lighl  be  detrimental  to  the  public  interests. 
The  House  would  then  be  compelled  lo 
accede  to  treaties  having  pecuniary  obliga- 
attached  to  them,  which  it  secracd  the 
House  was  not  to  be  the  judge  of.  It  was 
iply  to  be  cidied  on  to  pay  tho  money 
when  it  might  be  required,  without  know* 
ing  the  reasons  for  the  payment.  Such 
encroachments  uu  the  public  purse,  if  toler- 
ated, would  go  for  to  prevent  their  inter- 
fering efieclually  hercaftor,  wbeNKi  li»< 
ceg&tty  Bhould  require  it- 
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The  AllorHey-Ginfral  dcnW  tliul  tli 
was  BDj  discrepancy  whalcver  between 
jtatement  und  Uiut  of  hw  right  hun.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  utterly 
disclaimed  any  Aame  to  ketp  the  docuDienis 
secret  on  which  le  had  founded  his  o^anion. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  as  ihu  qucNtiun 
appeared  to  involve  a  charge  agiiinst  the 
Ministry  of  which  Ue  formed  a  part,  of  ap- 
plying  the  public  money  without  pariia- 
tnentary  authority,  he  must  admit  a  very 
important  principle  was  attached  to  Its 
consideration*  Great  pains,  had  been  talct 
not  only  to  hold  this  up  in  a  strong  ligli 
but  also  to  introiluee  ihis  subject  as  a  que 
tion  of  economy,  lie  could  not  view  it  . 
either  of  these  characters.  It  was  not 
question  of  economy  or  of  dispensing  with 
an  Act  of  ParliarneiiE,  but  the  questioo  be- 
fore tbem  was,  whether  the}'  should  violate 
the  national  faith.  He,  for  one,  would 
consentj  for  the  &uni  of  5, 000,000/.  to  barter 
the  honour  and  fiiith  uf  England.  Cei 
men  opposite  had  relied  on  the  express 
letters  and  words  of  the  treaty.  Was  this, 
then,  a  question  that  depended  merely  on 
the  terms  of  the  treaty  ?  Was  nothing  else 
to  be  considered  ?  Were  they,  in  their 
consideraliDn,  to  be  bounded  by  the  terms 
alone?  Were  they  to  look  no  further? 
Those  who  were  selected  to  coniiidtir  the 
subject,  thought  that  they  were  not  to 
be  so  bounded.  Lord  Gienville  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  that  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  the  letter,  but  of  the  spirit  of  tlie 
treaty;  for,  that  noble  Lord  suid,  in  his 
Letter  which  had  been  read  by  his  right 
hon- friend.  'All  that  is  officially  known 
'  to  me  on  this  subject  is,  that  the  legal  and 
'  political  authorities  to  whom  the  con- 
'  sideration  of  these  high  matters  properly 
'  belongs,  have  advised  his  Majesty  to  cnn- 
'  sidcr  himself  as  still  bound,  in  mainte- 
'  nance  of  the  national  good  faith,  to  cun- 
'  linue  their  paymentn ;  and,  db  far  as  my 
'  humble  judgment  extends,  i  trust  1  can- 
'  not  err  in  determining,  under  these  cir- 
'  cumstances,  to  discharge  my  own  more 
'  limited  duty,  in  obeying,  as  before,  their 
'  Lordships'  orders  in  this  behalf.'  And  the 
noble  Lord  said  this,  because  it  was  a  ques* 
tion  which  more  particularly  belong  to 
the  high  legal  and  political  authoiittcs  of 
the  country.  It  was  a  queslion  of  the  in- 
terpretation of  a  treaty,  and  it  was  not  to 
be  taken  according  to  the  mere  letter,  while 
Lord  Grcuville  meant,  of  course,  to  allow 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer  to  draw  the 
money.  The  bo[i.  and  Icunied  Member 
(Mr.  Pollock)  who  spoke  early  in  the  De- 


hnte,  admitted  that  litis  wag  not  s  question 
as  lu  the  mere  letter  of  the  treaty,  but  ac- 
cording tn  the  epirit  of  it.  But,  as  was 
Kaid  by  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Althorp), 
there  were  other  considerations  than  the 
mere  words  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
before  this  House  could  come  to  a  8at)»- 
factory  delerniination— there  were  ciicusb 
stances  peculiar  to  this  treaty  which  ought 
not  to  be  lost  ught  of.  It  had  been  argued 
on  the  other  side  that  they  were  to  ulow 
to  Russia  certain  sums  of  money  on  certain 
considerations,  and  the  chief  uf  them  were, 
that  the  Biilgian  provinces  which  had  be«n 
united  to  Holland  should  continue  to  be- 
long to  that  Power,  but,  if  they  became  an 
independent  State,  that  the  payment  of  tbii 
money  shuuld  ceoae.  Qut  this  was  not  the 
view  of  the  contracting  Power,  for  the 
Dret  words  of  the  preamble  of  the  seound 
treaty  of  the  19th  uf  May,  IHld,  were 
thes4^-'  His  Majesty,  the  king  of  iho  Ne- 
'  therlands,  being  desirous,  upon  the  final 
'  re-union  uf  the  Uelgian  provinces  with 
'  Holland,  to  render  to  the  Allied  Power* 
'  who  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  conuluded 
'  at  Cbanmont  on  the  1st  of  March,  1814, 
'  a  suitiible  return  fur  the  heavy  uxpenso 
'  incurred  by  them  in  delivering  tbe  saiil 
'  territories  from  the  power  of  the  enemy  [ 
'  and  the  said  Powers  having,  in  considei^ 
'  allon  of  arrangements  made  with  eaeli 
'  other,  mutually  agreed  to  waive  their 
'  several  pretensions  under  this  head  in 
'  favour  of  his  Majesty  the  emperor  of  all 
'  the  Uussias,  &c."  Thus  it  appeared  that 
the  sum  of  money  to  be  paid  to  Itussla  was 
partly  in  consideration  of  the  deliveranecof 
Europe  frwn  the  bauds  uf  the  ruler  of 
Frante ;  and  he  would  ask,  whether  the  in- 
surrection at  Brussels  ought  to  be  a  suf- 
ficient reason  to  induce  us  to  abandon  the 
mgagement  which  we  had  entereil  into 
jointly  with  Holland  for  the  payment  of 
this  loan.  It  was,  then,  on  the  general  in- 
terprutatioD  of  the  treaty,  taking  into  con- 
sideration all  its  bearings,  and  all  the  cir- 
ices  connected  with  it,  that  they 
decide,  and  not  on  the  interpretation 
gle  phrase.  If  they  refused  tii  act 
under  this  Treaty,  would  not  Russia  have  a 
right  to  say,  "  It  is  true  there  is  a  scpaTU> 
tion  between  Holland  aud  Belgium,  but 
that  separaliun  waselTeeted  against  my  wiah 
— I  have  taken  no  part  in  procuring  it — I 
have  not  yet  ratified  it;  and  willyou,  on  the 
ground  of  such  a  separation,  which  I  deny 
exist,  refuse  to  pay  me  the  sum  which  by 
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its  genuine  spirit :  suid  so  long  as  the  obli- 
gations created  under  it  continued  to  exist, 
so  long  it  must  be  performed.  He  repeated 
that  the  circumstances  which  had  so  re- 
cently occurred  in  the  Netherlands,  were 
not  in  the  contemplation  of  the  contracting 
parties  when  the  treaty  was  made ;  and,  not 
having  been  so,  they  could  not,  in  the 
judgment  of  honest  men,  be  allowed  to 
operate  as  a  discharge  of  either  party  from 
the  obligations  of  that  treaty. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  of  opinion,  that 
there  was  not  a  single  debateable  point  in 
the  present  question.     It  was  his  roost  full 
and  deliberate  opinion,  that  the  Government 
liad  no  power  whatever  to  pay  a  shilling  of 
the  money,  under  the  circumstances  that  a 
separation  hvid  de  facto  taken  place  between 
Belgium  and   Holland.       The   Attorney 
General  had  this  night  stood  up  for  the- 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Crown  in  a 
manner  that   no  crown-lawyer  had  ever 
dared  to  do  before.     The  words  in  the  act 
of  Parliament  (and  never  were  there  clearer 
words  in  an  act  of  Parliament)  gave  a  right 
to  the  proper  officer  to  pay  certain  suras  of 
money   while    a    particular    case   existed. 
That  case  no  longer  existed.     What,  then, 
became  of  the  right  ?     But  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney  General  was  simply  this — 
it  is  the  prerogative  of  the  (^rown  to  make 
a  treaty,  to  construe  that  treaty,  and  to  ex- 
ecute that  treaty,  and  the  representatives 
of  the  people  have  no  right  on  the  part  of 
their  constituents,  to  ask  how  and  for  what 
reason  they  are  to  pay  large  sums  of  money 
under  it,  even  though  they  have  reason  to 
believe  that  there  has  been  a  violation  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.     He  never  knew  a 
more  gross  violation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
tlian  was  here  disclosed,  and  he  never  knew 
a  more  dangerous  doctrine  than  that  which 
the  Attorncy-Gcnenil  hud  laid  down.     It 
came  with  an  extraordinary  bad  grace  fn)m 
tliose  who  professed  to  be  such  decided  lie- 
formers.    They  now  broairhcd  the  most  arbi- 
trary doctrines  when  no  Reform  Bill  was 
before  the  House,  but  to-morrow,  when  that 
Bill  came  under  discussion,  doctrines  of  a 
roost  opposite  description  would  be  laid  down. 
He  wished  to  learn  the  legal  argument  in 
this  case ;  but,  although  he  used  his  best 
attention,  he  could  not  hear  any  tiling  of 
the  kind.     The  Attorney  General  said,  in 
arguing  the  question,  '*  I  have  had  access 
to  information  which  is  not  before   the 
House ;  you,  therefore  can  form  no  opiniim 
upon  it :  but  still  there  can  be  no  doubt  of 
the  fairness  of  the  deduction  which  I  have 
drawn  from  that  ioformation."   Surely  the 


House  would  not  be  satisfied  with  such  a 
declaration  as  that.     It  was  a  remarkable 
fact,  that  all  the  hon.  Members  who  rose 
to  oppose  the  motion  founded  their  argu- 
ment on  a  different  basis.     The  noUe  Lord 
rested  on  the  Act  of  Parliament ;  the  next 
hon.  Member  relied  on  the  serenuiee  of 
Belgium  from  Holland  by  the  instrament- 
ality  of  England ;  while  the  Secretaiy  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Attorney  Oeiienl 
quoted  certain  papers   in  their    defenee. 
That   House,  he  must  say,  would  want 
Reform  indeed,  if  it  allowed  itself  to  be 
misled  from  the  path  of  duty  by  such  eoo-i 
tradictory  statements.     The  terms  of  the 
treaty  were,  that  the  payment  sbonld  oofr- 
tinue  until  Belgium  had  passed  away  from 
Holland.     The  phrase  was  **  passed  awi^.** 
Could  there  be  found  in  languiwm  a  son 
comprehensive  phrase  ?     He  woi3d  ask  of 
all  Englishmen,  had  not  Belgium  ''pasnd 
away"  from  Holland  >    He  would  ask,  had 
it  not  been  severed  from  Holland?     Was 
there,  he  demanded,  a  single  solitarj  qua< 
lification  in  the  case   to   justify  them  in 
saying,  that,  under  the  treaty,  this  payment 
ought  to  be  continued?     There  was  not 
one.     If  Ministers  had  come  down  fairiy  to 
Parliament,  and  stated  that  tho  spuit  of 
the  treaty  demanded  their  intorferenoe-^ 
they  had  declared  that  unforeseen  drcum* 
stances  rendered  it  necessary  that  a  move 
extensive  latitude  should  be  ffiven  to  the 
operation  of  the  treaty,  he  would  have  been 
the  last  man  to  oppose  tho  appiicatioo,  al« 
though    the  money  thus  supplied  mii|^t 
have  been  swept  into  the  cofiers  of  Rusaa 
to  assist  in  the  accomplishment  of  those 
objects  to  which  the  Gazette  of  Motcom 
had  alluded.     But  he  never  would  oOnsmt 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  should  be  thus 
grossly  violated.     If,  on  this  occasion,  hon. 
Members  so  far  forgot  their  duty  to  their 
constituents  as  to  vote  against  the  resolii- 
tiuns,  they  would  thereby  establish  the  pre- 
cedent that  Ministers  could  apply  the  public 
money,  without  the  consent  of  that  Hoose, 
in    furtherance,   perhaps,  of  objects  that 
might  be  detrimental  to  the  public  interests. 
Tho  House  would  then  be  compelled  to 
accede  to  treaties  having  pecuniary  obliga- 
tions attached  to  them,  which  it  seemed  the 
House  was  not  to  be  the  judge  of.     It  was 
simply  to  be  called  on  to  pay  the  money 
when  it  might  be  required^  without  know^ 
ing  the  reasons  for  the  payment.      Such 
encroachments  on  the  public  purse>  if  toler- 
ated, would  go  far  to  prevent  their  inter* 
fcriug  eliectually  hereafter^  whereYer 
cessity  should  require  iU 
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The  AUome^Gcneral  dcnitMl  that  there 
wu  anj  discrepancy  whatever  between  his 
ftatement  and  that  of  his  right  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  utterly 
difclaimed  any  desire  to  keep  the  documents 
aecret  on  which  he  had  founded  his  opinion. 

Lord  John  Russeil  said,  as  the  question 
appeared  to  involve  a  charge  against  the 
Ministry  of  which  he  formed  a  part^  of  ap- 
plying the  public  money  without  parlia- 
mentary authority,  he  must  admit  a  very 
important   principle  was   attached   to  its 
coDsideration.   Great  pains,  had  been  taken 
not  only  to  hold  this  up  in  a  strong  light, 
but  also  to  introduce  this  subject  as  a  que»- 
iioB  of  economy.     lie  could  not  view  it  in 
either  of  these  characters.     It  was  not  a 
quetiioo  of  economy  or  of  dispensing  with 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  but  the  qucKtion  be- 
fore them  was,  whether  they  should  violate 
the  national  faith.     He,  for  one,  would  not 
ooDsent,  for  the  sum  of  5,000,000/.  to  barter 
the  honour  and  faith  of  England.     Gentle- 
men 0]^poiite  had  relied  on  the  express 
letters  and  words  of  the  treaty.     Was  this, 
then,  a  question  that  depended  merely  on 
the  terms  of  the  treaty  ?     Was  nothing  else 
to  be  considered?     Were   they,   in   their 
consideration,  to  be  bounded  by  the  terms 
alone?      W^ere  they  to  look  no  further? 
Those  who  were  selected  to  consider  the 
subject,  thought  that    they  were   not   to 
be  so  bounded.     Lord  Grenville  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  that  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion cf  the  letter,  but  of  the  spirit  of  the 
treaty;  for,  that  noble  Lord  said,  in  his 
Letter  which  had  been  read  by  his  right 
hon«  friend.     '  AW  that  is  oiiicially  known 
'  to  me  on  thb  subject  is,  that  the  legal  and 
'  political  authorities   to   whom   the   con- 
'  sideration  of  these  high  matters  properly 
'  belooffs,  have  advised  his  Majesty  to  con- 
'  aider  nimself  as  still  bound,  in  mainte- 
'  nance  of  the  national  good  faith,  to  cim- 
'  tinue  their  payments ;  and,  as  far  as  my 
'  humble  judgment  extends,  I  trust  I  can- 
*  not  err  in  determining,  under  these  cir- 
'  cumstancesy  to  discharge  my  own   more 
'  limited  duty,  in  obeying,  as  before,  their 
'  Lordships'  orders  in  this  behalf.'    And  the 
noble  Lord  said  this,  because  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  more  particularly  belong*^  to 
the  high  legal  aiul  political  authorities  of 
the  country .     It  was  a  questicm  of  the  in- 
terpretation of  a  treaty,  and  it  was  not  to 
be  taken  according  to  the  mere  letter,  while 
Lord  Grenville  meant,  of  course,  to  allow 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer  to  draw  the 
money.      The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  FoUock)  who  spoke  early  in  the  De- 


bate, admitted  that  this  was  not  a  question 
as  to  the  mere  letter  of  the  treaty,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  spirit  of  it.     But,  as  was 
said   by  his   noble  friend  (Lord  Althorp), 
there  were  other  considerations  than  the 
mere  words  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
before  this  House  could  come  to  a  satis- 
factory determination— there  were  cireum« 
stances  peculiar  to  this  treaty  which  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.     It  had  been  argued 
on  the  other  side  that  they  were  to  ulow 
to  Russia  certain  sums  of  money  on  certain 
considerations,  and  the  chief  of  them  were^ 
that  the  Belgian  provinces  which  had  been 
united  to  Holland  should  continue  to  be- 
long to  that  Power,  but,  if  they  became  an 
independent  State,  tliat  the  payment  of  this 
money  should  cease.     But  this  was  not  the 
view  of  the   contracting  Power,   for   the 
first  words  of  the  preamble  of  the  second 
treaty  of  the  19th  of  May,  1815,  were 
these — '  His  Majesty,  the  king  of  the  Ne« 
'  therlands,  being  desirous,  upon  the  final 
'  re-union  of  the  Belgian  provinces  with 
'  Holland,  to  render  to  the  Allied  Powers 
'  who  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  concluded 
'  at  Chaumont  on  the  1st  of  March,  1814, 
'  a  suitable  return  for  the  heavy  expense 
'  incurred  by  them  in  delivering  the  said 
*  territories  Irom  the  power  of  the  enemy  ; 
'  and  the  said  Powers  having,  in  consider- 
'  ation  of  arrangements  made  with   each 
'  other,  mutually  agreed   to  waive  their 
'  several   pretensions  under  this  head  in 
'  favour  of  his  Majesty  the  emperor  of  all 
'  the  Russias,  &cc.**     Thus  it  appeared  tluit 
the  sum  of  money  to  be  ^mid  to  Russia  was 
partly  in  consideration  of  the  deliverance  of 
Europe   from   the  hands  of  the  ruler  of 
France  ;  and  he  would  ask,  whether  the  in- 
surrection at  Brussels  ought  to  be  a  suf- 
ficient reason  to  induce  us  to  abandon  the 
engagement  which  we   had   entered   into 
jointly  with  Holland  for  the  payment  of 
this  loan.     It  was,  then,  on  the  general  in- 
terpretation of  the  treaty,  taking  into  con- 
sideration all  its  bearings,  and  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  it,   that  they 
were  to  decide,  and  not  on  the  interpretation 
of  a  single  phi'ase.     If  they  refused  to  act 
under  tliis  Treaty,  would  not  Russia  liavc  a 
right  to  say,  *'  It  is  true  there  is  a  sqxura- 
tion  between  Holland  and  Belgium,  but 
that  separation  was  effected  agaiust  my  wish 
—I  have  taken  no  port  in  procuring  it^^I 
have  not  yet  ratified  it;  and  will  you,  on  the 
ground  of  such  a  separation,  which  I  deny 
to  exist,  refuse  to  pay  me  the  sum  which  by 
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treaty  you  o^c  me?"  The  course  taken 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  to-night  was,  he  con- 
ceived, most  extraordinary.  1  hey  came  down 
with  a  direct  vote  of  censure  upon  Ministers, 
without  calling  for  papers,  without  any 
allusion  to  the  circumstances  which  had  oc- 
curred in  1830  and  1831,  and  on  which 
they  must  be  aware  that  the  interpretation 
of  the  Treaty  might  in  a  very  great  de- 
gree depend.  He  never  knew  such  a  vote 
of  censure  proposed  against  any  Administra- 
tion, without  preliminary  inquiry,  without 
previous  investigation.  If  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  unfit  for  the  situation  which 
they  held — let  the  question  be  fairly  put 
and  tried  upon  its  own  merits.  The  whole 
intention  of  this  Motion  evidently  was,  to 
censure  Ministers  without  previous  discus- 
sion or  inquiry.  The  proposition  was  brought 
forward  under  the  pretence  of  economy  and 
retrenchment,  by  those  who  never  had  at- 
tempted to  carry  economy  and  retrench- 
ment into  effect.  And  this  course  they  pur- 
sued because  they  were  hostile  to  the  Go- 
vernment, which  was  engaged  in  a  measure 
which  they  could  not  bear  to  see  carried. 
His  Majesty's  Ministers  were  attached  to 
economy,  but  they  never  would,  in  pursuit 
of  economy,  recommend  any  measure  which 
appeared  to  them  calculated  to  disparage 
the  public  faith.  The  candour  of  his 
noble  friend  (Lord  Al thorp)  had  been 
spoken  of,  and  he  must  express  a  hope  that 
those  who  had  given  his  noble  friend  credit 
for  that  candour  and  manly  bearing,  would 
not  inflict  upon  his  character  the  disgrace 
of  having  disposed  of  the  money  of  the 
people  of  England  without  a  due  consider- 
ation of  her  honour  and  her  engagements. 

Mr.  C.  fV,  JVynn  said,  that  when  his 
noble  friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, stated  that  the  Government  had  acted 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  was  sure 
that  he  could  not  intend  to  convey  to  the 
House  that  meaning  which  his  words  were 
naturally  calculated  to  bear.  It  was  quite 
impossible  that  he  could  mean  to  say,  that 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer  had  expressed 
his  "  concurrence"  in  the  propriety  of  this 
payment.  He  (Mr.  Wynn)  had  requested 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  read  his 
noble  relation's  letter  to  the  House.  He 
had  not  himself  previously  seen  it,  and  he 
had  had  no  communication  with  Lord 
Grenville  on  the  subject.  From  his  know- 
ledge, however,  of  Lord  Grenville's  genenU 
opinions,  he  had  felt  deeply  impressed  with 
the  extreme  improbability  that  they  should 
agree  in  the  oonitruction  of  the  treaty  now 


contended  for  by  the  noble  Lord.  He, 
therefore,  had  begged  the  letter  might  be 
read.  The  House  had  now  heard  it,  and 
he  appealed  to  them,  whether  it  in  any 
respect  supported  the  assertion  that  had 
been  made.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  taken  great  credit  for  the  candour  and 
fairness  of  the  Government,  in  laying 
before  the  law  officers  Lord  Grenville's 
letter,  with  the  statement  of  doubts  which 
it  enclosed,  but  without  any  counter-state- 
ment or  comment  whatever,  which  might 
tend  to  influence  their  opinion.  Heanng 
this,  he  was  not  a  little  surprised  since  to 
learn  from  the  Attorney  General,  that  a 
case  on  this  very  question  had  previoosly 
been  submitted  to  him  and  his  learned 
colleagues  by  Government,  accompanied, 
not  only  by  the  treaty,  but  by  all  the 
minutes  of  the  conferences,  and  coriespuH" 
dence  which  had  led  to  it,  and  that  it  was 
on  the  latter  that  their  opinion  was  prii^ 
cipaUy  founded.  Again,  the  noUe  Lord 
said,  that  the  treaty  had  been  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  and  that  it  was  upon  their  dedaon 
and  advice  that  the  Government  had  acted. 
When  he  heard  this,  he  thought,  and  he 
was  sure  the  House  thought,  that  merely 
the  treaty  had  been  laid  before  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown,  who  had  been  called 
upon  to  give  an  opinion  on  that  alone. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene* 
ral  had  stated,  that  not  only  the  treaty, 
but  the  minutes  of  all  the  conferences  that 
were  held  at  the  making  of  it,  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  law  advisers  of  the  Goveni* 
ment ;  and  it  was  not  on  the  mere  letter 
of  the  treaty,  but  on  a  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that  these 
opinions  were  given.  The  noble  Lovd 
(Lord  John  Russell)  spoke  of  peters  ne- 
cessary for  a  perfect  knowledge  of  this  ease 
not  having  been  demanded;  but  with 
whom  did  the  blame  of  that  non*prodiic- 
tion  rest  i  If  Ministers  had  any  ez^ana- 
tion  to  give,  why  did  they  not  come  down 
and  explain  their  conduct,  and  why  did 
they  not  bring  down  these  papers  and  lay 
them  before  the  House  ?  Now,  when  they 
found,  that  a  great  impression  had  been 
created  by  this  debate,  they  asked  for  time, 
and  the  pretence  was  resorted  to,  that  this 
was  brought  forward  as  a  party  question. 
It  was,  however,  no  such  thing,  bat  the 
House  of  Commons  was  called  upon  to  act 
as  judge  in  a  matter  of  the  highest  im« 
portance.  It  was  a  usual  course,  when 
notice  was  given  of  a  debate  on  any  par* 
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•end  down  any  papers  or  documents  that 
might  either  elucidate  the  subject^  or  tend 
to  justify  their  conduct.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  persons  not  in  office  to  be  aware  of 
the  existence  of  all  the  documents  that 
might  be  necessary  to  the  proper  under- 
standing of  any  case ;  and  it  was  not  very 
decent  lor  the  noble  Lord  to  complain  of  the 
want  of  that  information  which  it  rested 
with  himself  to  produce.  Of  course,  in  a 
case  of  this  nature,  his  right  hon.  friend 
must  have  depended  on  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  colleagues  to  furnish  every  information 
which  could  in  the  least  degree  tend  to 
justify  their  own  conduct.  The  noble 
"Lord  knew  that  this  subject  was  mooted  in 
the  House  on  the  l6th  of  December,  and 
ample  opportunity  had,  therefore,  been 
aflbrded  to  prepare  all  the  necessary  inform- 
ation ;  but  not  a  single  document  had  been 
laid  upon  the  table.  The  object  for  which 
be  supported  the  present  motion  was,  not 
to  criminate  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but 
that  he  felt  himself  bound,  sitting  as  he 
did  in  that  House,  as  a  judge  on  the  con- 
struction of  a  treaty  in  which  the  people 
of  England  were  deeply  concerned,  to  give 
a  fair  and  candid  opinion  on  the  case.  Let 
bim  remind  the  House  of  the  magnitude 
o£  the  sum  in  question,  and  allude  to  the 
importance  of  their  decision.  Instead  of 
tbu  beine  merely  a  party  question,  between 
opposite  aides,  brought  forward  merely  with 
a  Tiew  of  obtaining  a  vote  of  censure  on 
Ministers,  the  decision  was  of  much  more 
importance.  If  the  House  should  negative 
tbese  Resolutions,  the  payment  of  this  sum 
annually  would  be  established  ;  because  it 
would  be  impossible  afterwards  to  recede  or 
refuse  the  payment.  We  must  continue  to 
pay  it,  whether  Holland  continued  or  not. 
If  it  was  refused  to  the  emperor  of  Russia, 
be  would  say  ''the  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain  had  determined  by  a  solemn  vote, 
tbat  his  money  was  to  be  paid  to  him,  not- 
withstanding the  severance  of  Belgium 
fiom  Holland,  and  it  was  ridiculous  to 
suppose  that  it  could  be  broken  through.'' 
It  was  a  question  between  the  emperor  of 
Russia  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  people  of 
England  on  the  other ;  and  that  House,  as 
the  guardian  of  the  public  purse,  was  called 
upon  to  give  a  solemn  judgment  on  the 
subject.  The  result  of  this  Motion  would 
be  of  serious  consequence;  for  if  it  was 
rejected,  it  would  then  go  forth  to  Europe, 
that  that  House  considered  the  conduct  of 
Ministers  justifiable,  and  the  engagement 
to  pay  the  money  would  be  valid  ;  and  the 
payment  could  never  with  decency  be  re- 


fused. As  to  any  understanding,  or  curious 
construction  of  treaties,  no  private  engage- 
ment, not  communicated  to  Parliament, 
could  bind  either  the  Parliament  or  the 
people.  This  payment  was  originally  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  Russia  a  direct  interest  in  main- 
taining the  union  and  integrity  of  the  newly 
constituted  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands ; 
but  from  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  it 
would  appear  as  if  it  was  now  proposed 
(without  any  fresh  authority  from  Par- 
liament) to  continue  it  as  a  reward  to 
the  emperor  of  Russia  for  his  forbear- 
ance in  not  coming  forward  to  prevent  that 
dismemberment  of  territory  which  had 
taken  place ;  was  it  then  to  be  understood 
that  this  payment  was  to  be  continued,  in 
order  to  bribe  that  monarch  to  a  policy  the 
very  reverse  of  that  whicli  it  had  been  the 
object  of  the  treaty  to  establish  ?  Was  it 
not  too  much  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  consent  to  the  payment  of  5,000,000/. 
sterling,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the 
sanction  of  the  emperor  of  Russia  to  the 
separation  of  Belgium  from  Holland  ?  A 
subsequent  Government  might  interpret  the 
treaty  in  a  different  sense,  and  withhold 
the  payment  unless  Russia  interfered  to 
prevent  that  separation.  The  noble  Lord 
implied  that  the  emperor  of  Russia  had 
agreed,  with  some  reluctance,  to  the  policy 
that  had  been  pursued  with  reference  to 
Belgium  and  Holland;  and  from  the 
language  of  the  noble  Lord  it  might 
be  inferred  that  the  continuance  of  the 
payment  of  this  money  was  nothing  more 
or  less  than  a  bribe  to  him  for  his  neutrality. 
The  Parliament  was  called  upon,  then,  to 
sanction  the  payment  of  large  sums  of 
money  in  order  to  secure  the  adherence  of 
Russia  to  a  particular  line  of  policy,  which 
was  thought  to  be  a  desirable  object.  The 
Government  was  bound  to  shew,  that  its 
policy  with  respect  to  Belgium  and  Hol- 
land had  been  good,  on  which  he  had  very 
considerable  doubts,  not  conceiving  it  cal- 
culated to  uphold  the  character  or  to  ad- 
vance the  interests  of  the  country.  It  was 
the  duty  of  Ministers  to  make  out  a  case 
in  their  justification,  and  it  was  too  much 
for  them  to  state  as  an  excuse,  that  certain 
papers  ought  to  have  been  laid  upon  the 
Table.  The  English  Parliament  was  called 
on  to  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  evi- 
dence already  furnishe<l.  Were  they  to 
understand  that  a  payment  of  money  was 
contrary  to  the  wonls  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  the  same  time  to  be  told  they 
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treaty  you  oiyc  nie?"  The  couriie  taken' 
Ity  thehun.  Gentlemen  lo-nifrhtRas.  hccon- 
ceived,mostextraocdi.nary.  IheycEimeclowii 
with  a  direct  vote  of  censure  upon  Ministers, 
without  calling  for  papers,  without  any 
allusion  to  the  circumstanccB  which  hod  oc- 
curred in  1830  and  1831,  and  on  which 
they  must  be  aware  that  the  interpretation 
of  the  Treaty  might  in  a  very  great  de- 
gree depend.  He  never  knew  such  a  vote 
of  censure  proposed  against  any  Administra- 
tion, mthout  preliminary  inquiry,  without 
previous  investigation.  If  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  until  for  the  situation  which 
they  held — let  the  question  be  fairly  put 
and  tried  upon  its  own  merits.  The  whole 
intention  of  [his  Motion  evidently  was,  to 
censure  Ministers  without  previous  discus- 
sion orinquiry.  Thepropositionwaa  brought 
forward  under  the  pretence  of  economy  and 
retrenchment,  by  those  who  never  had  at- 
tempted to  carry  economy  Bnd  retrench- 
ment into  efleot.  And  this  course  they  pur- 
sued because  they  were  hostile  to  the  Go- 
vernment, which  was  engaged  in  a  measure 
which  they  could  not  hear  to  see  carried. 
His  Majesty's  Ministers  were  attaclied  to 
economy,  but  they  never  would,  in  pursuit 
of  economy,  recommend  any  measure  which 
appeared  to  tliem  calculated  to  disparage 
the  public  faith.  The  candour  of  his 
noble   friend    (Lord   Ahliorp)   had   been 

rken  of,  and  he  must  express  a  hope  that 
se  who  had  given  his  noble  friend  credit 
for  that  candour  and  manly  bearing,  would 
not  inllict  upon  his  character  the  disgrace 
of  having  disposed  of  the  money  of  the 
people  of  England  without  a  due  consider- 
ation of  her  honour  and  her  engagements. 

Mr.  C  W.  JVynn  said,  that  when  his 
noble  friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, stated  that  the  Government  had  acted 
with  the  concurrence  of  t)ie  noble  Lord, 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  was  sure 
that  he  could  not  intend  to  convey  to  the 
House  that  meaning  which  his  words  were 
naturally  calculated  to  bear.  It  was  quite 
impossible  that  he  could  mean  to  say,  that 
the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer  had  expressed 
his  "concurrence"'  in  the  propriety  of  this 
payment.  He  (Mr.  Wynn)  had  requested 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  read  his 
noble  relation's  letter  to  the  House.  He 
had  not  himself  previously  seen  it,  and  he 
had  had  no  communication  with  Lord 
Grenville  on  the  subject.  From  his  know- 
ledge, however,  of  Lord  Grenville's  general 
opinions,  he  had  felt  deeply  impressed  with 
the  extreme  improbability  that  they  should 
Bgrw  in  the  construction  of  ths  trcatjr  now 


contended  for  by  ihc  noble  Lord.  H^ 
therefore,  had  begged  the  letter  might  btt 
read.  The  House  had  now  heard  it,  and 
ho  appealed  to  them,  whether  it  in  any 
respect  supported  the  assertion  that  had 
beeii  made.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasuif 
had  taken  great  credit  far  the  candour  bikI 
fairness  of  the  Government,  in  layiiv 
before  the  law  officers  Lord  Grenvilln 
letter,  with  the  statement  of  doubts  whidi 
it  enclosed,  hut  without  any  counter-statft> 
ment  or  comment  whatever,  which  miehl 
tend  to  influence  their  opinion.  Heano^ 
this,  he  was  not  a  little  surprised  nnce  W- 
learn  from  the  Attorney  General,  that  |p 
case  on  this  very  question  had  previoud/^ 
been  submitted  to  him  and  his  leamra 
colleagues  by  Government,  accompanied 
not  only  by  the  treaty,  but  by  all  tl» 
minutes  of  the  conferences,  and  cotiespon* 
dence  which  had  led  to  it,  and  that  it  wu 
on  the  latter  that  their  ojiinion  was  prin- 
cipally founded.  Again,  the  noble  Lord 
said,  that  the  treaty  had  been  referred  M 
the  consideration  [>f  the  law  ofGeera  of  tlM 
Crown,  and  that  it  was  upon  their  decision 
and  advice  that  the  Government  had  acted. 
When  he  heard  this,  he  thought,  and  be 
was  sure  the  House  thought,  that  merely 
the  treaty  had  been  laid  before  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown,  who  had  been  called 
upon  to  give  an  o^nnion  on  that  alone. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Genea 
ral  had  stated,  that  not  only  the  trea^i 
hut  the  minutes  of  all  the  conferences  that 
were  held  at  the  making  of  it,  were  sul^ 
mittod  to  the  law  advisers  of  the  Govern* 
ment ;  and  it  was  not  on  the  mere  letter 
of  the  treaty,  but  on  a  consideration  of  aS 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that  thcitf' 
opinions  were  given.  The  noble  LatSi 
(Lord  John  Russell)  spoke  of  papers  Mt\ 
cessary  for  a  perfect  knowledge  of  this  ca^i 
not  having  been  demanded ;  but  wilft- 
whom  did  the  blame  of  that  non-pn>duo> 
tion  rest  i  If  Ministers  had  any  explanft> 
tion  to  give,  why  did  they  not  come  down' 
and  explain  their  conduct,  and  why  £2> 
they  not  bring  down  these  papers  and  1^ 
them  before  the  House  ?  Now,  when  tho^ 
found,  that  a  great  impression  had  beeiE' 
created  by  this  debate,  they  asked  for  tim^ 
and  the  pretence  was  resorted  to,  that  thv 
was  brought  forward  as  a  party  quenkn. 
It  was,  however,  no  such  thing,  but  Hit 
House  of  Commons  was  caUed  upon  to  Ml 
as  judge  in  a  matter  of  the  highest  ioW 
portancc.  It  was  a  usual  course,  whe* 
notice  was  given  of  a  debate  on  any  par*' 
ticukr  subject,  for  the  Government   ' 
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gree  available  to  defend  their  conduct^  it 
was  idle  to  auppoie  that  they  would  not 
have  triumphantly  produced  them.  The 
^tatioD  which  preTailed  in  the  country 
wmild  be  sooner  settled  by  questions  of  this 
nature  than  by  a  great  noise  mode  about 
Reform.  The  people  would  sec  wliat  they 
had  to  expect  from  those  who  backed  Mi- 
nisters in  every  proposition  they  made^ 
however  absurd  it  might  be ;  this  was  u 
question  to  try  whether  u  man  was  for  re- 
trenchment or  not.  He  knew  that  if  the 
late  Government  had  paid  this  money,  the 
eatery  that  would  have  been  raised  by 
those  who  were  now  in  place,  would  have 
roused  the  whole  country.  The  hon. 
member  for  Thctford  said  truly,  that  there 
was  not  a  public  Meeting  that  could  not 
pcrfoetly  understand  the  question.  There 
was  no  diiguising  the  simple  fact  that  money 
had  faaen  paid  without  the  authority  of 
Farliamenty  and  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
the  Member  who  represented  a  body  of 
ooostitueiits  uphold  that  doctrine  on  the 
hustings.  The  vote  of  the  House  that 
night  would  be  an  earnest  of  wlint  they 
might  expect  from  Reform.  For  his  pnrt, 
be  would  not  be  satisfied  with  a  vote  of 
censure,  but  would  vote  that  Ministers 
ahould  pay  the  amount  out  of  their  own 
pockets. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rose  amidst  loud  cries  of 
"adjourn  "from  the  Treasury  Henches.  He 
aaidy  he  hoped  at  least  that  those  (yciitlenien 
who  clamoured  for  adjournment  would  not 
accuse  him  and  his  friends  of  wishing  to 
delay  the  Reform  Bill.  Seeing  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  brought  forward  in 
opposition  to  the  Motion,  he  did  not  sup- 
pose the  House  would  consent  to  an  ad- 
journment. The  question  lay  in  a  very 
small  compass.  It  was  not  whether  there 
existed  on  the  part  of  this  country  an  en- 
gigement — an  honuurablu  obligation  to- 
wards another  state,  but  simply  whether  a 
department  of  the  Government  was  justi- 
fied, by  the  terms  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  continuing  a  payment  to  Russia, 
after  the  separation  of  ik>lgium  from  Hol- 
land? When,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord 
(LordJohn  Russell)  said  that  nolxKly  had  yet 
given  an  opinion  as  to  the  binding  nature 
of  our  engagement  to  Russia,  the  answer 
simply  was,  that  nolxnly  Wiis  prepared  to  ex- 
press that  opinion,  because  he  had  not  that 
information  which  would  enable  him  to  form 
one.  When  the  noble  Lonl  laid  the  docu- 
ments on  the  Table,  he  might  have  a  dif- 
lerent  opinion  u|Kin  the  subjeet  from  that 
which   he   had   at    prei^cnt,    and  far   was 


he  from  wishing  to  derive  any  advantage 
from  a  technical  construction  of  a  statute ; 
for  if  an  equitable  or  moral  obligation  had 
been  contracted,  he  cared  not  for  the  letter 
of  the  law,  but  was  prepared  to  keep  strict 
good  faith  with  Rusfia.  But  he  would  not 
consent  to  issue  money  by  virtue  of  an  Act 
which  gave  no  authority  for  its  payment. 
There  could  not  be  a  doubt  that  the  issue 
was  not  justified  by  that  Act.  If  there  were 
secret  engagements,  had  not  the  time  arrived 
now,  after  the  lajise  of  fifteen  years,  when, 
without  inconvenience,  they  might  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  the  nature  of  the 
obligation  which  they  involved  publicly 
declared  ?  If  the  time  had  not  come,  it  was 
decidedly  the  duty  of  Ministers  to  commu- 
nicate to  the  House,  by  a  message  from  the 
Crown,  that  such  en^gements  existed^  and 
that  it  was  not  ccmsistent  with  the  good  of 
the  public  service  to  make  them  known. 
Even  in  the  case  that  in  the  absence  of  any 
engagements,  ]Nitent  or  secret,  the  public 
interests,  on  account  of  recent  events,  re» 
quired  the  continuance  of  this  payment, 
then,  likewise,  should  Ministers  have  ccmie 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  declared 
the  fact,  and,  if  they  could  not  disclose  all 
the  circumstances,  ask  for  a  vote  of  credit. 
But  certainly  they  should  not  have  taken 
that  most  unwarrantable  course  of  vindicat- 
ing this  i8.sue  by  pretending  an  authority 
which  the  law  did  not  give.  The  House 
of  Commons  never  would  suptx)rt  such  an 
erroneous,  such  a  gross  construction  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  line  of  defence 
adopted  by  the  Ministers  proved  their  am- 
vietion  that  they  were  doing  that  which 
was  not  right.  I'he  Chancellor  of  the  £x* 
chetpier  sheltered  himself  under  the  wing 
of  the  Solicitor  General ;  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  crouched 
under  the  gown  of  Lord  Grenville,  and 
finding  that  it  could  give  him  no  pi-otcction, 
as  a  last  hole  wherein  to  rush,  he  earths 
himself  in  Reform.  From  thence  he  in- 
vokes the  assistance  of  Reformers,  and  asks 
for  their  vote,  not  on  the  merits  of  the 
question,  but  on  the  gn)und  of  their  attach- 
ment to  Reform.  Was  there  ever  so  childish 
an  ap)K'al?  So,  because  men  had  agreed 
with  Government  on  the  Itcform  bill,  they 
were  to  surrender  the  humble  privilege  of 
l)eing  able  to  inter|)ret  a  simple  treaty  and 
Act  of  Parliament.  Why,  what  was  the 
object  of  Reform  ?  They  had  lieen  repeat- 
edly told,  that  it  was  to  ensure  a  more  strict 
attention  on  the  part  c»f  the  House  Com- 
mons to  the  public  exi>iiidilurc— to  give 
the  Rejirescntatives  of  the  jKfiple  an  efiicient 
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control  over  the  public  money.  And  were 
Reformers  to  be  the  allies  of  the  noble 
Lord }  Were  they  to  manifest  their  at- 
tachment to  Reform,  by  an  utter  disregard 
of  the  objects  of  Reform,  to  promote  the 
means,  by  a  sacrifice  of  the  end  of  Reform  ? 
The  noble  Lord  said,  tliat  Ministers  were 
taken  by  surprise :  he  denied  it.  So  far 
back  as  the  l6th  of  December,  he  had 
himself  stated  his  doubts  upon  the  le- 
gality of  the  issue,  and  recommended 
Ministers  to  take  it  into  their  serious  con- 
sideration. No  payment  was  to  be  made 
until  the  5th  of  January.  Nothing  could 
have  been  more  easy  than  for  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
have  come  down,  stated  his  doubts  upon 
the  letter  of  the  Act,  and  demanded  a  new 
one,  to  carry  into  efiect  our  equitable  en- 
gagement— ^if  such,  indeed,  existed.  After 
the  warning  the  noble  Lords  had  received, 
to  say  they  were  taken  by  surprise,  was 
acting  neither  according  to  the  manliness 
nor  the  candour  which  had  been  ascribed  to 
them.  The  question  was,  if,  under  the  joint 
authority  of  the  Convention  and  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  was  justified  in  paying 
the  money  ?  As  he  liad  before  observed,  he 
did  not  know  whether  there  were  or  were 
not  any  secret  engagements,  but  on  the 
words  of  the  treaty  he  certainly  had  no 
authority  for  the  payment.  It  was  con- 
tended by  Ministers,  that,  by  the  spirit  of 
the  treaty,  if  not  by  the  letter,  the  pay- 
ment was  to  continue  in  every  possible  case 
of  the  se[>aration  of  Belgium  from  Holland, 
excepting  one,  namely,  their  severance  by 
external  violence.  To  prove  tliis  construc- 
tion of  the  treaty,  the  Solicitor  General 
referred  them  to  the  cotemjiorary  speeches 
of  those  by  whom  the  treaty  had  been 
made.  He  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was  content 
to  try  the  spirit  of  the  treaty  by  this  test. 
On  the  26th  of  May,  181.0,  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  stated  in  that  House,  that  the  em- 
peror of  Russia  was  to  be  relieved  from  the 
charge  of  the  Dutch  loan,  that  this  coun- 
try was  to  bear  her  share  of  that  charge  ; 
'  but,  '  said  Lord  Castlereagh,  '  only  so 
'  long  as  the  Netherlands  should  belong  to 
'  the  House  of  Orange.'*  And  again,  in 
reference  to  the  payment  of  the  Ilussian 
debt  by  us,  '  it  was  to  be  contingent  on  the 
*  preservation  of  the  Low  Countries  to  the 
'  House  of  Orange.'t  So  that  they  not 
only  had  the  terms  of  the  treaty  itself,  but 
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the  speech  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
who  made  it,  to  prove  that  his  construc- 
tion of  that  treaty  was  the  right  one. 
'But  then,'  said  the  Attorney  General,  'do 
'  not  take  the  construction  of  the  treaty  from 
'  the  English  version  of  it.'  The  ^igUsh 
version  is  too  plain,  too  decisive^  against 
him ;  it  contemplates  but  too  clearly  the 
separation  of  the  two  countries,  either  hj 
"  severing,"  that  is,  by  force,  or  by  *'  pesni^ 
away.'*  '  Look,'  said  the  Attorney  Genera^ 
'  to  the  version  of  the  treaty  in  French.' 
What,  then,  are  the  corresponding  terms  in 
the  French  version.^  Soiutraireik  la  domi- 
nation— '  and  these  terms  apply  exclu- 
sively, *  says  the  Attorney  General,  *  to  a 
case  of  separarion  effected  by  external  fane. 
He  denied  this  doctrine  of  the  Attorney 
General.  He  contended,  that  ihoie  term^ 
soustraire  ^  la  domination^  included  a  wep^ 
ration  effected  by  revolt,  as  well  as  a  sepaia- 
tion  effected  by  foreign  armies.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  volume  lately  puhliahed  by 
the  Dutch  government,  which  contained 
authentic  copies  of  all  the  late  protocols 
and  diplomatic  correspondence  rebuting  to 
the  separation  of  Belgium  from  Holland. 
In  one  of  these  documents  the  Datch  mi- 
nister is  speaking  of  the  separation  of  Lim- 
burg  and  Luxemburg  from  Holland— a 
separation  about  to  be  effected,  not  fay 
foreign  arms,  but  by  negotiation  following 
on  civil  contest.  What  are  the  terms  in 
French  made  use  of  by  the  Dutch  Minister 
to  describe  the  result  of  such  negotiation? 
He  says  the  effect  of  it  will  be  "^  let 
soustraire  ci  Vauioritc  legitime."  The  wocdi 
dearly  used  by  this  Minister  to  exprea  se- 
paration by  consent  and  treaty  are  the  voy 
words  which  the  Attorney  General  sqri 
can  only  apply  to  a  separation  by  focoga 
arms.  All  the  learned  Gentlemen,  oppo- 
site, however,  pledged  their  reputatuo 
as  lawyers,  that  their  constructicm  of  the 
treaty  was  the  correct  one.  They  support- 
ed their  position  by  arguments  invofviiy 
doctrines  so  objectionable,  that  he  must  at- 
tribute the  use  of  them  to  a  complete 
blindness  as  to  their  bearings.  The  firrt  rf 
these  arguments  was,  that  we  had  heen 
parties  to  the  separation,  and  were,  there- 
fore, not  entitled  to  profit  by  our  own  aet 
To  relieve  themselves  from  a  blunder,  boa. 
Gentlemen  were  eager  to  charge  thenuelfei 
with  a  crime.  The  Attorney  General  sidd, 
that  the  separation  of  the  Netherlands  firoB 
Holland  hud  been  effected  by  the  procnie- 
ment  of  England.  What!  with  all  our 
doctrines  of  non-interference  with  all  our 
desire  to  maintain  the  power  and  dignity 
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of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands — had  we, 
then,  been  main  agents  and  instruments  in 
diminishing  them  ?  And  had  the  Nether- 
lands been  actually  lost  to  that  sovereign 
through  the  procurement  of  England  ?  lie 
should  be  sorry  if  Ministers  really  had  such 
a  defence;  but  he  was  rciidy  to  deny  that 
they  were  parties  to  the  separation,  in  any 
sense  which  continued  this  pecuniary  ob- 
ligation upon  the  country.  So  far  from 
our  bein^  parties  to  the  separation,  the 
Prime  Mmister  of  England  had  positively 
denied  that  we  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 
On  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  Earl  Grey 
was  reported  to  have  said,  'The  noble 
'  Earl  had  said,  that  the  king  of  the  Ncther- 
'  lands  was  reduced  to  narrow  limits,  and 
*  had  been  deprived  of  his  provinces.  But 
'  had  the  present  Ministers  done  this?  Was 
'  it  not  done  before  they  came  into  office  ? 
'  And  had  not  the  noble  Duke  who  was  at 
'  the  head  of  tMFlate  Administration  oi>cnly 
'  declared  that  the  two  countries  were  so 
'  separated  that  he  looked  upon  the  re-union 
*of  them  as  impossible.^'*  The  present 
Ministers,  then,  were  in  no  way  responsible 
for  the  separation.  Were  the  late  Minis- 
ters more  responsible?  So  fur  from  it, 
our  original  interference  was  at  the  express 
demand  of  the  Court  of  Holland.  If  we 
had  been  fomenting  intrigues  in  the  Ne- 
therlands to  induce  them  to  declare  them- 
selves separated  from  Holland,  we  ought 
not  to  have  profited  by  our  own  wrong  and 
injustice ;  and  we  should  not  have  been  re- 
lieved from  ourobligutions.  But  if  treaticsen- 
tered  into  at  the  same  time  did  impose  upon 
us,  in  certain  cases,  the  duty  of  mecling  our 
allies  and  conferring  on  a  difiicult  state  of 
aflSdrs,  it  would  be  monstrous,  bocnusc  we 
had  fulfilled  the  conditions  of  those  treaties, 
and  done  all  we  could  to  diminish  the  evils 
of  sqparation,  that  we  should  1)e  made 
answerable  for  that  event.  The  verv  iirst 
protocol  of  the  4th  September  begins  by 
settinff  forth  that  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands invites  the  Powers  who  were  parties  to 
the  Treaty  of  Paris,  to  consult  with  him  on 
the  best  means  of  terminating  the  struggles 
which  had  broken  out  in  his  dominions. 
The  very  protocol,  too,  which  determines 
the  separation  of  Holland  from  Belgium, 
espresily  speaks  of  it  as  having  lx.*cn  caused 
by  events  over  which  we  had  no  control.  In 
fact,  as  had  been  justly  observed  by  an 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pollock), 
Russia  was  as  much  a  party  to  the  separa- 
tion as  we  were.     How  then  continue  rc- 
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sponsible  to  Russia  ?  Another  argument 
urged  by  the  other  side — most  dangerous  in 
its  consequences,  and  still  more  extraordi- 
nary in  its  principle — was,  that  in  whatever 
way  the  severance  of  the  Netherlands  from 
Holland  might  take  place,  except  by  actual 
foreign  attack,  our  obligations  to  pay  this 
debt  would  still  continue.  Now,  suppose  the 
case  that  France  had  maintained  a  power- 
ful party  in  the  Netherlands,  and  had, 
by  fomenting  intrigues,  induced  Belgium 
to  declare  for  an  alliance  and  connection  with 
France — there  would  then  have  been  no 
necessity  for  actual  aggression  upon  the 
part  of  France,  in  order  to  her  gaining 
Belgium  from  Holland ;  and  yet,  ''  even 
then,"  said  the  Ministers,  '' our  obligations 
would  have  continued  ;  for  the  separation 
would  not  have  been  efFected  by  external 
violence.*'  Suppose,  upon  the  Belgians 
electing  the  Duke  de  Nemours  for  their 
ruler,  he  had  taken  possession  of  the  throne 
of  Belgium  without  marching  a  single 
French  soldier  into  that  territory — why, 
even  then,  according  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
Ministers,  England  would  continue  bound 
by  her  engagements.  Is  it  possible  that 
such  a  doctrine  can  be  maintained  ?  First, 
we  are  to  be  at  an  enormous  expense  in 
repairing  and  maintaining  fortifications  for 
the  express  purpose  of  protecting  from 
France  the  United  Kingdom  of  Belgium 
and  Holland ;  and  when  Belgium  shall  have 
been  re-annexed  to  France,  we  are  not  only 
to  lose  the  money  ex|)ended  on  the  fortifi- 
cations ;  but  we  are  to  continue  payments 
which  we  only  undertook  to  pay  on  the  ex- 
press conditi(m  that  Belgium  should  not  be 
re-annexed  to  France,  but  continue  united 
with  Holland.  The  whole  case,  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end,  was  too  clear  to  admit 
of  any  doubt.  Look,  then,  at  the  Resolu- 
tions moved  by  his  right  hon.  friend.  The 
first  and  second  Resolutions  were  a  mere 
recital  of  facts — a  quotation  from  the  terms 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  and  a  convention 
which  no  one  could  dispute.  The  third 
Resolution  was  called  a  vote  of  censure 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite ;  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  it  only  implied  so  much  of  cen- 
sure as  was  necessary  to  vindicate  the 
authority  of  this  House.  He  would  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  logicians, 
to  say,  whether  their  logic  would  permit 
them  to  take  the  course  recommended  by 
the  noble  Lord  ?  They  were  to  admit  the 
two  first  propositions,  and  then  deny  the 
conclusion  drawn  from  them.  5*aid  the  noble 
Lord,  "although  I  admit  your  major,  and 
do  not  object  to  your  minor,  yet,  I  muit 
2  I 
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object  to  the  conclusion  legitimately  to  be 
drawn  from  them.  Nay,  J  raUst  affirm  the 
reverse.*'  According  to  the  noble  Lord, 
the  House  was  to  negative  the  third  Reso- 
lution, and  so  affirm  that  it  is  in  conformity 
with  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  continue 
these  payments.  He  hoped  that  those  Clen- 
tlemen  who  were  the  warmest  advocates 


our  engagements.  How,  then,  bad  the 
Treasury  violated  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
when  it  was  not  shewn  that  the  tenor  of 
our  engagements  did  not  warrant  the  issue 
of  the  money  ?  His  right  hon.  friend 
said,  he  w^ould  not  pronounce  an  opinion 
ui)on  those  engagements,  because  he  hod 
not  tlie  dficuments  before  him  upon  which 


of  Reform  would  claim,  on  this  occasicm,  to  do  so,  and  yet  he  maintained,  that  Mi- 
tho  privilege  of  judging  for  themselves  '  nisters  had  not  acted  according  to  those 
whether  or  no  the  authority  of  Parliament  '  engagements.  It  was  said  to  be  unoonski« 
was  to  be  vindicated.  The  arguments  for  tutitmal  for  the  Crown  to  assume  the  power 
Reform  he  had  yet  heard  urged,  had  not  '  to  interpret  treaties.  As  was  said  by  his 
appeared  to  him  extremely  cogent ;  but  if  learned  friend,  it  was  the  prerogative  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  carried  his  amend-  '  the  Crown  to  make  treaties,  and  if  thnr 
ment — if  he  could  persuade  the  House  to  i  contained  provisions  like  the  present^  they 
adopt  any  thing  so  contrary  to  the  truth —  ;  must  receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
to  the  plain  manifest  truth — the  conduct  j  But  the  approbation  of  Parliament,  and 
of  those  who  voted  for  him  would  supply  '  the  authority  of  the  Crown  being  given,  it 
an  argument  for  Reform  much  more  power-  was  not  the  duty  of  Ministers  to  oome  down 
ful  than  any  which  their  reason  or  Inge-  on  every  occasion  in  which  a  queatum  ni^t 
nuity  had  yet  discovered.  |  arise  as  to  the  interpretatiA  of  the  tieaty* 

Viscount  PalmiTslon  concurred  with  the  i  but  in  cases  of  that  sort  to  act  upon  their 
opening  obsenations  of  his  right  hon.  friend  .  own  responsibility ;  these  were  the  amount 
who  had  just  sat  down,  in  saying  that  the  of  the  doctrines  stated  by  his  learned  friend, 
question  lay  in  a  nut-shell,  and  that  the    and  he  contended  they  were  perfectly  con- 


arguments  upon  it  had  been  all  exhausted 
previous  to  his  rising.  Beyond  that  point 
liis  concurrence  did  not  go ;  for,  insiead  of 
thinking  that  they  who  supported  the  pro- 
}K)sitions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  out  that  sort  of  triumphant  case 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  thought  had 
lx;en  establisiied,  he  must  assert,  that  he 
never  heard  any  question  supported  by 
arguments  so  contradictory,  or  so  little 
calculated  to  carry  conviction  to  any  un- 
prejudiced mind.  The  hon.  meml)cr  for 
J*reston  (who  seemed  only  the  condensation 
of  the  inconsistencies  of  all  his  friends)  in- 
cluded in  one  sentence  two  arguments 
diametrically  opposed  to  each  other.  At  one 
time  it  was  said,  that  this  was  a  dry  question 
of  law,  arising  out  of  the  construction  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  At  another  it  was 
lioldly  asserted,  that  the  law  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it,  but,  that  the  question  de- 
pended upon  the  actual  nature  of  our  en- 
gagements. One  hon.  Gentleman  reminded 
the  House,  with  something  like  an  agony 
of  economy,  that  5,000,000/.  of  money 
was  depending  upon  the  vote,  whilst  another 
disclaimed  the  use  of  any  such  arjjument. 
His  right  hon.  friend   (Sir   Robert    Peel) 


stitutional ;  he  affirmed  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  Ministers  to  come  down  and  aak  the 
advice  of  Parliament  ui)on  eveiy  question 
that  might  arise,  but  they  were  to  act  in 
such  cases  according  to  their  own  discre- 
tion, subject,  of  course,  to  the  animadver- 
sions of  Parliament.  In  this  ca9e«  it  was 
necessary  the  House  should  look  to  the 
situation  in  which  the  Government  wmm 
placed,  and  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
object  to  be  obtained.  The  treaty  was 
framed  on  the  principle  that  it  was  to  form 
a  powerful  State  in  the  Netherlands,  as  a 
barrier  against  France ;  to  accompliili  which, 
Helginm  and  Holland  were  unitai  in  one 
kingdom,  to  be  ruled  by  the  Hoiue  of 
Nasiiau.  If  was  necessary,  to  perfect  this 
arrangement,  that  Russia  should  become  a 
party  to  it,  as  the  armies  of  that  Power  had 
so  materially  assisted  in  the  liberation  of 
those  provinces;  but  in  the  first  instance 
Russia  objected  to  the  plan,  and  her  reluct- 
ance was  only  overcome  by  tli'e  exertions 
of  this  country,  who  was  thought  then  to 
have  a  manifest  interest  in  completing  the 
arrangement.  It  was  well  known,  that 
Russia  had  strong  claims  at  tliat  time  to 
the  gratitude  of  Europe;   she   had  maile 


contended,  that  a  subordinate  de}nirtn)cnt  j  enormous  siicri (ices  to  maintain  the  integrity 
of  the  Government  had  violated  the  provi-  j  of  all  existing  monarch fes  against  the  mili- 
sionsof  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  in  what  ,  tary  sway  of  Xa}K)leon.  After  repelling  the 
did  that  violation  consist?  'I'he  \tt  said,  ,  invaders  from  her  e)wn  territory,  she  maile 
that  these  payments  should  \w  made  so  lon^^;  connnon  ransu  with  ICunqie,  und  considered 
as  they  were  c<msi&tent  with  the   tenor  of  herself  entitled  to   scnue  recompense,  Le- 
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causa  her  interests  would  be  injured  by  the 
jHpopo&dd,  union  between  the  two  countries^ 
and  the  sole  recompense  she  demanded  was 
the  present  loan — that  was^  that  England 
should  join  Holland  in  securing  the  pay- 
ment of  that  loan^  and  in  the  discharge  of 
her  previous  debt  to  Holland.     Of  her  oWh 
accord   (and  this  was  important   to    the 
question)  the  payment  of  the  loan   was 
made  contingent  on  the  integrity  of  the 
kingdom  of  the   Netherlands — that   was, 
Russia  knew  that  it  was  a  matter  of  para- 
mount importance  to  England,   that  the 
union  of  the  kingdoms  of  Belgium  and 
Holland  under  one  monarchy,  should  be 
obaerved  inviolably  by  all  other  nations ; 
and  accordingly  Russia,  solely  with  a  view 
to  manifest  her  ardent  desire  to  co-operate 
with  England,  declared,  in  the  terms  of  the 
treaty,  that  the  loan  should  cease  to  be 
obligatory  when  a  separation  between  Bel- 
gium and  Holland  had  taken  place.     If  it 
had  been  the  policy  of  England  to  declare 
against  the  union  of  these  kingdoms,  Russia 
wouldy  in  the  spirit  with  which  she  volun- 
teered this  condition   of  the   loan,   have 
equally   co-operated   with   what  she  con- 
ceived to  be  the  predilections  of  England, 
and  have  made  the  separation  the  basis  of 
the  loan.     And,  he  asked,  was  this  gratui- 
tous generosity  on  the  part  of  Russia  to  be 
now  turned  against   herself  by  those  in 
whose  favour  she  had  volunteered  ?     Even 
upon  the  separation  argument,  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  with  so  much 
satisfaction,  Russia  was  entitled  to  a  con- 
tinuance of  her  payments.     It  had  been 
said,  that  if  we  are  parties  to  the  separation 
of  I3elgium  from  HolLuul,  we  are  guilty  of 
a  crime;    but  he  said,   that  the  English 
Government  were  not  the  cause  of  that 
separation,  but,  after  it   had  once   taken 
place,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  make  the  best  of  the  circumstances  in 
which    we  were  placed.     They   certainly 
refused  to  take   those   steps  which   were 
absolutely  necessary  to  secure  the  possession 
of  Belgium  to  the  king  of  Holland ;  that 
was,  having  recourse  to  military  measures. 
And   supposing   they    had   adopted   those 
steps,  it   would   have  been   impossible  to 
haverecedcd,  and  the  inevitable  consequence 
would  have  been,  that  a  general  war  would 
have  been    kindled    throughout    Europe. 
But  instead  of  this.  Government,  conjointly 
with  the  other  great  Powers,  used  all  their 
endeavours  to  preserve  peace,  and  happily 
they  had  hitherto  succeeded.     These  were 
the  principles  on  which  they  had   acted, 
and  on  wluch  they  pnJjMsed  to  continue  to 


act.  They  had  been  parties  to  the  separa- 
tion of  Belgium  from  Holland,  but  their 
object  was,  to  secure  peace,  instead  of  risk- 
ing the  plunging  Europe  in  blood.  They 
had  not  taken  upon  themselves  the  heavy 
responsibility  of  involving  Europe  in  war, 
and,  above  all,  on  a  matter  of  principle.  It 
would,  too,  have  been  a  war  of  opinion^ 
and  the  consequences  must  have  been  most 
lamentable.  This  country  would  have 
been  obliged  to  go  on  when  she  was  once 
engaged,  and,  although  we  might  possibly 
restore  the  system  of  1815,  it  would  be  our 
last  effort.  We  had  hitherto  acted  in 
concert  with  Russia  and  the  other  Powers, 
and  he  hoped  such  a  course  had  been 
adopted  as  would  place  the  peace  of  Europe 
on  a  firm  basis;  the  greatest  difficulties 
had  been  surmounted,  and  affairs  in  general 
were  proceeding  in  a  satisfactory  train. 
Were  Ministers  now  to  turn  round  upon 
Russia,  and  exclaim^  "  We  have  gone  along 
with  you  eleven  months  in  friendly  negoti- 
ation to  preserve  the  peace  of  Europe,  and 
now  we  have  got  you  to  the  point,  and 
Belgium  is  severed  from  Holland,  we  will 
cease  to  pay  you  the  money  you  claimed  at 
our  hands."  He  did  not  know  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  wished  such  a  line  of 
policy  to  be  adopted,  but  he  should  be  sorry 
to  belong  to  a  Government  which  could 
conduct  the  affairs  of  the  nation  upon  terms 
so  base  and  degrading.  Even  on  the  sepa- 
ration argument,  on  which  the  right  hon. 
(jcntleman  had  rung  the  changes  that  even- 
ing, he  contended,  that  Russia  was  entitled 
to  a  continuation  of  the  payments.  Had  this 
separation  been  proved  ?  Was  it  a  matter 
of  indisputable  fact?  [laughter.'}  Hon. 
Members  laughed,  but  it  was  not  clear  to 
!iim  that  the  king  of  Holland  had,  even  as 
yet,  admitted  that  any  separation  had  taken 
place.  He  did  not  put  that  forward  as  a 
part  of  his  case,  but  merely  to  shew  the 
haste  with  which  hon.  Gentlemen  came  to 
their  conclusions.  The  motion  before  the 
House  was  one  of  censure  of  his  Majesty's 
Government.  If  Ministers  deserved  it,  in 
God's  name  let  the  censure  fall  upon  them 
— if  not,  let  not  hon.  Members  be  entrapped 
by  the  fraudulent  device,  that  in  voting  for 
the  present  resolutions  they  were  merely 
voting  for  a  reduction  of  the  public  expend- 
iture. The  question  before  the  House 
simply  was  thi»— were  the  honour  and 
character  of  England  bound  to  continue 
the  payments  of  the  Russian  loan ?  Asa 
gentleman,  and  a  man  of  honour — as  a 
servant  of  the  Crown,  and  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  he  solemnly  declared  that  he 
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tbouglit  that  the  reputation  of  England 
was  involved  in  the  negative  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  propositions.  If  the 
House  should  arrive  at  a  contrary  conclu- 
sion^ he  could  only  say,  that  he  should  not 
envy  the  English  Minister  who,  after  that 
decision,  should  enter  into  negotiations  with 
foreign  Powers. 

Mr.  Paget  moved,  that  the  debate  be 
then  adjourned  until  Tuesday,  in  order  to 
fdSford  time  for  such  a  due  |  investigation 
as  the  great  importance  of  the  question 
demanded. 

Lord  Alihorp  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  persist  in  his  Motion.  It  was 
unusual  in  cases  of  censure  on  the  conduct 
of  Ministers  for  the  House  to  adjourn 
without  coming  to  a  decision ;  and  even  if 
it  were  not  the  usual  practice,  be  would, 
now  that  the  debate  was  brought  to  a  close, 
beseech  hon.  Members  not  to  separate 
without  comins  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  Paget  had  no  other  object  in  view 
than  the  public  service,  and  would  not, 
contrary  to  the  sense  of  the  House,  persist 
in  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Henries  said,  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  many  minutes,  but  there  were 
one  or  two  points  to  whi^h  he  found  it 
necessary  to  refer.  The  iirst  was,  as  to  the 
actual  separation  of  Belgium  from  Hol- 
land. He  had  supposed  it  possible  that 
such  a  plea  might  be  thought  of,  but  he 
really  had  not  expected  to  hear  it  gravely 
advanced ;  he  was,  therefore,  astonished  at 
the  novel  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, which 
was  in  effect  that  because  the  king  of  Hol- 
land had  not  given  his  consent  to  the  sepa- 
ration of  HoBand  and  Belgium,  therefore 
the  separation  had  not  taken  place.  Ac- 
cording to  the  same  doctrine  Louis  Philip 
was  not  at  present  reigning  in  France,  for  he 
had  not  heard  that  Henry  5th  had  given 
his  consent  to  the  *'  passing  away"  of  that 
kingdom.  The  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  moreover  in  the  very  teeth  of  his 
Majesty's  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the 
Session.  The  words  of  that  document 
were,  'The  arrangements  which  I  an- 
'nounced  to  you  at  the  close  of  the  last 
*  Session  for  the  separation  of  Holland  and 
'Belgium  has  been  followed  by  a  treaty 
'between  the  five  Powers'  &c.  It  ap- 
peared, then,  by  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
that  the  separation  had  taken  place  which 
the  Foreign  Secretary  assured  them  was 
still  doubtful.  He  contended  that  every 
payment  which  had  been  made  since  tlie 
King's  Speech  was  delivered  was  a  direct 


violation  of  the  treaty-— diat  tlieie  payments 
were  to  cease  and  determine  as  acxm  as  the 
separation  of  Holland  and  Bekpum  was 
completed.  At  that  late  hour  lie  would 
not  attempt  to  recapitulate  the  arguments 
that  bad  been  urged  against  the  Resolutions 
which  be  had  proposed,  and  it  was  pro- 
bably unnecessary,  for  he  felt  satisfied  that 
hitherto  no  answer  bad  been  given  to  the 
facts  he  had  brought  forward.  He  felt 
convinced  it  was  incumbent  on  the  House 
either  to  support  the  Resolutions  he  had 
offered,  or  at  least  to  adopt  some  siem  oa  the 
occasion  of  a  similar  efkct  and  tendency. 

Viscount  Palmerston  had  been,  he  hoped 
not  wilfully,  misrepresented  by  the  x^ht 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  never  sud,  diat  the 
king  of  Holland's  consent  was  what  was 
wanting  to  constitute  a  separation  of  the 
Belgic  and  Dutch  portion  of  his  dominioiis, 
but  had  only  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
that  monarch  had  ever  admitted  that  a 
separation  had  taken  place. 

The  House  divided  on  the  pie?ious 
question,  viz.  that  the  Resolution  be  now 
put;  Ayes]  219;  Noes  239-*BlajoEity  for 
Ministers  20. 

The  previous  question  was  also  put  oo 
the  Second  Resolution,  and  it  passed  in  the 
negative  without  a  division. 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  Third 
Resolution:  Ayes  214;  Noes  238— Ma- 
jority for  Ministers  44. 


List  of  the  Noes  on 

Adam,  C. 
Althorp,  Lord 
Atherley,  A. 
Baring,  F. 
Bamett,  C.  J. 
Belfast,  Lord 
Benett,  John 
Bernal,  R. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blount,  £. 
BUnt,  Sir  C. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  D.  P. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  P.  P. 
Boyle,  Hon.  J. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brougham,  J. 
Brougham,  W. 
Browne,  D. 
Brown,  James 
Brownlow,  C. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Bulwer,  £.  £.  L. 
Burke,  Sir  John 
Burton,  H. 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  George 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Byng,  Sir  J. 


the  Latter  Divtwm. 

Calcrafty  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Galley,  T. 
Calfert,  N. 
GampbeU,  W.  F. 
Garopbelly  J. 
Garter,  J.  B. 
Gavendishy  Lord 
Gavendish,  Ha*  F.  C 
Gavendish,  Ha.  C.  C. 
Ghapmaoy  T.  R, 
Ghaytor,  W.  A.  C. 
Ghichester,  John  P. 
Glive,  £.  B. 
Gockerell,  Sir  C. 
Golbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Gliffoid,  Sir  A.  W. 
Gradock,  S. 
Grampton,  P.  C. 
Greevey,  T. 
Gurrie,  J. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Denman,  Sir  T. 
Dixon,  J. 
Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Duodasp  Hon.  T. 
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Dundasy  Hon.  Sir  R, 
Dundasy  Hon.  J.  C* 
EasthopeyJ. 
Ebriogtoo,  Lord 
Ellice,  £. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  De  Lacy 
Evans,  W.  a 
Ewart,  W, 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fergnsson,  Sir  R. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Foley,  Hon.  T.  H. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Fordwidi,  Lord 
Foi,  C.  R. 
Franco,  Sir  R. 
FmK^,  A» 
Gitbome,  T« 
Godson,  R. 
Gnhain,Rt.Hn.SirJ. 
Graham,  Sir  S. 
Giant,  Rt.  Hon.  C. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  R. 
Grattan,  H. 
Handley,  W.  F. 
Harrey,  D.  W. 
Heathcote,  Sir  G.  T. 
Ueneage,  G.  F. 
Haron,  Sir  R. 
Ileywood,  B. 
Hill,  Lord  G. 
Hobhonse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Home,  Sir  W. 
Hotkins,  K* 
Howard,  H. 
Howard,  P. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  Hon.  W. 
Howick,  Lord 
Hudson,  T. 
Huffhes,  Colonel 
Jemey,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Johnson,  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J.  W.B. 
Kemp,T.R. 
Kennedv,  T.  E. 
King,  Hon.  R. 
King,  Bolton 
Knight,  R. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Labonchere,  H. 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Leader,  N.  P. 

LefeTre,  C.  S. 
Leiffh  F  C 

Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  W. 
Lister,  B.L. 
Littleton,  £.  J, 
Tjofiu  H« 


Lomley,  J.  P. 
Lushington,  S. 
Maberly,  W.  F. 
Macdonald,  Sir  J. 
Macintosh,  J. 
M'Leod,  R. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marryatt,  Sir  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildroay,  P. 
Milton,  Lord 
Moreton,  Hon.  H,  F, 
Morrison,  J. 
Morpeth,  Vi^ount 
Mostyn,  Hon.  £. 
No  well,  A. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connor,  Don. 
Offley,  F.  C. 
O'Neil,  Hon.  J. 
Ord,W. 
Ossory,  Lord 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Payne,  Sir  R. 
Pelham,nn.C.A.W. 
Pendanres,  E.  W. 
Penleaze,  J.  S. 
Penrhyn,  E. 
Petit,  L.  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
Philips,  0.  R. 
Philips,  C.  M. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Poosonby,  Hon.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  J. 
Rooper,  J.  6. 
Ross,  11. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F. 
Russell,  VV. 
Saudon,  Lord 
Sanford,  A. 
Schonswar,  G. 
Sebright,  Sir  J. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Skipwith,  Sir  G. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Smith,  R.  Vernon 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Spencer,  Hon.  F. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  E.G. 
Sunley,  E.  J. 
Stephenson,  H.  F. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Sttwart,  £, 


Strickland,  G. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Talbot,  C,  R.  M. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thomson,  Rt.  Hon.  P. 
Torrens,  R. 
Townley,  R,  G. 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Tracy,  Ilanbury 
Troubridge,  Sir  £. 
Trail,  G. 
Turton,  Hon.  H. 
Tynte,  C.  K. 
Tyrrell,  C. 
Uxbridge,  Lord 
Venables,  W. 
Vere,  Hope 
Vernon,  Grenville 
Vernon,  G.  J. 
Villlers,  T.  H. 
Villiers,  Fred. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waitbman,  R. 
Walrond,  B. 


Warburton,  H. 
Warre,  J.  A. 
Warrender,  HnJSirG. 
Wason,  R. 
Waterpark,  Lord 
Wellesley,  W.  T. 
Westenra,  H. 
Western,  C.C. 
Weyland,  R. 
White,  S. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  J. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wood,C. 
Wood,  John 
Wood,  M. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Wyse,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wilks,  John 

Tellers. 
Duncannon,  Vise. 
Rice,  Hon.  T.  S. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Court,  Captain 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew 
Alexander,  J.  Dupre 
Antrobus,  G.  C. 
Arbuthnot,  Colonel 
Arbuthnot,  General 
Ashley,  Hon.  J.  A.  C. 
Ashley,  Hon.  H.  A.C. 
Astell,  W^illiam 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Atkins,  Alderman 
Baillie,  J.  Evan 
Bankes,  William 
Bankes,  George 
Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Baring,  Alexander 
Baring,  Henry 
Bateson,  Sir  llobert 
Bayntun,  Edward 
Bradshaw,  James 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Brydges,  Sir  John 
Blair,  W, 

Becket,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Colonel 
Best,  Hon.  William 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Brogden,  James 
Brudenell,  JiOrd 
Bock,  Lewis 
BuUer,  James  W. 
Burge,  W. 
Burrard,  George 
Capel,  John 
Cecil,  Lord  Thomas 
Cbaod^i  H«r^uis 


Cholmondeley,Ld.  H. 
Clements,  Col.  J.  M« 
Clinton,  C.  J.  E. 
Clive,  Viscount 
Cliye,  Hon.  Robert 
Clive,  Henry 
Cockbum,  Hon. Sir  G. 
Cole,  Hon.  Arthur 
Conolly,  Colonel 
ConsUble,  Sir  T.  C. 
Cooke,  Sir  Henry 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Corry,  Hon.  H. 
Coote,  Sir  Charles 
Courtenav,  Hon.T.  P. 
Cripps,  Joseph 
Croker,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  W. 
Curteis,  Herbert 
Curzon  Hon.  Robert 
Cust,  Hon.  P. 
Cust,Hon.  SirE. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  A. 
Dawkins,  John 
Dawson,  Rt.  Hn.  G. 
Dering,  Sir  E. 
Dick,  Quintin 
Domyille,  Sir  C. 
Dooro,  Marquis  of 
Drake,  Colonel  W. 
Douglas,  W.  Keit      h 
Dondas,  Robt.  Adam 
East^JamesB. 
Encombe,  Visoount 
Estcoort,T.H.  B. 
Estcourt,T.G.B. 
Fane,  Hon.  Heniy 
Farraodi  Robtn 
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over  couoty  elections,  and  maintain  the 
eonnection  between  tom'n  and  coontv  in- 
terestf.  But  in  the  case  of  the  large 
lowDs  now  about  to  acquire  a  new  rizfat 
of  sending^  Members  to  Parliament,  he 
mm  no  reason  why  those  towns  should 
alio  influence,  and  perhaps  determine, 
the  county  election  by  pouring  in  a  host 
of  small  freeholders.  He  would,  then, 
soppoiing  these  views  realized,  propose 
that  counties  should  not  be  divided ; 
that  there  should  be  no  interference 
with  counties,  except  that  the  larger 
counties  should  send  four  Members. 
He  believed  that  it  would  give  general 
satisfaction  should  the  counties  not  be 
divided,  that  lar^i^e  counties  should  pos- 
sess the  power  of  sending  four  Members 
to  Parliament  under  the  Bill,  and  that 
great  towns  should  be  prevented  from  ex- 
ercising undue  influence  in  the  elections 
for  counties.  By  leaving  the  right  of 
voting  for  cities  and  towns  to  those  who 
possessed  the  necessary  qualification  there, 
and  excluding  them  from  voting  on  that 
right  for  counties,  thousands  of  ques- 
tions as  to  the  right  of  voting  for  one  or 
for  the  other,  which  must  'arise  if  that 

ean  were  not  adopted,  would  be  prevented, 
e  made  to  the  noble  Ix>rd,  therefore,  a 
double  proposition — namely,  that  the  large 
counties  be  not  divided,  and  that  the 
towns  possessing  Representatives  of  their 
own  should  not  be  allowed  to  interfere, 
through  the  instrumentality  of  small  free- 
holds, with  the  county  Kepresentation. 
He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
receive  the  suggestion  in  the  same  spirit  in 
which  it  was  oflered,  and  that  due  consi- 
deration would  be  given  to  its  value. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  wish  to 
throw  any  doubt  on  the  right  hon.  Baron- 
et's wish,  or  question  his  desire  to  make 
the  Bill  more  simple.  If  he  did  not  say 
at  once  that  the  suggestions  should  be 
taken  into  consideration,  it  was  because 
the  same  proposition — not  that  for  di- 
▼idine  counties,  but  that  suggested  by  the 
right  non.  Baronet — had  been  under  con- 
sideration before  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
alluded  to  it.  The  proposition  that  free- 
holders in  towns,  should  vote  only  for  those 
towns  had  been  already  two  or  three  times 
discussed.  The  great  objection  to  it 
waS|  as  the  hon.  Baronet  had  noticed,  that 
it  would  produce  a  division  of  interests 
between  the  inhabitants  of  towns  and 
^MUes.    When  the  freeholders  of  Bir- 
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the  RepresenUtive  for  the  coanty  of  War- 
wick they  became  identified  in  some  mea- 
sure with  their  Member,  who  was  thus 
neither  the  3Iember  of  the  agricultoral 
nor  the  manufacturing  interest.  The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  would  represent  dis- 
tinct classes  only,  were  the  right  boo. 
Baronet*s  proposition  to  be  adopted.  This 
was  his  answer  to  the  suggestions  made bv 
the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  was  coo- 
flrmed  in  his  views  by  the  dread  which  the 
freeholders  of  towns  entertained  at  being 
deprived  of  their  votes  for  the  counties. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  destroy  their  rigfati 
which  teuded  to  preserve  harmony  betweea 
the  difl*erent  classes  of  the  community, 
and  to  soften  that  division  between  the 
landed  and  trading  interest,  which  wis 
already  too  strongly  marked.  Let  as  be- 
ware of  separating  the  Members  of  tfab 
House  into  two  distinct  and  hostile  parties 
in  behalf,  the  one  of  agriculture,  the  other 
of  commerce.  Another  point  was,  that  a  man 
might  exercise  his  privilege  of  voting  for  the 
county  whether  he  was  resident  or  non-re- 
sident in  the  borough  in  which  his  freehold 
was  situated.  But  the  Bill  required  that  bo- 
rough voters  should  be  resident,  and, 
therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet*s  pro- 
position was  entertained  of  confining  free- 
holders to  boroughs  the  consequence  would 
be  that  many  voters  possessing  freehokis 
in  boroughs  which  as  the  Bill  now  stood 
would  enable  them  to  vote  for  counties, 
would  be  altogether  disfranchised,  because 
they  were  non-residents.  He  had  a  still 
stronger  objection  to  the  suggestion,  which 
he  had  stated  on  a  former  occasion.  It 
was  this — a  number  of  boroughs  were  pre- 
served of  no  considerable  size  :  if  the  free- 
holders of  towns  were  to  be  confined 
to  them,  Parliament  would  give  a  great 
predominance  to  the  landowners  over  the 
residentsof  the  boroughs.  He  would  illus- 
trate his  meaning  by  a  case  :  in  Tavistock, 
there  were  formerly  120  freeholders,  but 
these  had  been  gradually  reduced  to  twenty- 
seven  by  the  Duke  of  Bedford  buying  up 
their  properties.  The  efliect  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  give  votes  to  300  householders; 
but  if  they  were  to  give  the  small  free- 
holders of  Tavistock  votes  for  that  place, 
it  would  be  immediately  the  interest  of  the 
proprietor  to  increase  their  number,  as 
they  would  be  persons  over  whom  he 
might  possess  influence.  It  was  likely  the 
same  cause  would  have  the  same  effect  in 
other  places ;  on  the  whole,  therefore,  he 

did  uQ^thiok  the  ri^fat  boD«  B«9iiM'llv|^ 


977         General  Registry  Bill.        {Jan. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard,  in  bearing  testi- 
mony to  tlie  respectability  of  [he  peti- 
tioners, and  supporting  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  would  not  go  so  far  as  to  pledge 
himself  to  oppose  any  plan  of  local  regis- 
tration, which  might,  after  due  considera- 
tion be  introduced.  He  had  the  strongest 
objections  to  the  hazardous  project  of 
making  the  safety  of  all  the  authorised 
attestations  of  property  depend  upon  that 
of  one  building:  to  the  additional  expiense 
it  would  entail  on  landed  proprietors;  and 
to  the  injurious  effect  of  drawing  to  an 
already  overgrown  metropolis  a  large  share 
of  couDtry  professional  practice.  In  se- 
veral countries,  in  France  and  1  laly,  by  the 
Code  Napoleon,  district  registries  had 
been  established  and  found  to  work  well; 
but  the  cumbrous  machinery  of  a  metro- 
politan registry  had  never  entered  in  to 
the  conlemplation  of  those  who  drew  up 
that  celebrated  code.  The  success  which 
had  atteuded  the  establishment  of  a  re- 
gistration-ofKce  in  Edinburgh  was  no  ar- 
gument for  one  in  London,  when  the  dif- 
ference of  the  two  countries  in  point  of 
extent,  population  and  wealth  was  corn- 
Mr.  Trevor  assured  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Stafford,  that  there  was  a  mani- 
fest and  decided  feeling  against  his  bill 
throughout  the  whole  county  of  Durham 
and  the  North  of  England;  and,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  duty  which  he  owed  his 
constituents,  he  should  oppose  it  to  the 
titmost  of  his  power. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  fuliy  con- 
curred with  the  sentiments  just  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  :  he  saw  no  other 
use  or  advantage  in  the  measure,  except 
that  it  would  drain  ihe  pockets  of  the 
people  in  the  country,  to  fill  those  of  the 
lawyers  in  London. 

Mr.  Johi  Hodgson  said,  he  never  knew 
such  a  unanimity  of  opinion  prevail  against 
any  measure  as  that  which  obtained  against 
this  Bill.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Staflbrd,  in  bringing  the 
matter  forward,  had  alluded  to  the  opin- 
ions of  a  learned  authority,  a  member  of 
Government ;  he  trusted  that  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  obtained  office  by  popular 
opinion,  would  not  sanction  the  adoption 
of  a  measure  which  was  opposed  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  majority  of  the  people. 

Colonel  Sibilwr)-)  must  add  his  testimony 
to  those  of  other  hon.  Members.     In  Lin- 
coln the  Bill  was  most  unpopular. 
Mr.  Hunt  said,  as  j(  had  t»ea  decland 
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that  if  the  Bill  came  to  a  second  reading, 
a  motion  would  bo  made  to  except  the 
North  of  England  from  its  provisions,  he 
must  observe,  that  the  Bill  was  quite  as 
unpopular  in  the  West  as  in  the  North : 
Thepeopleof  Somersetshire  were  to  a  man 
opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  observed,  as  so 
many  personal  allusions  had  been  made 
to  him,  he  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
he  knew  attempts  had  been  made  by  the 
petty  lawyers  of  the  provinces  to  persuade 
people,  particularly  the  Statesmen  of 
Cumberland,  that  they  were  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  title  to  their  estates,  and  that 
Government  was  to  be  put  into  possession 
of  all  documents  relating  to  their  lands. 
Whenever  the  proper  opportunity  arrived, 
he  would  explain  thoroiigbly  what  the 
rciil  object  of  the  measure  was. 

Mr.  John  Hodgson  said,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Stafford  was  unjust  in  the  imputa- 
tions he  had  attempted  to  cast  upon  the 
country  lawyers.  He  believed  they  con- 
scientiously entertained  the  opinions  put 
forth  in  their  petitions  without  looking 
exclusively  to  their  own  individual  inter- 
est. He  also  believed  that  they  had  no 
considerable  numbers  of  people  under  their 
influence,  and  he  would  further  venture  to 
say,  that,  in  the  counties  of  Northumber- 
land, Cumberland,  and  Durham,  there 
were  not  twenty  persons  worth  101.  of 
property  each,  who  were  not  opposed  to 
Ihe  measure,  as  would  be  shown  by  peti- 
tions from  all  classes  of  persons. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  many  more  peti- 
tions would  be  brought  up  from  Yorkshire 
against  the  measure,  which  would  convince 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  all 
classes  of  persons  of  property  were  op- 
posed to  his  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Strickland) 
had  always  advocated  the  necessity  of 
local  registries  for  attested  copies  of  title 
deeds,  but  there  were  no  doubt  difficulties 
attending  the  case.  He  did  not  see  how 
they  could  form  one  regulation  for  a  large 
proprietor,  and  another  for  a  small  one. 

Mr.  O'Connelt  observed,  that  he  was 
fearful  of  the  propriety  of  passing  % 
General  Registry  Bill ;  but  as  to  the 
expense  attending  the  registration  of  deeds, 
he  could  speak  from  the  experience  of  Ire- 
land. There  the  charge  was  II.  lis.  Crf. 
He  hoped  the  opposition  that  was  getting 
up  against  the  Dill  would  induce  Gentle- 
men to  look  with  a  favourable  eye  towards 
local  registration,  if  the  Bill  for  a  General 
Regiatr;f  ibould  fiiili 
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Ferrand,  Walker, 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Vitzroy,  Hon.  H. 
Foley,  Edward 
Forbes,  Sir  C'. 
Forbes,  John 
Forester,  Hon.  Cecil 
Fox,  Sackville  L. 
Frcemantle,  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  William 
Goulburn,  Rt.  Hn.  U. 
Gordon,  Capt.  J.  E. 
Gordon,  Hon.  W, 
Graham,  Marquis  of 
(jraham,  Ix>rd  W. 
Grant,  Gen.  Sir  C. 
Grant,  Colonel 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Guise,  Sir  W.  B. 

llardinge,  Hon.SirH. 
Hay,  Sir  John 
Hayes,  Sir  Edward 
Herbert,  Hon.E.C.H. 
Hill,  Sir  Rowland 
Hodgson,  Fred. 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  John  T. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hulse,  Sir  Charles 
Hume,  Joseph 
Hunt,  Henry 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irving,  John 
Jenkins,  11. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  John 
Jones,  Theobald 
Jolliffe,  Sir  Wm. 
Jolliffe,  Colonel 
Johnson,  H.Hope 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Kemmis,  T.  A. 
Keuyou,  Hon.  L. 
Kerrison,  Sir  Fxlward 
Kilderbee,  S.  H. 
Knight,  Lewis 
Knox,  lion.  John  H. 
Lambert,  James 
I^ngton,  W.  Gore 
Lascellos,  Hon.  W.  S. 
Lee,  John  Lee 
lx}vaine.  Lord 
Ix)ughborougli,  Lord 
Lowthcr,  Hon.  Col. 
Jx)wther,  J.  H. 
Lyon,  William 
Lyon,  David 
Mackinnon,  W.  L. 
IVlahon,  Viscount 
Maitland,  Viscount 
Malcolm,  Sir  J. 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Mayhew,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt.  H. 
Miles,  I'hilipJ. 
Miller,  W.  H. 
Mullios,  F.  W. 


Murray,  Rl.Hn.SirG. 
Neeld,  Joseph 
Newark,  Viscount. 
Norton,  Hon.  C  F. 
Nugent,  Sir  George 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
Ogilvy,  Hon.  Col. 
Peach,  N.  W. 
Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  W.  Yates 
Peel,  Colonel  J. 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Piggot,  G.  G.  W. 
Polhill,  Captain  F. 
Pollinglon,  Viscount 
Pollock,  F. 
Porohestcr,  Ix)rd 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Praed,  W.M. 
Pringle,  A. 
I'lisey,  Philip 
Ilamsbottom,  J. 
Uickford,  W.  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rose,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  G.. 
Ross,  C. 
Russell,  C. 
Ruthren,  G.S. 
Rochford,  G. 
Sadler,  M.T. 
Scarlett,  Sir  J. 
Scott,  Sir  E. 
Scott,  SirS. 
Scott,  Henry  F. 
Seymour,  H. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Sinclair  G. 
Smith,  S. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanhope,  Captain 
Stewart,  C. 
Stewart,  Sir  Henry 
Stormont,  Viscount 
Sugden,  Sir  E. 
Taylor,  G.  W. 
Thynne,  Lord  J. 
Thynne,  Lord  H. 
Throckmorton,  R. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Townshcnd,  Hon.Col. 
Trench,  Colonel 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Tullamore,  Lord, 
I' re,  M. 

Vallelort,  Viscount 
Vaughan,  J.  Edwards 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Walih,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Watson,  Hon,  R. 
Webb, 
West,  F.  R. 
Welby,  J.  E. 
Wetberall,  Sir  C. 


Weyland,  John 
Wigram,  W. 
Williams,  O. 
Wortley,  Hon.  J.  S. 
Wrangham,  I). 
Wyndham,  Wad  ham 


Wynne,  J. 
W7nne,  C.  G.  W. 
Yorke,  C. 
Young,  J. 

Tellees. 
Clerk,  Sir  George 


Wynn,  Hon.C.  W.W.    Herriei,  Hon.  J.  C. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  January  27,  1832. 

MivuTift.]  Returns  ordcroiL  On  the  MoClon  of  tbt  llM|ait 
of  Lansdown,  the  numlier  of  Clergy  teMimU  or  Bon^ai- 
dent  for  the  year  lftS9,  nxl  for  CopieioflaitnuHniMgifWi 
by  tho  Home  Secretary,  and  Reports  received  by  him  with 
reference  to  Reform. 

Petitioni  preicnted.  By  tht  Earl  of  CorsimT.  fkwa  thi 
Inhabitants  of  Worcester,  complaininf  of  ttM  dhtwad 
HUtc  of  tho  Glove  Trade,  and  praying  tfiat*tlw  InportetloB 
of  Foreign  Glorcs  be  prohibited  :-4y  tfw  Diikeof  DifOft* 
SHI  RK,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Kinaalib  ftir  ReiHOl  •— 8f 
a  NunLB  Lord,  fhxn  Inhabitants  of  Ijngtae,  (far  ■»  •!!■<• 
ation  in  ttie  Boer  Act,  and  for  the  aboliltoa  of  SlBWwy. 
f^om  the  Inhabitants  of  Lewis,  Ashtoii-uildtf4.pMb  Wt 
ham,  Ccfhellaur,  and  Atherstonet  the 


ruihioncnof  Killishee;  the  Congregatioo 

St.  Miehael'M  EstabUshed  Church, 

of  the  Minintcr  and  Congregation  of  tto  UnlMd 

Church,  Grimsby,  Arbroath,  and  Anoant  of  the 

Riders,  and  Members,  of  the  United 

tion  in  Auchtcrgavcn ;  of  the  Minister  tod  KMmw  of  tht 

Presbytery  of  Lorn  t  of  Protestant  Calvialrtlo 

at  Tregaron,  and  LlanaAm ;  of  the  MethoUrt 

tion  at  Altrinchamei  of  Wealeyan  MethodMa,  oft  i 

Chapel,  Carnarvon,  Aberton,  Weeley,  Tyddyn.  aai  St. 

Peter's  Port,  Guernsey ;  of  Protestant  Dlwintoti,  ofChtf 

stowe.  Union  Street  Chapel,  Southwaik:  Belhai  Ghapd. 

Ccmeus,  Llanbadrlg;  Aidringham,  Aveboryp  Ultli  Alt 

Street,  Goodman's  Fields,  Abenycham, 

Thome  and  HalSeld,  Saron  Uanfechel, 

lington,  Darrington.  Astlcy,  Feathcrstooe* 

Skelbrook,  Knighton,  AmdiflR?,  Abury, 

hunt,    Ashbocking,    Ashfldd-cum-Tborpi^ 

Askan  Bryan,  and  StraddishaU.    Ordered  to  Bt  OB  At 

Table. 

Arbitration  Bill.]  Lord  Teotmfen 
moved  the  Second  Readingof  the  Arbitim- 
tion  Bill. 

Lord  EUenborough  hoped,  that  in  each 
of  the  Law  lleforiu  Bills  a  clause  vroaM 
be  inserted,  extendini^  the  advantages  of 
those  Bills  to  British  India. 

Lord  Tentcrden  thought,  that  it  wovld 
be  belter  to  effect  the  object  desired  bj  the 
noble  Lord,  by  a  separate  Act  referring  to 
each  of  the  other  Acts,  at  the  close  of  tho 
Session,  if  it  was  considered  adviteaUe  to 
extend  these  Acts  to  our  Indian  pos« 
sessions. 

Lord  EUenborough  said,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  anticipated  hb  wishes, 
and  he  was  further  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  desirable,  at  the  end  of  each  Sessioni 
thatsuch  Acts  as  had  been  passed  during  the 
Session,  which  had  reference  to  the  im« 
provement  of  the  law,  should  be  cooaideied 
by  persons  to  be  appointed  for  the  pw« 


973 


Municipal  Police. 


{Jan.  27}  Reciprocity  Sy&tem. 


974 


pose,  in  order  to  detennine  to  what  ex- 
tent they  might  be  applicable  to  the  colo- 
nies. He  knew  many  individuals  who 
would  be  ready  to  assist  in  the  work,  and 
to  supply  such  further  information  as  might 
bo  necessary  to  the  better  understanding 
of  the  affairs  of  India. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Tithes  (Irelxd).]  Lord  Ellenborougk 
begged  leave  to  ask  the  noble  Marquis 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
Uy  before  the  House,  from  time  to  time, 
the  evidence  produced  before  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  tithes  in 
Ireland. 

The  Marquis  of  Lamdown  said,  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion. 

Lord  King  begged  to  be  permitted  to  ob- 
serve, ID  reference  to  what  hud  passed  on 
this  subject  last  evening,  that  the  nobleand 
learned  Lord  (Wynford)  was  quite  liglit  in 
bis  observations  relating  to  the  collection  of 
tithes  in  Ireland.  The  law  was  similar  in 
both  countries,  and  it  was  not  considered  a 
ooospiracy  for  three  persons  to  give  notice 
for  them  to  be  taken  in  kind.  At  the 
same  time  although  the  law  was  interpret- 
ed in  that  way  at  present,  yet  some 
J  ears  ago  the  practice  had  prevailed  which 
e  had  reprobated. 

Lord  Wynford  had  also  made  further 
higuirics  into  the  subject,  and  he  had  rea- 
son- to  believe  that  such  a  practice  had 
been  pursued  in  a  very  inferior  Court. 

The  Earl  of  Ilossiyn  observed,  that  he 
spoke  with  great  hesitation,  but,  to  the 
best  of  his  recollection  a  case  had  occurred 
many  years  since,  in  the  county  of  Curk, 
in  which  a  great  many  persons  had  given 
notice  to  the  collector  to  take  the  tithe 
of  potatoes  in  kind,  ut  the  same  time,  on 
the  same  day,  a  circumstance  which  ren- 
dered it  impossible  to  collect  the  tithe  at 
all.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  Par- 
liament of  Ireland  passed  a  statute  de- 
claring such  an  act  a  conspiracy.  He 
was  ready,  however,  to  admit  that  a  great 
distinction  ought  to  be  made  as  to  the 
number  of  persons  giving  notice,  twelve 
persons  giving  notice  at  the  same  tinie 
ought  not  to  l>e  considered  as  acting  in 
concert  although  1200  so  acting  would  cer- 
tainly supply  prima  facie  evidence  of  a 
conspiracy. 

Municipal  Police.]  Lord  Ellen- 
Iforough  was  desirous  to  learn  of  the  noble 


Lonl,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whom  he  saw  in  his  place,  whether 
his  Majcsty*s  Ministers  intended  to  bring 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament 
any  plan  for  the  improvement  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Police,  according  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  his  Majesty,  in  his  last  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  ?  Certainly 
something  should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  such  disgraceful  disturb- 
ances as  had  occurred  at  Bristol  and  Not- 
tinp:ham. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  great  ditilculty,  and  had 
occupied  the  anxious  attention  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  A  measure  was  now 
under  consideration,  which  would  be  sul)- 
mitted  to  Parliament  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  matured. 

Lord  Ellenhorongh  would  only  observe, 
in  reference  to  the  noble  Viscount's  remark 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  departed 
fj'om  the  usual  course,  by  recommending, 
in  the  King's  Speech  to  Parliament,  a 
measure,  respeciing  which  they  them- 
selves had  not  made  up  their  minds. 

llF.cirRociTY  System.]  Viscount 
Strangford  said,  that  he  had  given  notice 
a  few  ni;j;hts  ago,  that  he  would  move 
for  the  return  of  papers  connected  with 
the  great  conuncrcial  question  of  the  Re- 
ciprocity System  ;  but  he  found  that  he 
should  not  be  able  to  bring  forward  that 
Motion  until  he  should  have  in  his  pos- 
session certain  other  papers,  for  which  he 
did  not  mean  to  move  just  now.  But  he 
w  i>hcd  to  inquire  of  the  noble  Lords  op- 
posite, whether  there  would  be  any  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters to  lay  before  the  House  a  return  show- 
ing the  '*  Several  sums  of  money  which 
have  been  paid  out  of  the  Treasury,  from 
the  Ut  of  January  1826  to  the  1st  of 
January  183*2,  to  corporate  bodies,  or  to 
private  individuals,  having  a  right  under 
Charters  to  levy  duties  on  foreign  ship- 
ping ?"  He  found  that  such  a  return  was 
necessary  before  he  could  bring  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Reciprocity  System  Ailly  before 
their  Lordships;  because  the  Ministers 
having  engaged,  by  treaty  with  certain 
foreign  states,  to  admit  the  vessels  of 
those  states  into  the  British  ports  on  pay- 
ment of  the  same  dues  that  were  paid  by 
British  vessels,  were  unable  to  fulfil  their 
engagement  otherwise  than  by  compen- 
sating, out  of  the  Treasury,  corporations 
and  individuals  who  bad  the  right  by  char* 
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ter  to  exact  from  vessels  into  certain 
ports  double  tlie  duty  paid  by  Briiisli  ves- 
sels. He  had  been  given  to  understand 
that  a  large  sum  of  money  was  abstracted 
amiually  from  the  Public  Purse  on  this 
accouat,  and  that  the  sum  was  increasing 
with  the  increasing;  influx  of  foreign  ship- 
ping into  our  ports.  It  was,  therefore,  ne- 
cessary to  ascertain  the  amount  paid  from 
ihe  Treasury  in  that  way,  before  our  gain 
or  loM,  by  the  system  of  Reciprocity,  could 
be  accurately  estimated. 

Lord  Auckland  was  not  aware  of  any 
objection  to  the  return  desired  by  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  thought  that  the  best  way 
would  be  for  the  noble  Lord  to  give  notice 
of  a  motion,  and  reserve  his  speech  till  he 
brought  it  forward. 

Lord  E/lenborough  remembered  that 
similar  returns  had  been  presented  three 
years  ago,  and  the  practice  did  not  at  that 
time  appear  to  him  to  be  injurious  to  the 
public.  He  therefore  thought  it  would 
be  desirable  to  connect  the  returns  received 
at  that  time  with  those  now  required  by 
his  Doble  friend,  and  to  bring  the  informa' 
tion  up  to  the  latest  period. 

Lord  Auckland  said,  he  should  he  happy 
lo  act  on  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion,  and 
would  bring  down  the  information  to  the 
latest  possible  period,  with  the  most  per- 
fect conviction  of  a  satisfactory  result. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  January  27,  1832. 
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ESEttAL  Keoisthy  tJiLL.]  Mr. 
Blamirc,  in  presenting  the  Petition  of 
the  Bankers,  Merehants,  and  Traders  of 
Carlisle,  against  the  General  Registry 
Bill,  said,  that  the  petitioners,  among 
whom  were  the  principle  inhabitants  of 
that  city,  and  the  vicinity  were  appre- 
hensive, that  if  the  Bill  passed  into  a  taw, 
the  result  would  he,  that,  either  as  lenders 
of  iponcy  or  borrowers,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  carry  on  business,  as  it  would 
completely  prevent  one  parly  from  re- 
ceiving, and  Uie other  fi'omdeposiling.ori- 
ginal  title-deeds,  a  method  now  frequently 
had  recourse  to.  The  Bill  would  put  an 
efiectual  stop  to  all  etiuitable  tuortgfage* 
upon  landed  estates. 
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Mr.  Philip  Howard,  in  bearing  testi- 
mony to  the  respectability  of  the  peti- 
tioners, and  supporting  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  would  not  go  so  far  as  to  pledge 
himself  to  oppose  any  plan  of  local  regis- 
tration, which  might,  after  due  considera- 
tion be  introduced.  He  had  the  strongest 
objections  to  the  hazardous  project  of 
making  the  safety  of  all  the  authorised 
attestations  of  property  depend  upon  that 
of  one  building;  to  the  additional  expense 
it  would  entail  on  landed  proprietors ;  and 
to  the  injurious  effect  of  drawing  to  an 
already  overgrown  metropolis  a  large  share 
of  country  professional  practice.  In  se- 
Teral countnes,  in  France  and  Italy,  by  the 
Code  Napoleon,  district  registries  had 
been  established  and  found  to  work  well ; 
but  the  cumbrous  machinery  of  a  metro- 
politan registry  had  never  entered  in  to 
the  contemplation  of  those  who  drew  up 
that  celebrated  code.  The  success  which 
had  attended  the  establishment  of  a  re- 
gpstration-office  in  Edinburgh  was  no  ar- 
gument for  one  in  London,  when  the  dif- 
ference of  the  two  countries  in  point  of 
extent,  population  and  wealth  was  com- 
pared. 

Mr.  Trevor  assured  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Stafibrd,  that  there  was  a  mani- 
fest and  decided  feeling  against  his  bill 
throughout  the  whole  county  of  Durham 
and  the  North  of  England ;  and,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  duty  which  he  owed  his 
constituents,  he  should  oppose  it  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  fully  con- 
curred with  the  sentiments  just  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  :  he  saw  no  other 
use  or  advantage  in  the  measure,  except 
that  it  would  drain  the  pockets  of  the 
people  in  the  country,  to  fill  those  of  the 
lawyers  in  London. 

Mr.  John  Hodgson  said,  he  never  knew 
such  a  unanimity  of  opinion  prevail  against 
any  measure  as  that  which  obtained  against 
this  Bill.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Stafford,  in  bringing  the 
matter  forward,  had  alluded  to  the  opin- 
ions of  a  learned  authority,  a  member  of 
Grovemment;  he  trusted  that  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  obtained  office  by  popular 
opinion,  would  not  sanction  the  adoption 
of  a  measure  which  was  opposed  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  majority  of  the  people. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  must  add  his  testimony 
to  those  of  other  hon.  Members.  In  Lin- 
coln the  Bill  was  most  unpopular. 

pU,  Hmt  i»id|  a«  it  had  Wea  declared 


that  if  the  Bill  came  to  a  second  reading, 
a  motion  would  be  made  to  except  the 
North  of  England  from  its  provisions,  he 
must  observe,  that  the  Bill  was  quite  as 
unpopular  in  the  West  as  in  the  North : 
The  people  of  Somersetshire  were  to  a  man 
opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  observed,  as  so 
many  personal  allusions  had  been  made 
to  him,  he  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
he  knew  attempts  had  been  made  by  the 
petty  lawyers  of  the  provinces  to  persuade 
people,  particularly  the  Statesmen  of 
Cumberland,  that  they  were  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  title  to  their  estates,  and  that 
Government  was  to  be  put  into  possession 
of  all  documents  relating  to  their  lands. 
Whenever  the  proper  opportunity  arrived, 
he  would  explain  thorougl^ly  what  the 
real  object  of  the  measure  was. 

Mr.  John  Hodgson  said,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Stafford  was  unjust  in  the  imputa- 
tions he  had  attempted  to  cast  upon  the 
country  lawyers.  He  believed  they  con- 
scientiously entertained  the  opinions  put 
forth  in  their  petitions  without  looking 
exclusively  to  their  own  individual  inter- 
est. He  also  believed  that  they  had  no 
considerable  numbers  of  people  under  their 
influence,  and  he  would  further  venture  to 
say,  that,  in  the  counties  of  Northumber- 
land, Cumberland,  and  Durham,  there 
were  not  twenty  persons  worth  10/.  of 
property  each,  who  were  not  opposed  to 
the  measure,  as  would  be  shown  by  peti- 
tions from  all  classes  of  persons. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  many  more  peti* 
tions  would  be  brought  up  from  Yorkshire 
against  the  measure,  which  would  convince 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  all 
classes  of  persons  of  property  were  op- 
posed to  his  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Strickland) 
had  always  advocated  the  necessity  of 
local  registries  for  attested  copies  of  title 
deeds,  but  there  were  no  doubt  difficulties 
attending  the  case.  He  did  not  see  how 
they  could  form  one  regulation  for  a  large 
proprietor,  and  another  for  a  small  one. 

Mr.  O'Connell  observed,  that  he  was 
fearful  of  the  propriety  of  passing  ^ 
General  Registry  bill;  but  as  to  the 
expense  attending  the  registration  of  deeds, 
he  could  speak  from  the  experience  of  Ire- 
land. There  the  charge  was  1/.  11«.  6d. 
He  hoped  the  opposition  that  was  getting 
up  against  the  Bill  would  induce  Gentle- 
men to  look  with  a  favourable  eye  towards 
local  registration,  if  the  Bill  for  a  General 
Registry  ihould  fiulf 
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Mr.  Blatnire  felt  himself'placed  in  rather 
an  awkward  position  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  because  he  had  understood  last  Ses- 
sion that  its  provisions  would  not  efiect 
customary  tenants  and  copyholders,  and 
he  had  told  them  so ;  but  it  now  appeared 
they  were  brought  within  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  and  these  persons  turned 
round  upon  him,  and  said  he  had  deceived 
them. 

Mr.  Paget  thought  it  would  be  generally 
allowed  that  grievous  evils  were  sustained 
daily  from  the  expense  of  the  transfer  of 
real  property  by  the  existing  laws.  He 
had  seen  frequent  instances  of  hardships 
growing  out  of  their  operation,  he  had  seen 
possessors  of  estates.who  had  enjoyed  them 
for  centuries,  reduced  to  absolute  want 
by  being  dispossessed  of  their  patrimony 
and  completely  fleeced  by  lawyers  and  law 
expenses.  He,therefore,thought  that  if  such 
an  amendment  of  the  law  could  be  brought 
about  as  would  enable  a  safe  plan  of  regis- 
tration to  be  carried  into  cifect,  it  would  be 
a  great  point  gained.  He  hoped,  that, 
when  the  measure  was  better  understood, 
it  would  be  found  to  be  based  upon  a  plan 
which  united  simplicity  with  utility. 

An  Hon,  Member  remarked,  that  a 
difference  of  opinion  prevailed  in  the 
minds  of  those  best  acquainted  with  the 
subject  as  to  the  measure  being  useful 
or  safe.  He  objected  to  it,  because  it 
would  interfere  with  every  man's  private 
affairs. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  had  no  doubt  the 
opposition  to  the  measure  would  dtC  away 
as  the  Bill  came  to  be  better  understood. 
He  would  have  hon.  Members  remember 
the  diiHculties  which  were  now  experienced 
in  purchasing  property ,and  how  it  was  frit- 
tered away  by  law  processes  and  expenses. 
The  landed  proprietors  smarted  severely 
for  every  transaction  which  had  relation 
to  their  property — they  paid  for  their 
mystery  and  secrecy,  and  their  business 
was  badly  done  into  the  bargain. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  could  not  agree  in 
the  observations  just  made  by  the  hon.  and 
Jearned  Gentleman,  and  he  was  certain, 
that  if  the  Bill  was  looked  at  as  a  matter 
of  profit  and  loss,  the  latter  would  prepon- 
derate against  the  debtor,  and  against  the 
necessitous.  The  evils  resulting  from  the 
inattention  or  neglect  of  an  agent  could  not 
afterwards  be  overcome.  Without  enter- 
ing further  into  the  matter,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Bill  could  not  pass  that  House. 

Petition  to  be  printed* 


Parliamentary  Reform  —  Bill 
FOR  England— CoMMrrTRE — Fourth 
Day.]  Lord  John  Russell  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  re- 
solve itselfinto  a  Committee  on  theReform 
of  Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

Sir  John  Brydges  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
objecting  to  the  House  thei^  reaolYing 
itself  into  a  Committee.  The  onl]f  argu- 
ment he  had  heard  in  support  of  this  fetal 
measure  of  Reform  was,  tnat  the  exigency 
of  the  time  required  it.  He  protested 
against  legislating  upon  such  grounds. 
There  was  no  proper  and  statesmao-Hke 
method  of  legislating, but  on  principle; 
measures  founded  upon  expediency  were 
not  likely  to  be  permanent.  The  folly  and 
mischief  of  giving  way  to  temjporary  con- 
siderations, was  fully  exemplified  by  the 
example  afforded  by  two  measures  recently 
passed,  he  alluded  to  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion and  the  Game  Bills.  With  regard  to 
the  first,  he  appealed  to  the  House  whe- 
ther it  had  at  all  tended  to  traoquiUize 
Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  notori- 
ous that  that  unhappy  country  was  more 
agitated  and  more  demoralized  than  at 
any  period  since  the  Union.  As  to  the 
second  measure,  it  was  equally  notorious 
that  poaching  had  increased  since  the  bill 
had  passed,  and  he  feared  the  same 
efiects  would  follow  from  the  Reform  Bill. 
Instead  of  the  elections  being  more  pure 
than  formerly,  they  would  be  more  corrupt. 
The  present  system  worked  welU  and  be 
looked  upon  the  nomination  boroughs  as 
essentially  a  part  of  the  Constitution.  He 
must  equally  complain  of  the  intended  cre- 
ation of  Peers  which  was  talked  so  much  of. 
That  high  prerogative  of  the  Crown  he  had 
always  understood  was  limited  to  the  reward 
of  merit  and  desert,  but  it  was  now  to  be 
prostituted  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
this  most  obnoxious  measure  in  another 
place.  H  e  did  not  apply  the  term  prosti- 
tution to  the  individuals  who  were  to  be 
elevated,  but  to  the  principle  of  the  eleva- 
tion itself,  and  he  believed  he  was  not 
singular  in  his  opinions,  for  he  had  heard 
of  one  gentleman  who,  when  offered  a 
coronet,  refused  it,  with  the  obsemitaop, 
that  he  had  always  heard  that  the  honour 
of  the  Peerage  was  granted  for  services 
performed,  and  not  for  the  services  to  be 
done.  He  felt  the  measure  of  Reform  was 
pregnant  with  mischief  to  the  real  interests 
of  the  country,  and  he  was,  therefim, 
determined  to  oppose  it  at  every  stage  and 
in  every  shape. 
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House  went  into  Committee. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Bemal)  proceeded 
to  read  the  1 4th  clause,  viz. — **  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  each  of  the  counties  enume- 
rated in  the  schedule  marked  F  to  this 
Act  annexed  shall  be  divided  into  two 
divisions,  which  divisions  shall  be  settled 
and  described  by  an  Act  to  be  passed  for 
that  purpose  in  this  present  Parliament, 
which  Act,  when  passed,  shall  be  deemed 
and  taken  to  be  part  of  this  Act,  as  fully 
and  effectually  as  if  the  same  were  incor- 
porated herewith,  and  that  in  all  future 
Parliaments  there  shall  be  '  four*  knights  of 
the  shire,  instead  of  two,  to  serve  for  each 
division  of  the  said  counties ;  (that  is  to 
•ay)  *  two'  knights  of  the  shire  for  each 
division  of  the  said  counties;  and  that 
•ttch  knights  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same 
manner  and  by  the  same  classes  and  de- 
scriptions of  voters,  and  in  respect  of  the 
tame  several  rights  of  voting,  as  if  each  of 
the  said  divisions  were  a  separate  county; 
and  that  the  Court  for  the  election  of 
knights  of  the  shire  for  each  division  of 
the  said  counties  shall  be  holden  at  the 
place  to  be  named  for  that  purpose  in  the 
Act  so  to  be  passed  as  aforesaid,  for  set- 
tling and  describing  the  divisions]  of  the 
•aid  counties/' 

Mr.  Croker  objected  to  the  clause,  as 
part  of  the  general  machinery  of  the  Bill, 
besides  which,  he  had  a  particular  objec- 
tion to  the  clause  on  account  of  the  list  of 
counties  contained  in  thescheduleattached 
to  iU  But,  presuming  that  the  noble  Lord 
meant  to  postpone  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  related  to  the  schedule,  he  should 
resenrc  his  opposition  to  a  future  stage. 
He  begged  it  might  be  understood  that  he 
did  not  approve  of  the  clause,  and,  if  nn 
opportunity  offered,  he  should  record  his 
Tote  against  it. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  offer  a  sug- 
gestion to  the  noble  i^rd  which  he  thought 
would  be  an  improvement  in  the  Bill. 
He  had  supported  the  clause  for  the  divi- 
sion of  counties  last  year,  and  should  give 
the  same  vote  this  year,  if  the  right  of 
voting  in  counties  and  in  boroughs  were 
to  remain  as  at  present  constituted  by  the 
Bill.  But  he  thought  that  the  right  of 
voting  itself  might  be  simplified.  He  sug- 
gested that  every  right  of  voting  accruing 
from  freehold  property  situated  in  boroughs 
and  cities  should  be  exercised  within  such 
borough  or  city,  and  not  be  extended  to 
the  county.  Preserving  that  right  of  voting, 
ha  would  then  maintain  the  integrity  of  the 


counties,  giving  the  larger  ones  four  Mem- 
bers. His  proposition  would  simplify  the 
Bill.  He  would,  of  course,  permit  free- 
holders of  such  towns  as  had  not  a  right 
to  send  Members  to  Parliament  to  continue 
to  vote  for  the  county.  On  this  ground, 
he  entreated  the  noble  Lord  to  consider 
whether  the  plan  he  proposed  would  not 
obviate  many  difhculties,  and  prevent  much 
dispute.  He  would  state  some  of  the 
complicated  questions  which  might  arise 
under  the  Bill.  He  would  suppose  that 
he  was  possessed  of  a  freehold  garden 
within  a  borough  of  51,  a-year  value. 
That  would  give  him  a  vote  for  the  county 
within  which  that  borough  was  situated, 
but  no  vote  for  the  borough.  Suppose  he 
built  a  house  in  the  garden,  and  inhabited 
it  himself,  and  that  the  value  of  the  two 
united  might  be  about  10/.  per  annum  ;  a 
barrister  for  the  county  might  say  it  was 
worth  more  than  10/.  and  reject  his  vote 
for  the  county;  while  a  barrister  for  the 
town  might  say  it  was  worth  less  than  10/., 
and  not  allow  him  to  vote  at  the  borough 
election.  He  would  then  be  deprived  of 
voting  both  for  the  county  and  borough. 
The  next  year  the  question  might  be  agi- 
tated again,  and  the  barristers  might  alter 
their  opinion,  and  he  should  have  a  vote 
both  for  the  county  and  the  borough.  If 
he  subsequently  let  his  house  to  one  per- 
son, and  his  garden  to  another,  his  tenant 
might  lose  a  vote  for  the  borough,  and 
he  himself  might  have  a  vote  for  the 
county.  Or,  suppose  that  he  made  his 
house  in  the  town  worth  10/.,  and  let  it, 
the  tenant  would  have  a  vote  for  the  bo- 
rough, and  the  landlord  would  have  a 
second,  for  the  county,  on  account  of  the 
garden.  All  these  complicated  rights 
would  be  avoided  by  requiring  that  the 
right  of  voting  accruing  from  property  of 
any  description  situate  within  a  city  or 
borough,  should  be  exercised  at  the  elec- 
tion for  that  city  or  borough,  and  not  for 
the  county — that  is  to  say,  the  owner  of  a 
40s.  freehold  in  the  town  of  Warwick 
should  vote  for  the  town  and  not  for  the 
county  of  Warwick.  He  knew  that  ob- 
jections might  be  made  to  the  plan — that 
it  would  be  argued  against  as  calculated 
to  draw  a  marked  line  of  distinction  between 
the  town  and  county  interests.  He  did 
not  assert  that  this  objection  was  wholly 
without  force,  but  he  did  not  think  it  was 
by  any  means  conclusive.  The  (reeholdeit 
of  the  towns  not  returning  Members  to 
Parliament  would  exarcisa  a  graat  inflacac< 
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over  county  elections,  and  maintain  the 
connection  between  town  and  county  in- 
terests. But  in  the  case  of  the  large 
towns  now  about  to  acquire  a  new  right 
of  sending  Members  to  Parliament,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  those  towns  should 
also  influence,  and  perhaps  determine, 
the  county  election  by  pouring  in  a  host 
of  small  freeholders.  He  would,  then, 
supposing  these  views  realized,  propose 
that  counties  should  not  be  divided ; 
that  there  should  be  no  interference 
with  counties,  except  that  the  larger 
counties  should  send  four  Members. 
He  believed  that  it  would  give  general 
satisfaction  should  the  counties  not  be 
divided,  that  large  counties  should  pos- 
sess the  power  of  sending  four  Members 
to  Parliament  under  the  Bill,  and  that 
great  towns  should  be  prevented  from  ex- 
ercising undue  influence  in  the  elections 
for  counties.  By  leaving  the  right  of 
voting  for  cities  and  towns  to  those  who 
possessed  the  necessary  qualification  there, 
and  excluding  them  from  voting  on  that 
right  for  counties,  thousands  of  ques- 
tions as  to  the  right  of  voting  for  one  or 
for  the  other,  which  must  arise  if  that 
plan  were  not  adopted,  would  be  prevented. 
He  made  to  the  noble  Lord,  therefore,  a 
double  proposition — namely,  that  the  large 
counties  be  not  divided,  and  that  the 
towns  possessing  Representatives  of  their 
own  should  not  be  allowed  to  interfere, 
through  the  instrumentality  of  small  free- 
holds, with  the  county  Representation. 
He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
receive  the  suggestion  in  the  same  spirit  in 
which  it  was  offered,  and  that  due  consi- 
deration would  be  given  to  its  value. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  wish  to 
throw  any  doubt  on  the  right  hon.  Baron- 
et's wish,  or  question  his  desire  to  make 
the  Bill  more  simple.  If  he  did  not  say 
at  once  that  the  suggestions  should  be 
taken  into  consideration,  it  was  because 
the  same  proposition — not  that  for  di- 
viding counties,  but  that  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet — had  been  under  con- 
sideration before  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
alluded  to  it.  The  proposition  that  free- 
holders in  towns,  should  vote  only  for  those 
towns  had  been  already  two  or  three  times 
discussed.  The  great  objection  to  it 
was,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  had  noticed,  that 
it  would  produce  a  division  of  interests 
between  the  inhabitants  of  towns  and 
counties.     When  the  freeholders  of  Bir- 

piog[bam  OMiited  to  deot  a  laadholder  as 


the  Representative  for  the  county  of  War- 
wick they  became  identified  in  some  mea- 
sure with  their  Member,  who  was  thus 
neither  the  Member  of  the  agricoUural 
nor  the  manufacturing  interest.  The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  would  represent  dis- 
tinct classes  only,  were  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  proposition  to  be  adopted.  Thb 
was  his  answer  to  the  suggestions  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  was  con- 
firmed in  his  views  by  the  dread  which  the 
freeholders  of  towns  entertained  at  being 
deprived  of  their  votes  for  the  counties. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  destroy  their  rights 
which  tended  to  preserve  harmony  between 
the  different  classes  of  the  commmiity, 
and  to  soften  that  division  between  the 
landed  and  trading  interest,  which  was 
already  too  strongly  marked.  Let  ns  be* 
ware  of  separating  the  Members  of  this 
House  into  two  distinct  and  hostile  parties 
in  behalf,  the  one  of  agriculture,  the  other 
of  commerce.  Another  pointwas.that  a  man 
might  exercise  his  privilege  of  voting  for  the 
county  whether  he  was  resident  or  non-re- 
sident in  the  borough  in  which  his  freehold 
was  situated.  But  the  Bill  required  that  bo- 
rough voters  should  be  resident,  and, 
therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  pro- 
position was  entertained  of  confining  free- 
holders to  boroughs  the  consequence  would 
be  that  many  voters  possessing  freeholds 
in  boroughs  which  as  the  Bill  now  stood 
would  enable  them  to  vote  for  counties, 
would  be  altogether  disfranchised,  because 
they  were  non-residents.  He  had  a  still 
stronger  objection  to  the  suggestion,  which 
he  had  stated  on  a  former  occasion.  It 
was  this — a  number  of  boroughs  werepre- 
served  of  no  considerable  size  :  if  the  free- 
holders of  towns  were  to  be  confined 
to  them.  Parliament  would  give  a  great 
predominance  to  the  landowners  over  the 
residents  of  the  boroughs.  He  would  illus- 
trate his  meaning  by  a  case  :  in  Tavistock, 
there  wore  formerly  120  freieholders,  but 
these  had  been  gradually  reduced  to  twenty- 
seven  by  the  Duke  of  Bedford  buying  ap 
their  properties.  The  effect  of  thb  Bill 
would  be  to  give  votes  to  300  householders; 
but  if  they  were  to  give  the  small  free- 
holders of  Tavistock  votes  for  that  place, 
it  would  be  immediately  the  interest  of  the 
proprietor  to  increase  their  number,  as 
they  would  be  persons  over  whom  he 
might  possess  influence.  It  was  likely  the 
same  cause  would  have  the  same  effect  in 
other  places ;  on  the  whole,  therefore,  ha 
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gesiioQ  would  be  attended  with  advantages 
equal  to  its  disadvantages.  He  must 
also  observe,  that  to  give  four  Members  to 
a  county  without  dividing  it,  would  only 
embarrass  the  freeholders  in  their  choice. 
If  there  were  so  many  as  four  Members  to 
be  chosen,  the  freeholders  were  not  so 
likely  to  make  a  good  election. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelham  hoped  the  clause 
would  be  postponed,  as  he  believed  it  was 
universally  felt  by  the  House  that  it  was 
of  great  importance,  and  he,  for  one, 
wished  to  have  time  to  consider  the  prob- 
able effects  likely  to  acrue  from  its  adop- 
tion. 

Colonel  Sibtharp  hoped  the  noble  Lord, 
out  of  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  would  assent  to  the  postponement 
of  the  schedule.  The  noble  Lord  might 
bow,  from  the  sample  of  last  night,  per- 
ceive he  was  not  so  strong  in  numbers  as, 
perhaps,  he  had  Battered  himself  he  was 
on  divisions  where  the  views  of  Govern- 
ment clashed  with  the  feelings  of  inde- 
pendent men  in  that  House.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  cut  up  and  anatomize  the 
country,  to  which  he  would  not  consent. 
He  considered  the  present  clause  as  ''burk- 
ing/' in  effect,  the  whole  system  of  county 
Representation,  and  he  should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Gore  Lang  ton  expressed  himself 
g^teful  to  the  Ministers  for  what  they 
proposed  to  do — to  Reform  the  Representa- 
tion,  and  as  an  independent  Member  of 
that  House,  and  the  Representative  of  a 
large  county,  he  held  it  right  to  express 
hit  opinion  on  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,which,hethought,admitted  of  improve- 
ment. To  the  clause  at  present  before 
the  Committee  he  had  considerable  ob- 
jections on  several  grounds,  the  first  was, 
that  the  small  independent  freeholders  who 
were  at  once  the  honour  and  security  of  the 
country  would  lose  their  comparative  weight, 
while  the  influence  of  the  large  landed 
proprietor  would  be  increased.  Suppose 
a  landed  proprietor  of  sufficient  influence 
to  command  100  freehold  votes — and  there 
were  many  such — if  to  these  were  added 
his  leasehold  tenants  and  tenants-at-will, 
it  was  evident  this  additional  power, 
working  upon  a  divided  county,  would 
command  an  immense  additional  influence, 
and  the  inevitable  result  would  be,  the  utter 
extinction  of  the  influence  of  the  small 
freeholders  and  gentlemen  of  moderate 
landed  possessions.  But,  in  addition  to 
this  ground  of  objection,  he  did  not  think 
the  division  of  counties  proceeded  on  a 


fair  principle.  The  larger  counties  were 
to  have  four  Members,  the  smaller  ones 
three  each,  freeholders  of  the  smaller 
counties — Dorsetshire  for  example — would 
have  three  votes,  while  in  Somersetshire 
they  would  have  but  two,  although  the 
constituency  of  the  latter  formed  a  part 
of  the  more  important  county,  Under 
these  circumstances,  although  he  was  a 
sincere  and  steady  Reformer,  he  felt  it 
imperative  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
upon  the  clause,  that  all  the  words  after 
"  that"  be  left  out  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing  these  words,  "  that  in  all  future 
Parliaments  there  shall  be  four  Knights  of 
the  Shire  returned  to  serve  in  Parliament 
for  each  of  the  counties  in  schedule  F.'' 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  do 
away  with  that  part  of  the  clause  which 
provides  for  the  division  of  counties. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  it  was 
thought  right  in  framing  the  Bill  to  pre- 
serve the  existing  rights  of  the  freeholders 
of  the  counties  of  cities,  other  large  towns 
to  be  enfranchised  had  no  such  claims. 

Lord  Milton  thought  the  division  of 
counties  was  an  evil ;  but  he  was  afraid 
it  was  an  evil  inseparable  from  the  Bill 
proposed  by  Ministers.  In  fact,  if  an 
addition  of  Members  was  given  to  coun- 
ties, it  would  be  necessary  to  divide  them. 
The  evils  of  electing  four  Members  at  once 
would  be  very  great,  as  had  been  stated  by 
his  noble  friend.  The  hon.  member  for 
Somersetshire  had  complained,  that  while 
each  freeholder  of  Dorsetshire  and  other 
counties,  similarly  circumstanced,  were 
to  have  three  votes,  the  freeholders  of 
Somersetshire  and  the  larger  counties 
generally  would  be  practically  disfran- 
chised by  being  divided  into  two  bodies. 
The  hon.  Member  had  further  argued,  that 
the  influence  of  the  great  landed  proprietors 
would  be  increased,  and  that  of  the  smaller 
freeholders  reduced,  but  he  thought  their 
votes,  as  far  as  freeholders  alone  went, 
would  hold  the  same  proportion  as  at 
present;  and  he  considered,  therefore, 
that  the  fears  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
visionary.  The  divisions  to  be  established 
would  be  of  such  large  extent  that  the  re- 
sult contemplated  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  likely  to  arise.  Though  he  was  far 
from  saying,  that  the  division  of  counties 
was  not  an  evil,  he  did  not  ascribe  it  to 
the  cause  stated  by  the  hon.  Member ;  the 
evil  he  lamented  was  the  destruction  the 
measure  would  occasion  to  those  feelings 
land  associations  which  had   existed  so 


987     Parliamentary  Reform--     {COMMONS}         BillfbrSMgland-^        98B 


many  centuries,  and  which  it  would  be  mis- 
chievous now  to  attempt  to  extinguish.  He 
disliked  to  have  ancient  customs  abrogated. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
had  remarked,  that  unless  the  small  free- 
holders of  towns  and  boroughs  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  county  Representation, 
the  allowing  four  Members  to  counties 
would  increase  their  influence  in  the  re- 
turn of  Members  for  such  counties.  He 
did  not  understand,  however,  how  this 
operation  was  to  be  effected.  He  would 
take  the  county  of  Warwick  for  an  ex- 
ample, that  county  had  three  large  towns 
Birmingham,  Coventry,  and  Warwick.  If 
the  whole  county  was  to  elect  its  four  Mem- 
bers generally,  the  three  towns  united  must 
have  immense  influence.  But  he  would 
assume,  that  in  the  division,  Birmingham 
would  be  placed  in  one  district,  and 
Warwick  and  Coventry  in  the  other,  their 
influence  must  be  reduced  in  consequence, 
for  there  would  be  no  common  bond  of 
combination.  If  hon.  Members  objected 
to  the  division  of  tl)eir  counties,  they  must 
content  themselves  with  having:  fewer  Re- 
presentatives. He  did  not  think  the  pro- 
posed increase  was  too  great,  but  of  that 
increase  the  division  was  a  necessary  con- 
sequence. He  should,  therefore,  oppose 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Goulburn  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
Committee  was  not  prepared  to  decide  on 
the  clause,  fur  want  of  sufHcient  informa- 
tion as  to  the  mode  in  which  each  county 
was  to  be  divided.  Till  they  had  that  in- 
formation, they  could  not  argue  the  ques- 
tion, nor  decide  what  effect  the  clause 
would  have.  It  was  said,  that  the  landed 
proprietor  who  could  influence  a  great 
number  of  votes  would  have  more  power 
by  the  proposed  division  of  counties  than 
he  would  have  had,  had  they  remained 
entire,  but  how  was  it  ascertained  that 
the  whole  of  the  voters  he  could  influence 
would  reside  in  one  and  the  same  divi. 
sion  ?  If  they  were  divided  between  two 
districts  his  influence  would  be  nugatory, 
and  he  had  heard  many  complaints  on  this 
head.  It  was  feared  that  the  influence  of 
the  landed  interest  generally  would  be 
weakened  by  such  means.  Many  leading 
properties  in  particular  counties  would  be 
entirely  cut  up.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
Government  should  lay  a  plan  for  the 
division  of  counties  on  the  Table,  before 
the  Committee  could,  with  any  propriety, 
vote  on  the  clause.  He  required  to  know 
if  the  counties  were  to  be  divided  according 


to  their  geographical  features,  or  according 
to  the  situation  of  the  great  towDt  they 
contained.  If  the  former  mode  of  divid- 
ing the  counties  were  to  be  adopted,  he 
thought  it  probable  that  in  lome  districts 
the  agricultural  interests  would  be  left 
without  any  Member  whatever  to  represent 
them.  Suppose,  for  instance,  in  the  county 
already  cited  by  the  noble  Lord,  War- 
wickshire, the  towns  of  Birminghaoi  and 
Coventry  were  to  come  within  the  nme 
division,  would  not  such  a  scheme  entirely 
overwhelm  the  agricultural  voters?  The 
proposition  of  his  right  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  was  well  calculated  to  rfr* 
move  these  difHculties,  by  confining  the 
town  and  borough  voters  to  their  own  places 
of  residence,  and  excluding  them  from  the 
county  Representation.    ■ 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergussan   said,    be  had 
strong  objections  to  the  division  of  coqb* 
ties,  though,  when  first  proposed,  his  ob- 
jections to  it  were  not  equally  strong  as 
at  present.     On  the  contrary,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  give  it  his  support,  as  he  consi* 
dered  the  franchise  was  only  to  be  given 
to  independent  leaseholders,  who  would  be 
able  to  resist  any   undue   influence  at- 
tempted to  be  exerted  by  the  great  landed 
proprietors,  although  aided  and  promoted 
by  the  division  of  counties.    But  since  the 
change  had  been  made  in  the  Bill,  which 
was  necessarily  consequent  upon  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
meml)er  for  Buckinghamshire,  which  gave 
the   right  of   voting    to    tenants-at-wiU, 
that  change  had  eflected  so  great  an  altar* 
ation  in  the  character  of  the  constituency 
of  the  country,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
get  over  the  repugnance  he  felt  to  agree 
to  the  division  of  counties,  as  proposed 
under  the  Bill.    The  admission  of  tenants- 
at-will,  combined  with  the  division  of  the 
counties,  could  not  fail  to  have  the  eflbct  of 
materially  impairing  the  independence  of 
the  elective  body.  Two  or  three  great  fami- 
lies, by  combining  together,  would  gener* 
ally  carry  an  election.     Who  could  doubt, 
for  example,  that  such  a  family  at  that  of 
which  the  noble  Marquis,  whose  motion 
he  had  just  alluded  to,  formed  a  member, 
would  possess  far  more  influence  on  a  di* 
vision  of  a  county  than  if  the  whole  body 
of  the  freeholders    and  voters  within   it 
were  allowed  to  vote  for  the  four  Members 
at  once.   He  would  not  go  further  into  the 
<|uestion   of  tenunts-at-will,  although,  if 
that  question    was   brought   before    the 
House,  he  would  certainly  oppose  it;  bat. 
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with  regard  to  the  present  amendment,  he 
fell  it  his  duty  to  ^Te  it  his  hearty  support. 
Lord  Althorp  said,  that  one  objection 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Goulburn)  against  the  considera- 
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the  division  of  counties  would  augment 
the  influence  of  the  great  towns,  others 
were  of  opinion  that  it  would  increase  the 
inHuence  of  the  great  landed  proprietors. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  both  the  inriuencc 
lion  of  this  clause  at  present  was,  that  the  |  of  towns  and  uf  great  landed  proprietors 
House  was  not  in  proper  state  to  enter ,  respectively  would  be  increased  by  the 
upon  it,  inconsequence  of  not  having  j  division  of  counties;  but  he  could  not  see 
any  account  of  the  mode  by  which  the  I  how  that  would  operate  exclusively  one 
counties  were  to  be  divided,  and  the  other  :  way  or  the  other,  either  as  regarded  the 
information  connected  with  the  subject, !  landed  or  the  commercial  interest.  But 
laid  before  it.  Now  if  the  House  would  |  the  hon.  Member  said,  that  after  the 
jugt  revert  for  a  moment  to  the  situation  |  change  which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill, 
in  which  it  was  last  Session,   when  tiiis    with  respect  to  tenants-at-will,  this  division 


question  was  under  discussion,  it  would  be 
fseen  that  it  was  at  least  in  as  good  a  state 
'for  considering  it  now  as  it  was  then. 
True  it  was  that  the  ri<;ht  hon.  (Ycntleman 
then  rawed  similar  objections  to  the  dis- 
cusiion  of  the  clause ;  but  the  House  at 
the  time  proceeded  with  the  clause,  though 
It  was  then  pro[)osed  that  the  counties 
should  be  divided  without  knowing  how 
that  was  to  be  done.  In  fact  the  determi- 
nation of  the  division  was  left  to  the  Com- 
missioners. There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
information  required  by  the  riL;ht  h.m. 
Gentleman  was  not  before  the  House,  but 
when  the  Commissioners  had  agreed  upon 
their  report,  that  report  would  be  made 
the  subject  of  an  address  to  lx)th  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  the  whole  matter  would 
then  be  finally  settled  and  detern)ined  bv 
an  act  of  the  Legislature.  Tiic  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore,  as 
fiir  ai  the  Committee  was  concerned,  was 
done  away  with,  and  tl^e  Commitlec  was 
just  as  able  to  decide  now,  as  it  was  last 
year.  It  was,  in  fact,  f|uite  prepared  for 
the  consideration  of  this  (juestion.  TIr 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down, and  who  had  voted  for  this  clause 
in  the  last  Session,  now  (objected  to  ir,  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  him  tirat,  as  the  Bill 
at  present  stood,  such  a  division  would  be 
calculated  to  throw  the  influence  ut  elec- 
tions into  the  hands  of  a  few  gie.tt  landed 
proprietors.  The  hon.  Member  however, 
might,  perhap!«,  find  that  there  was  some 
inconsistency  in  the  arj^unients  whieh  were 
urged  against,  and  in  tiieeii'ects  which  were 
anticipated  from,  the  division  of  counties. 
It  would  ap])ear,  for  instance,  by  the  sug- 
gestion that  had  been  oti'ered  by  the  rij,ht 
hon.  member  fqr  Tamworth— for  depriving 
freeholders  in  boroughs  of  the  ri^ht  of 
voting  for  count  its,  and  for  not  dividinvr 
rounties— if  that  sngi;istion  wt.re  adopted, 
that  while  some   hon.  Members  thought 


of  counties  would  have  the  effect  of  giving 
increased  power  and  influence  to  the  large 
landed  proprietors.  The  Bill  did,  certainly, 
increase  that  influence,  and  such  would  l)e 
theoperation  of  it  whetherthe  counties  were 
divided  or  not;  but  it  would  not  increase 
their  relative  importance,  as  compared  with 
the  towns,  whet!)er  the  counties  were  or 
were  not  (iivided.  Suppose  that  a  large 
landed  proprietor  in  a  county  could  com- 
mand 100  votes,  and  that  there  were  100 
voters  in  the  adjoining  town — here  was  a 
simihir  increase  of  power — communicated 
pari  paasu  to  IxUh  interests,  and  in  that 
way  the  balance  Ixtwcen  them  would  be 
fairly  preserved.  He  did  not  sec  how,  if 
this  clause  were  carried,  the  influence 
either  of  the  landed  proprietors  or  of  the 
towns  would  be  overwhelmed  by  that  of 
one  or  two  great  families  in  the  county. 
It  was  on  these  grounds  that  he  thought 
that  no  undue  influence  would  be  given 
to  either  party  by  the  clause.  His  prin- 
cipal reason  lor  supporting  it,  as  essential 
to  the  Bill,  was,  because  he  was  satisfied 
that,  by  efl'ectinLC  a  division  of  the  counties, 
they  would  thereby  diminish  the  expense 
at  elections.  It  would  diminish  the  ex- 
)>ense  by  diminishing  the  area  of  the  can- 
vass, and  every  man  who  Lnew  any  thing 
of  elections  was  aware  that  the  more  en- 
larged that  area  was,  the  greater  was  the 
expense  in  proportion.  The  hon.  memlHT 
for  Somersetshire  had  said,  that  the  divi- 
sion of  counties  w(Kdd  wholly  destroy  the 
influence  hitherto  possessed  by  the  inde- 
pendent freeholders  and  gentlen)en  of 
small  property,  and  that  their  relative 
importance  would  be  alt<»irelher  over- 
powered and  overwhelmed  by  that  of  the 
(ireat  leading!;  families  in  each  coonty.  It 
Mppcared  to  him  that  the  operation  of  tliiH 
claust'  woidd  be  <piite  the  n-verse  of  that 
juitiel paled  fiom  it  by  (he  hon.  MemU'r. 
One  objection  urged  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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men  opposite  to  the  consideration  of  this 
clause  now  was,  that  they  might  have,  in 
the  first  instance,  a  description  of  the  pro- 
posed divisions  before  them,  in  order  to 
judge  of  their  effects,  and  they  spoke  of 
the  possibility  of  large  properties  being  so 
divided  as  to  destroy  (he  influence  of 
the  holders  altogether.  It  was  certainly 
more  probable,  that,  in  effecting  the  divi- 
sion of  counties,  a  largfe  property  would 
be  so  divided  than  a  small  one,  and 
in  that  case  the  gentlemen  of  small  pro- 
perty stood  a  greater  chance  of  having 
their  influence  in  the  county  increased. 
With  regard,  for  example,  to  the  county 
which  be  represented,  he  could  state  that 
there  was  no  mode  of  dividing  that  coun- 
ty, without  dividing  and,  therefore,  di- 
minishing the  influence  of  that  property 
with  which  he  was  connected.  In  that 
respect,  therefore,  the  clause  would  have 
an  advantageous  operation  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  smaller  proprietors.  On  the 
grounds  he  had  stated,  he  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  agree  to  this  clause. 
He  did  not  regard  the  proposition  as  one 
involving  any  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
but  he  looked  upon  it  as  materially  calcu- 
lated to  promote  many  of  its  best  objects, 
and  in  that  light  he  trusted  it  would  meet 
with  the  support  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Praed  did  not  object  to  give  the 
franchise  to  every  freeholder,  but  he  ob- 
jected to  increasing  the  number  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  popular  places,  if,  with  that 
increase  of  Members,  each  voter  was  also 
to  have  an  additional  share  in  the  election 
of  Members.  By  the  operation  of  the 
clause  before  them,  each  voter  in  certain 
counties  would  be  entitled  to  a  third  vote. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  an  error  in 
the  original  construction  of  the  Represen- 
tative Assembly  of  this  country  to  allow 
any  person  to  have  more  than  one  vote,  for 
by  the  present  system  it  was  frequently 
the  case  that  the  same  persons,  constitut- 
ing, perhaps,  a  bare  majority  of  the  elec- 
tors, returned  both  Members.  As  an 
illustration  of  this  point  he  would  take 
Northamptonshire.  At  present  the  two 
noble  Members  who  represented  that 
county  were  returned  by  a  majority  of 
votes.  This  was  certainly  an  evil  of 
itself,  but  how  much  was  it  increased  when 
it  was  considered  that  the  large  minority 
of  the  county  was  totally  unrepresented. 
In  the  present  case  if  large  counties  were 
not  divided,  each  freeholder  might  have 
four  voters ;  he  wished  to  restrict  them  to 


two,  and  he  thought  this  olyect  might  be 
attained  even  without  the  diTision  of  coon- 
ties,  by  allowing  each  freeholder  to  only 
vote  for  two  Members,  although  foar 
were  to  be  the  number  returned.  This 
was  a  new  principle,  and  he  threw  it  out 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
would  not  further  press  it  at  present ;  but, 
as  he  understood  the  object  of  a  Repre- 
sentative Assembly  was  to  allow  all  classes 
to  be  heard,  it  frequently  happened,  as  in 
the  case  he  had  stated,  that  a  bare  majority 
returned  both  Members.  He  was  there- 
fore of  opinion  some  measures  should  be 
taken  to  make  the  voice  and  views  of 
a  large  minority  known  in  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  Wilbraham  said,  the  bill  wu 
chiefly  popular  out  of  doors,  from  its 
tendency  to  overthrow  an  oligarchy,  which 
had  usurped  the  rights  of  BLepreseotation 
in  a  great  degree,  to  the  injury  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people.  This  clause  was, 
however,  defended  by.  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  supporters,  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
especially  calculated  to  diminish  the  ex- 
pense of  elections,  but  there  was  other 
machinery  provided  by  the  Bill  suflBcient 
for  that  purpose,  and  which  would  reduce 
the  expense  of  elections  to  one-tenth  of 
what  it  was  at  present.  He  alluded  to 
that  part  of  the  bill  which  allowed 
the  poll  to  be  held  at  several  jdaceSi 
and  which  provided,  also,  that  no  free- 
holder should  travel  more  than  fifteen- 
miles  to  the  place  of  election.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  proposed  division  of  coun- 
ties would  be  injurious,  because  it  weot  to 
overturn  all  old  associations — because  it 
would  detract  from  the  dignity  of  county 
Representation — and  because,  by  incieas* 
ing  the  power  of  the  great  landownerSy  it 
was  altogether  against  the  main  principle 
of  the  Bill  itself,  which  was  putting  an 
end  to  the  influence  of  the  oligarchy 
throughout  the  country.  He  had  TOted 
for  this  clause  in  the  last  Session,  bat 
was  now  opposed  to  it  for  the  same  reason 
as  that  assigned  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kirkcudbright — namely,  the 
introduction  of  the  tenants  at  will  fran- 
chise into  the  Bill.  The  great  power 
that  the  adoption  of  this  principle  would 
give  to  wealthy  and  powerful  landownos 
would  materially  affect  the  independence  of 
many  counties,  and,  dividing  tnem,  would 
increase  this  influence  so  much,  that  a  few 
landowners  joining  together  would  control 
the  election  of  Memtera  for  the  dirUoa 
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of  the  county  in  which  their  respective 
properties  were  situated.  Another  very 
objectionable  point  in  the  clause  was,  al- 
lowing the  small  freeholders  of  towns  re- 
turning Members  to  vote  for  the  counties 
and  not  for  the  place  in  which  their  free- 
holds were  situated,  although  they  had 
common  interest  with  the  towns,  and  none 
with  the  counties.  He  knew  that  the 
number  of  such  freeholders  already  was 
so  great  (and  there  would  be  great  facilities 
and  temptations  held  out  by  this  clause 
to  make  more)  as  to  give  them  power  to 
return  Members  for  the  division  of  a 
county,  although  their  influence  would  not 
be  80  great  if  the  counties  were  kept  en- 
lire.  In  the  county  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  in  consequence  of  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  divide  it,  the 
mercantile  and  commercial  interests  would 
be  able  to  return  the  Members  for  one  of 
the  divisions.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
on  his  mind  that  the  ejects  of  the  clause 
would  operate  in  this  manner  against  the 
interests  of  the  landowners.  On  these 
grounds  he  would  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Somersetshire. 

Mr.  William  Peel  was  surprised  that 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  would  not  adopt 
the  reasonable  proposition  that  had  been 
made  by  his  right  hon.  relative.  He 
thought  it  was  only  fair  that  the  votes  of 
town  freeholders  should  be  confined  to 
the  places  in  which  they  resided.  It  was 
powibie  that  a  man  might  own  the  greater 
part  of  a  town,  and,  if  he  was  not  resident 
m  ity  he  could  have  no  vote  for  the  place 
although  he  was  so  materially  interested, 
bat  he  was  thrown  into  the  mass  of  the 
county  Representation,  with  which  he  could 
haye  no  object  in  common.  This  was  an 
anomaly  that  ought  not  to  exist.  With 
regard  to  the  division  of  counties  he  wished 
to  press  this  one  fact  upon  the  House, 
that  Birmingham  was  said  to  contain 
2y000  freeholders,  who  would  have  the 
power  to  return  both  Members  for  that 
division  of  Warwickshire  in  which  it  was 
Situated,  although  they  only  had  influence 
sufficient  to  return  one  by  the  present 
system.  He  feared  other  instances  of  the 
same  kind  would  be  proved,  and,  therefore, 
he  should  support  the  amendment. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  liad  no  hesitation 
in  saving,  that  he  would  support  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Somersetshire.  This  division  of  coun- 
ties appeared  to  him  to  be  a  most  unne- 
■sary  and  wanton  interference  with  the 
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ancient  institutions  of  the  country.  He 
was  an  unflinching  Reformer,  and  what- 
ever went  to  give  a  full  and  fair  Repre- 
sentation of  the  people,  should  have  his 
support ;  but  the  division  of  counties  was 
not  necessary  for  such  an  object,  and  was 
actually  inconsistent  with  it.  Counties,  as 
they  now  exist  in  this  country,  are  more  an- 
cient than  any  divisions  of  a  similar  nature 
to  be  found  in  any  country  in  Europe. 
Even  in  the  time  of  the  Conqueror,  when 
Doomsday  was  compiled,  they  were  con- 
sidered as  of  great  antiquity,  and  they 
probably  subsisted  long  before  the  time  of 
Alfred  their  reputed  author.  The  people, 
in  general,  were  vehemently  opposed  to 
this  part  of  the  Bill,  as  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  observing  during  the  last 
circuit.  All  the  persons  with  whom  he 
was  brought  in  contact  exclaimed  against 
it,  as  a  wanton  and  unnecessary  interfer- 
ence, and  all  agreed  that  it  would  materially 
increase  the  influence  of  the  great  landed 
proprietors.  This  clause  was  defended 
chiefly  from  its  tendency  to  decrease  the 
expense  of  county  elections  ;  but  there  was 
already  other,  and  suflicient  machinery 
provided  in  the  Bill  to  eflect  that  object. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  had 
defended  the  clause  by  a  most  extraordi- 
nary reason.  He  had  assigned,  as  one 
cause  of  the  necessity  of  the  division,  that 
he  did  not  consider,  that  the  bulk  of  the 
persons  who  would  be  called  upon  to  vote, 
would  be  able  to  judge  accurately  of  the 
merits  of  more  than  two  candidates.  It 
was  a  pretty  compliment  to  the  noble 
Lord's  own  constituents,  as  well  as  to  the 
intelligent  constituency  of  the  country  in 
general,  to  tell  them,  they  were  incapable  of 
forming  an  accurate  judgment  of  the  quali- 
fications of  four  persons  to  represent  them 
in  that  House.  The  noble  Lord  had  the 
merit  of  flrst  discovering  this  incapacity, 
for  Cromwell,  in  his  scheme  of  Reform*- 
when  he  allotted  many  Members  to  several 
counties,  giving  to  one  as  many  as  four- 
teen— had  no  intention  to  divide  them. 
It  was  obvious,  that  this  proposition  would 
add  very  much  to  the  influence  of  the 
landed  aristocracy.  The  noble  Lord  (Al- 
thorp)  compared  100  voters  in  a  town 
with  100  voters  on  a  landed  property,  and 
spoke  of  the  influence  of  the  one  balanc- 
ing that  of  the  other.  But  did  the  noble 
Lord  not  consider,  that  the  100  voters  on 
the  estate  of  the  landed  proprietor  were 
under  his  power,  and  might  be  made  to  vote 
as  he  pleased ;  whereas,  the  100  voters  in 
2K 
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the  town  were  scattered  and  divided,  and 
were  not  sybjcct  to  any  particular  inlliience. 
The  result  would  be,  that,  in  many  in- 
stunces,  the  landed  proprietors  would  pos- 
sess so  much  influence,  that  other  means 
roust  be  tuken  to  guard  againal  it.  He 
would  uot  conceal  Trom  the  Committee, 
that  he  ihotighl  une  of  the  inevilable  evils 
wliieh  would  result  t'roni  this  clause,  would 
be  the  inlroduction  of  the  Vole  by  ISallot. 
He  had  no  wish  to  sec  the  influence  of 
the  luiidlord  d<:stroyed,  neither  did  he 
wish  to  see  it  unbuunded  ;  and,  to 
the  noniinution  districts  which  this  clnuse 
would  creaie,  he  wns  sure  that  the  Ballot 
would  be  demanded.  The  Uallot  he  ab- 
horred; %ut  it  might  become  necessary  ui 
a  palliative  Tor  a  still  greater  evil. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  the  principle 
under  discussioa  wu  of  a  novel  kind,  and 
which  might  apply  to  Scotland  as  well  as 
England.  The  noble  Lord  (Althorp)  in 
arguing  against  the  objections  tiiat  were 
made  to  Iheclause  on  account  of  its  increas- 
ing the  influence  of  great  landed  proprie- 
tors said,  it  would  have.in  many  instances, 
tlie  contrary  efTect  and  had  illustrated  his 
case  by  a  division  of  his  own  properly  in 
Northamptonshire.  The  noble  Lord  thence 
assumed  that  the  measure  would  not  in- 
crease the  influence  of  the  first  landed 
proprietors.  But  the  hon.  member  for 
Cheshire  (Mr.  Wilbraham)  had  shewn 
that,  in  bis  county,  one  of  the  divisions 
would  be  represented  by  the  commercial  and 
manufacturing  interest,  which  would  pre- 
ponderate over  the  agricultural  class  al- 
together. The  same  was  said  to  be  the 
VBse  in  Warwickshire,  therefore,  it  appear- 
ed thut  one  of  two  things  would  follow 
from  the  division  of  counties —either  the 
placing  the  Representation  of  a  county 
in  the  hands  of  some  greiit  family,  or  of 
some  great  town.  Now,  tliongli  he  (Sir 
G.  Murray)  might  consider  it  dcsirulile 
that  family  influence,  such  as  now  existed 
in  diflerent  parts  of  the  country,  should  be 
retained,  he  was  not  for  extending  it, 
creating  it,  and  raising  it  np  all  over  the 
country,  as  this  Bdl  uith  this  clause  as- 
suredly would  do.  It  had  been  truly 
said  by  the  hon.  member  for  Somerset- 
shire, that  this  clause  would  destroy  the 
influence  of  the  small  gentry,  and  small 
landed  proprietors  in  counties — ihe  most 
independent  class  that  could  be  found  in 
them,  [t  was  in  the  small  counties  in 
Scotland  that  the  influence  of  Ihe  great 
ftmilitfi  more  pecuHitrty  prevailad  ;   and 


Bill/or  England—  S| 

he  thought  that  a  similar  result  w«a 
follow  in  England,  if  this  proposed  di 
sion  of  counties  should  be  effected.  T) 
clause  went  to  convert  the  country  iaia 
series  of  departments,  and  they  had  i 
ready  strc.n  u  departmental  oonstitulk 
tried  in  France,  where  it  had  failed.  | 
trusted  that  they  should  not  behold  msi 
80  eitamplo  imitated  in  this  cuuntry.  | 
thought  the  EUggcsliun  of  his  right  hi 
friend,  (the  member  for  Tamworth)  | 
separating  the  constituency  of  towna  ttu 
that  of  the  counties,  should  Imtc  InH 
adopted.  In  conclusion,  he  objectMl  1 
this  division  of  counties  as  being  wM 
contrary  to  the  witlies  of  llia  peai{ 
generally,  and  as  aH<)rding  some  Ictiufci 
precedent  for  the  cutting  up  of  the  OMI 
lies  in  Scotliind,  as  proposed  ill  llicftoMi 
Keform  Bill.  ^ 

Sir  Edmird  Stanley  i\ud,  that  nolhM 
would  tend  more  to  diminish  the  eipiW 
of  election  than  tliis  division  of  coiiDid 
It  was  notorious  that  the  expcnae  of) 
contested  election  was  in  proportion  tad 
size  of  a  county,  and  this  was  the  OM 
cause  of  the  monopoly  that  existed  in  d 
return  of  Members,  and  deterred  ma 
independent  men  of  moderate  foitlMi 
from  engaging  in  a  contest.  Id  this! 
spect  the  division  wouldoperatc  most bn 
Kcially,  it  would  enlarge  the  cUm  6i| 
which  Members  could  be  chosen,  and  h 
thought  by  these  means  groat  fsmillt 
were  likely  to  find  their  influence  diai| 
iehed.  The  hon.  member  for  Ch«l| 
had  said,  that  he  feared  if  &  division  IOi| 
place,  the  manufacturers  would  returatl 
Members  for  one  of  the  divisions  of  til) 
county,  hut  he  (Sir  E.  Stanley)  feandy 
the  county  remained  entire,  and  hid  | 
Iteprcsen  tit  lives  increased  to  rotiri  ll 
manufacturers  would  return,  not  only  t| 
two,  hut  ultimately  tlie  four  Members.  ) 
the  county  was  divided,  there  might,  a 
nnd  prolmbly  would  be,  a  compromiMi  I 
happened  in  other  places;  in  Yorkiki 
for  example,  the  manufacturing  inleiari 
returned  two  Members,  and  the  Bgrifld 
tural  the  other  two.  On  every  considenlHl 
he  could  give  the  subject,  lie  Ihon^ik^ 
was  better  that  large  counties  cOnuitil 
300,000  or  300,000  inhabitAiila  ehouM  | 
divided,  and  that  each  division  ahoulil  H 
urn  its  own  separate  Repre^eiilaliNj 
There  were  at  present  hftceii  ronnliesM 
in  the  Dill,  each  of  wlu<'h  wns  to  cunliM 
to  leiurn  two  Mrmbeis.  He  could  M 
uppote  the   division  of  a    large  coud 
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which  contained  as  great  an  arrear  and 
population  as  those  small  ones,  would 
be  under  the  influence  of  large  proprietors 
any  more  than  the  existing  small  counties 
were.  If  that  should  happen,  the  same 
cause  would  operate  with  another  sort  of 
influence ;  a  town  situated  in  one  of  the 
divisions  might  have  a  predominating  in- 
fluence. The  advantages  of  a  diminution 
of  expense  were  so  great  in  contested 
elections,  that  any  other  inconveniences 
resulting  from  the  division  were  of  trifling 
importance.  He  thought  the  arrangement 
generally  would  increase  the  influence  of 
the  landed  interest,  and  diminish  the  con- 
trol of  the  great  families;  and  he  should 
objeet  to  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Somerset  for  the  reasons  he 
lisd  flrtated. 

Mr.  O'Conneil  felt  it  is  duty  to  say  a 
very  few  words,  as  he  had  before  pro- 
nounced an  opinion  against  the  division  of 
counties.  The  last  time  the  subject  was 
before  the  House,  he  had  yielded  to  the 
arguments  brought  forward  to  convince 
him  that  the  oligarchical  power  would  be 
increased  by  such  a  division.  It  now, 
however,  appeared  to  him,  that  if  no  di- 
vision took  place,  it  would  be  easier  for  any 
four  great  proprietors  in  a  county,  to  sub- 
ject it  to  their  own  vi^ews,  than  if  a  division 
took  place,  and  thus  the  present  state  of 
things  would  have  a  greater  tendency  to 
make  counties  like  close  boroughs;  as, 
however,  proprietors  might  differ  in  poli- 
tics, they  could  each  be  easily  satisfled  by 
nominating  one  Member.  If  then,  as  he 
conceived  would  be  the  case,  the  popular 
power  were  increased  by  dividing  counties, 
the  powerof  the  oligarchy  must  decrease  in 
proportion,  and  the  anomaly  was  not  to  be 
tolerated  of  having  large  and  small  coun- 
ties. Warwick  and  Rutland,  for  instance, 
return  an  equal  numl)er  of  Members.  For 
these  reasons  he  should  support  the  clause 
at  it  stood  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Ewartsmd,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry's  argument  was  true, 
that  the  principle  landowners  could  com- 
bine in  the  counties  as  they  now  existed, 
it  must  follow  as  a  matter  of  course  that 
the  chances  of  combination  would  be 
^l^ater  when  the  counties  were  divided. 
The  numbers  to  combine  would  be  fewer, 
the  temptation  greater,  and  success  easier 
to  be  calculated  upon.  The  hon.  meml>cr 
for  Perthshire  (Sir  Geopj^e  Murray)  had 
compared  the  propo<tod  divisions  of  coun- 
ties to  the  departmental  divisionsof  France, 


and  had  inferred,  that,  as  that  plan  was 
unsuccessful,  the  same  would  be  the  conse- 
quence with  this  country ;  but  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  noticed  one  ma- 
terial fact  which  bore  upon  that  view 
of  the  subject.  The  common  statistical 
computation  gave  to  France  4,000,000 
of  small  proprietors,  and  to  England  about 
400,000  great  and  small.  That  country 
had  besides,  no  leviathans  with  possessions 
which  spread  over  nearly  a  whole  county, 
therefore  the  chances  of  control  were  in- 
finitely greater  in  England  than  in  France. 
The  principal  argument  urged  in  favour 
of  the  clause  was  its  tendency  to  reduce 
expense,  but  that  might  be  obviated  by 
local  arrangement.  Power  and  influence 
were  wrong  in  principle,  and  the  spirit 
and  essence  of  Reform  alike  required 
they  should  be  controlled.  He,  there- 
fore, would  vote  in  favour  of  the  system, 
as  it  stood  at  present,  as  tending  most 
to  preserve  the  freedom  of  the  people 
and  the  security  of  free  election.  In  the 
various  plans  of  Reform  proposed  by  Mr. 
Pitt  and  others,  although  an  increase  of 
county  Members  was  projected,  there 
never  had  been  any  division  of  counties 
proposed. 

Mr.  Crokcr  said,  that,  as  regarded  the 
mere  theory  of  the  case,  he  certainly  could 
not  make  up  his  mind  as  to  whether  any 
great  difference  would  result  from  the 
division  of  counties  into  two  electoral  dis- 
tricts, or  the  allowing  the  four  Represent- 
atives to  be  elected  by  the  whole  body  of 
the  county,  as  the  two  Members  were  at 
present.  In  practice,  however,  he  thought, 
that  the  question  of  the  entirety  or  di- 
vision of  counties  for  the  purposes  of 
Representation,  would  be  found  to  be  one 
of  considerable  importance.  But  as  it 
was  impossible  at  the  present  moment 
to  examine  the  question  upon  practical 
grounds — for  none  of  the  details  of  the 
mode  by  which  it  was  to  be  carried  into 
operation  were  before  them — it  could  only 
be  discussed  theoretically  ;  and  as  a  mere 
theory.  He  repeated,  that  he  was  not  one  of 
those  who  set  any  great  store  by  the  manner 
in  which  it  should  be  decided.  He  thought 
it  no  more  than  fair,  ho#ever,  to  apprise 
the  noble  Lords  opposite,  as  well  as  the 
House  generally,  that  there  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
proposed  division  which  had  not  yet  been 
observed.  That  difficulty  arose  out  of  the 
clau*w  then  under  their  consideration, 
taken  in  connection  with  that  which  fol- 
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lowed.  He  assured  the  noble  Lords,  that 
the  observations  which  he  was  about  to 
make  originated  iu  a  spirit  of  candour, 
not  in  a  desire  to  oppose  the  measure,  or 
to  throw  unnecessary  difficulties  in  its 
-way.  He  was  about  to  point  out  to  them 
a  difficulty  which  he  really  thought  so 
serious,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
allow  it  to  remain  as  a  part  of  the  Bill. 
At  all  events,  if  it  were  allowed  to  remain, 
he  would  undertake  to  say,  that  it  would 
not  last  to  any  second  election.  The  ex- 
perience of  a  first  would  demonstrate  the 
necessity  of  a  remedy.  When  the  Bill  was 
first  brought  in,  it  was  proposed,  that 
certain  great  counties,  having  a  larger 
population  than  150,000  souls,  should 
nave  four  Members;  and  as  a  corollary 
upon  that  proposition,  proceeding  upon 
the  principle  of  arithmetical  proportion, 
was  framea  the  second  clause,  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  and  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  give  to  all  counties  having  a  population  of 
more  than  100,000  souls,  three  Members; 
while  seven  or  eight  inferior  counties, which 
bad  less  than  a  population  of  100,000  souls 
were  to  retain  the  old  number  of  two 
Members.  If  the  old  Constitution  were 
to  be  changed,  and  a  new  system  adopted 
upon  a  scale  of  arithmetical  proportions, 
nothing  certainly  could  be  fairer  than  such 
a  distnbution  of  county  Representation. 
But  Ministers,  since  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill,  had  been  induced  to  alter  their 
proposition  with  regard  to  the  first  class  of 
counties,  and  instead  of  having  twenty-five 
counties  of  a  large  size,  returning  four 
Members  each^  they  had  determined  to 
divide  those  twenty-five  large  counties 
into  fifty  small  counties,  returning  two 
Members  each. 

Lord  AUhorp:  In  the  original  Bill  it 
was  always  proposed  to  divide  the  large 
counties. 

Mr.  Croker  continued.  That  was  by  no 
means  so  understood ;  and,  indeed,  up  to 
a  very  late  period,  it  would  seem,  that  the 
Ministers  had  not  finally  decided  that 
point.  But  whatever  might  have  been  their 
original  intention,  their  present  resolution 
to  divide  the  large  counties,  but  not  to 
divide  the  middling  class  of  counties, 
which  were  to  have  three  Members  each, 
was  the  point  to  which  he  was  about  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  Upon 
that  point  he  believed  he  was  not  mistaken. 
Then  if  that  wereso— if  the  large  counties 
were  divided,  and  the  middling  sized  coun- 
ties were  not — it  would  absurdly  happen 


that,  in  a  great  many  ioBtances,  the  smaller 
counties  would  return  the  greater  Dumber 
of  Members.  He  would  first  notice  the  ab- 
surdity arising  in  the  case  of  some  of  the 
counties  which  were  to  be  divided,  Cum- 
berland, for  instance,  was  one  of  those 
counties  which  was  to  return  four  Members. 
It  contained  171,000  inhabitants.  Equally 
divided  then,each  half  called,  he  would  sup- 
pose, the  one  East  and  the  other  WestCum- 
berland — for  under  the  clause  of  the  BUI, 
they  must  be  considered  as  separate  and 
individual  counties — each  half,  he  said, 
would  contain  about  85,000  inhabitants, 
returning  two  Members  to  Parliament 
But  the  county  of  Devon,  which  was  also 
to  be  divided,  contained  494,000  inhaln- 
tants,  so  that  each  half  would  contain 
about  247,000,  being  nearly  donble  the 
amount  of  the  whole  population  of  the  un- 
divided county  of  Cumberland.  The  same 
disproportion  existed  between  the  counties 
of  Kent  and  Northampton.  Kent  had 
478,000  inhabitants.  Northamptonsbiie 
only  179,000 :  yet  they  were  to  be  eqnally 
divided  for  the  purposes  of  Representa- 
tion, although  the  whole  population  of  the 
one  did  not  equal  half  tne  population  of 
the  other.  He  confessed  he  conld  not 
conceive  upon  what  principle  it  was,  that 
Ministers  proposed  to  give  only  one  Re- 
presentative to  every  120,000  inhabitantsin 
Devon  and  Kent,  while  fin  Comberiand 
and  Northamptonshire  they  gave  one  to 
every  42,000  or  43,000.  If  ancient  limiU 
and  existing  customs  were  to  be  thrown 
aside,  then  the  new  system  to  be  bnik 
up  ought  not  to  contain  such  anomalies 
as  these,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
larger  counties  would  have  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  injustice  done  tbeaa  in 
the  new  distribution.  But  the  anomaly 
of  this  arrangement  of  Ministers  appeared 
in  a  siili  stron^r  li^ht  when  the  degree 
of  Representation  given  to  the  divided 
counties  was  contrasted  with  that  which 
it  was  proposed  to  give  to  the  middling 
counties.  Dorset,  Hertford,  Hereford, 
Cambridge,  Buckinghamshire^  Berkshire, 
and  Monmouth,  each  having  a  less  po- 
pulation than  the  half  of  either  De- 
vonshire or  Kent,  were  to  return  three 
Members.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
found  any  motion  upon  the  statement 
which  he  had  just  made;  but  why,  he 
would  ask,  was  Monmouth,  which  con- 
tained oniv  98,000  iuhabitants,  lo  have 
three  Members,  and  thus  receive  a  laiger 
share  of  Representation    than  EaU  or 
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West  Devon,  or  East  or  West  Kent,  with 
240,000  inhabitants ;  than  Lanarkshire, 
with  317,000  inhabitants  ;  or  than  Cork, 
with  800,000  inhabitants?  It  was  a  curious 
coincidence  that  the  county  of  Cork  had 
very  nearly  as  many  inhabitants  as  the 
whole  principality  of  Wales.  By  the  last 
returns  it  appeared  that  Cork,  including 
the  city,  contained  805,000 :  Wales, 
807,000 ;  yet  Cork,  including  its  county, 
city,  and  borough  Members  had  only 
seven  or  eight  Representatives,  while 
Wales  had  twenty-eight.  He  did  not 
mean  by  that  statement  to  complain, 
that  Wales  had  too  much  Representa- 
tion, but  that  Cork  had  too  little ;  that 
was  to  say,  if  disturbing  all  the  ancient 
arrangements  of  the  country,  they  adopted 
the  principle  of  proportion  upon  which  Mi- 
nisters professed  to  proceed.  As  far  as  re- 
garded nim8elf,he  was  glad  that  Monmouth 
was  to  have  three  Members,  but,  at  the 
■aine  time,it  was  impossible  to  reconcile  the 
anomaly  of  such  a  county  returning  three 
Members,  when  the  more  populous  divi- 
sions '  of  Lancashire,  York,  Somerset, 
Devon  and  Kent  were  to  have  but  two. 
He  would  only  further  observe,  that  the 
amount  of  taxes  paid  by  each  county, 
and  by  each  division  of  a  county,  dif- 
fered very  nearly  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as  their  population.  For  instance, 
Soath  Devon  annually  paid  44,000/.  while 
one  of  the  divisions  of  Cumberland  paid 
onlv  10,500/.  One  other  observation,  and 
be  had  done.  It  was  his  firm  belief,  that 
if  Ministers  did  not  separate  the  Repre- 
sentation of  districts  from  that  of  counties, 
their  Bill  would  be  found,  in  practice,  to- 
tally inefficacious  for  the  objects  for  which 
it  was  intended ;  and  they  would  find  that, 
before  two  or  three  elections  were  passed, 
tbe  agricultural  districts  would  call  loudly 
upon  them  to  protect  them  from  the  in- 
road of  town  voters,  by  whom  their  voices 
in  the  election  of  Representatives  would 
be  drowned.  It  would  then  be  too  late 
to  remedy  the  mischief.  The  advantage, 
once  given  to  the  towns,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  withdraw  it — it  must  be  con- 
tinued ;  whereas,  if  the  noble  Lords  were 
to  limit  every  man's  right  of  voting  to 
the  place  in  which  the  right  of  voting 
accrued,  no  harm  could  possibly  come 
from  it.  If,  afterwards,  it  should  ap- 
pear necessary  to  extend  the  franchise,  it 
cootd  be  easily  done ;  but  if  it  were  unduly 
extended  now  it  could  never  be  withdrawn. 
Under  theie  circumstances,  he  really  hoped 


that  the  Ministers  would  reconsider  these 
two  points,  and  remove  the  third  Member 
from  these  eight  counties,  and,  what  he 
thought  still  more  important,  relieve  the 
counties  at  large  from  the  influence  of  the 
borough  freeholders,  who  ought,  on  every 
principle  of  the  Bill,  to  vote  on  their  own  lo- 
calities. He  would  take  the  opportunityof  ob* 
serving  that  he  intended,at  the  proper  time, 
to  propose  thatOxfordshire  and  Dorsetshire 
should  be  added  to  the  number  of  the  coun- 
ties which  were  to  return  four  Members,  as 
they  appeared,  by  the  census  of  1831,  to 
contain  as  many  inhabitants  as  Cumber- 
land did  when  it  was  added  to  the  list  of 
those  which  were  to  return  four  Members 
but  if  either  of  the  Members  connected 
with  those  counties  would  undertake  the 
task,  he  should  be  happy  to  resign  it  into 
their  hands. 

Lord  John  Russell  observedp.  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  taken 
up  a  notion  that  this  Bill  was  founded 
upon  some  regular  arithmetical  proportion 
of  population.  It  had  never  been  so  laid 
down  by  those  who  supported  it ;  so  that 
the  whole  of  the  argument  constructed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  hypo- 
thesis fell  to  the  ground.  All  the  argu- 
ments that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
adduced  at  various  times,  and  in  various 
ways,  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  All  his  statements, 
therefore,  as  to  Devonshire  and  Cumber- 
land were  not  applicable  to  the  Bill,  and 
could  not  enter  into  the  present  question. 
The  reason,  shortly,  why  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  should  support  the  division  of 
counties  were  these— our  county  Repre- 
sentation, although  extremely  good  in 
many  respects,  was  accompanied  with  this 
drawback,  that  it  was  attended  with  too 
great  an  expense  to  gentlemen  of  small 
fortunes.  First,  there  was  the  expense  of 
agency,  in  itself  very  great;  then  that  of 
conveying  the  voters  to  the  place  of  elec- 
tion, and  third,  though  it  was  against  law, 
but  it  must  to  a  certain  extent  be  tolerated, 
the  expense  of  finding  refreshment  for  the 
voters.  If  large  counties  remained  entire, 
the  expense  of  agency  would  be  doubled, 
so  was  the  distance  which  the  voters  had 
to  be  conveyed,  and  of  course  the  measure 
of  refreshment  to  be  afibrded  them.  He 
therefore  thought  the  effect  of  the  division 
of  counties  would  be  much,  to  lessen  the 
expense  of  elections,  to  throw  them  more 
open  to  men  of  small  fortunes,  and  that 
tbe  power  of  control  and  the  monopoly 
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now  possessed  by  large  fortunes  would 
be  put  an  end  to.  He  also  believed,  that 
men  were  much  more  likely  to  make  a 
good  election  when  they  had  to  choose  two 
Members  than  when  they  were  called  upon 
to  select  four. 

Mr.  Croker:  The  noble  Lord  had  ac- 
cused him  of  assuming,  that  Ministers]pro- 
poFcd  to  extend  and  diminish  Represen- 
tation in  proportion  to  population.  He 
therefore  begged  to  remind  the  House,  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  brought  forward  his 
measure,  he  proposed  that  counties  having 
upwards  of  100,000  inhabitants  should 
have  one  additional  Member,  making 
three;  and  that  counties  having  upwards 
of  160,000  inhabitants  should  have  two 
additional  Members— making  four.  He 
thought  that,  when  such  reasons  were  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord  for  increas- 
ing the  Representation  of  counties,  he  was 
not  very  wrong  in  the  argument  which  he 
had  just  submitted  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  had  enter- 
tained doubts  with  respect  to  tliis  clause, 
but  now  he  was  in  favour  of  it.  He  knew 
that  in  London,  where  there  were  four 
Members  there  was  often  a  compromise, 
and  so  it  would  be  in  counties,  where  one 
or  two  individuals  with  great  power  might 
combine  or  bring  in  two  others  who  were 
not  known  in  the  county.  He  regretted 
to  observe  so  much  stress  laid  upon  the 
diifcrent  classes  of  electors  who  were  tore- 
turn  Members.  There  could  be  no  real 
distinction  between  town  and  county 
voters,  for  their  interests  were  identified, 
and  they  mutally  subsisted  by  each  other. 
It  was  also  wrong  to  distinguish  between 
commercial,  manufacturing,  and  agricul- 
tural Members,  and  to  apportion  the  num- 
ber to  each,  but  if  there  were  fears  that  the 
commercial  interest  would  predominate  in 
particular  counties,  they  were  certain  that 
aj^ricuhural  gentlemen  were  sometimes 
returned  for  towns.  All  these  distinctions, 
therefore,  he  considered  futile,  as  the  vari- 
ous classes  had  but  one  common  interest, 
and  depended  on  each  other.  The  great 
cjuestiou  was,  whether  we  were  not  getting 
rid  of  a  great  number  of  anomalies,  and 
whether,  on  the  whole,  a  great  portion  of 
the  property  and  intelligence  of  the  country 
were  not  admitted  into  the  Constitution  by 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

An  Hon,  Member  begged  leave  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  how  it  was  that  when  the 
principle  of  population  was  given  up  with 
regard  to  boroughs,  and  that  the  numbers 


of  houses  and  the  amount  of  aiieiwd  taxes 
were  taken  instead,  why  the  lame  rule 
was  not  applied  to  counties?  He  had 
made  some  calculations  with  reference  to 
that  subject,  and  he  found,  if  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  number  of  10/.  houaet,  and 
the  amount  of  assessed  taxes  had  been -ap- 
plied to  Cumberland,  that  county  would 
have  had  no  right  whatever  to  aoj  aug- 
mentation of  Members. 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  it  was 
considered  that  the  amount  of  the  assessed 
taxes,  and  the  number  of  houiet  a(>plied 
to  small  boroughs  would  be  a  test  of  their 
relative  importance,  but  the  rule  if  applied 
to  counties,  would  not  shew  the  same  re- 
sults. 

Mr.  Strickland  also  supported  the  pro- 
position for  the  division  of  counties.  With 
respect  to  large  counties,  he  thought  there 
could  hardly  be  a  difference  of  opiuioa. 
The  plan  must  work  well.  It  must  give 
satisfaction  to  all  parties — to  all  classes— 
and  to  all  interests.  With  respect  to  the 
smaller  counties,  although  they  were  an- 
doubtedly  more  open  to  objection,  he 
trusted  that  the  division  would  have  good 
effects  because  it  would  prevent  unneces- 
sary contests  and  unsatisfactory  compro- 
mises. He  was  not  such  an  admirer  of  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors  as  to  yield  im- 
plicitly to  the  propriety  of  contiouiug  in 
our  own  times  a  state  of  things,  which 
might  have  been  applicable  enough  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  nation  some  centn- 
ries  ago,  but  which  was  no  longer  tenable. 
Because  Alfred  the  Great  had  so  divided 
the  kingdom  into  counties  as  to  leave  one 
much  larger  than  another,  and  because, 
subsequently,  other  kings  had  alloQed  to 
each  county*  without  distinction  of  siie, 
two  Representatives,  he  did  not,  in  the 
present  day,  feel  himself  prevented  frcNn 
supporting  a  measure  which  had  for  its 
object  the  greater  equalization  of  the  Re* 
presentation  of  the  whole  kingdom.  With 
regard  to  the  division  of  counties  giving 
increased  influence  to  certain  families  and 
great  proprietors  in  particular  districts,  he 
would  suppose  the  fact  would  be  so,  and 
that  certain  individuals  would  influence 
the  return  of  Members  who  had  not  pre- 
viously done  so ;  still  as  there  was  to  be  a 
large  infusion  of  popular  opinion  at  the 
same  time  into  the  House,  the  value  of  the 
power  would  be  proportionally  diminished, 
and  it  would  be  worth  no  Ministers  while,  to 
make  bargains  with  persons  who  conM  in* 
I  fluencc  the  return  of  one  or  two  MeiMhsu 
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only.    For  theie  reasons  he  should  vote  for 
the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  C.  jy,  Wynn  declared  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  expense  of  county  elec- 
tions would  not  be  diminiKhed  if  the  pro- 
vision giving  four  Members  to  counties 
was  not  accompanied  by  another,  tending 
to  lessen  the  frequency  of  contests.  When 
there  were  but  two  Members  for  a  county, 
either  of  these  Members,  who  conducted 
himself  to  the  satisfaction  of  his  constitu 
ents,  would  inordinary  times  be  quite  sure 
of  his  return,  without  incurring  the  ex- 
pense of  a  contested  elechon  ;  but  if  there 
were  four  Members  for  a  county,  he  would 
be  placed  in  a  very  different  position,  for 
every  unpopular  act  of  any  one  of  the 
other  three  Members  would  be  likely  to 
produce  an  opposition  which  would  sub- 
ject  him  to  all  the  expense  of  a  contested 
election.  The  expense  of  a  contest  for  the 
county  of  York,  as  it  stood  at  present, 
was  such,  that  no  man  of  common  sense 
would  venture  to  enter  into  it,  even  with 
the  fairest  chan(*c  of  success.  That  ex- 
pense induced  men  of  honour,  al)ility,  and 
character  to  shun  the  attempt  to  be  elected 
ae  the  Representatives  of  their  respec- 
tive counties  in  Parliament.  lie  rep:retted 
to  tee  a  spirit  existintr  which  inferred  that 
a  teat  in  Parliament  would  not  be  so  much 
■ought  after,  when  there  was  not  much  to 
be  got  by  it  but  labour  and  fatigue,  but 
he  hoped  he  should  never  see  the  day  when 
a  teat  in  that  House  ceased  to  be  an  ob- 
ject of  honourable  anibition.  lie  thought 
that  the  giving  four  Members  to  one 
county,  while  another  had  but  two,  would 
be  a  cause  of  jealousy  to  the  inhabitants 
of  tiie  county  where  only  two  Members 
were  returned.  He  approved  of  the  di- 
vision on  that  account,  and  he  was  further 
satisfied  that  the  ]K)ssession  of  four  votes 
-by  electors  uould  lead  to  collusion  and 
jobbing.  The  evil  of  that  system  was 
likdy  to  be  somewhat  diminished  by  the 

Iyretent  clause,  which  went  to  divide  the 
arge  counties,  and  he   should  therefore 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Shell  taid,  this  was  no  party  ques- 
tion, but  one  of  general  importance  as  it  was 
defended  on  the  score  of  the  diminution  of 
eipense  it  would  cause  at  county  elections. 
He  waa  happy  to  observe  that  the  Irish 
Reform  Bill  contained  an  improved  me- 
thod of  taking  the  votes  at  counts  elec- 
tiont,  which  was  not  found  in  the  English 
Bill.  In  that  Bill  the  certificate  of  the 
legittraiion  of  tlie  freeholder,  when  sup- 


ported by  the  affidavit  of  the  freeholder 
himself,  was  conclusive,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  on  the  question  of  the  right  of 
volin;^.  The  production  of  it  was  suf- 
ticient  to  establish  his  right;  and  whit 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  why  that  the 
delay  and  expense  of  elections  would  be 
much  reduced.  That  was  an  improve- 
ment which  he  much  hoped  to  see  intro> 
duced  into  the  English  Reform  Bill.  By  the 
present  system  much  delay  and  litigation 
would  be  occasioned,  because  every  vole 
that  was  brought  up  to  the  hustings  might 
be  made  the  subject  of  dispute,  and  its  va- 
lidity there  contested.  The  Irish  registry 
system  was  adopted  as  the  ground  work, 
but  the  machinery  of  the  English  Bill  was 
much  more  com[)licated,  and  would  be 
found  more  expensive  in  operation.  Ac- 
cording to  the  improved  method  of  voting 
for  Ireland,  eight  questions  inijrht  be  put 
to  an  elector,  the  purport  of  each  of 
which  was  prescribed  by  a  formula ;  but 
in  England  the  necessary  questions  might 
be  put  by  the  SherifF  in  any  way,  which 
his  cut>rice  folly  or  ignorance  dictated. 
He  thought,  therefore,  the  mere  di- 
vision of  the  countries  would  not  do 
much  towards  diminishing  the  expense  of 
elections,  unless  it  was  accompanied  with 
the  expedient  he  had  mentioned. 

I^>rd  i4///iory}did  not  mean  to  deny,  that 
there  might  be  something  advantageous  in 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member ;  but  he  did  not  well  see  how  it 
could  be  adopted  at  the  present  moment : 
and  as  the  clause  for  the  division  of  the 
counties  had  a  general  tendency  to  di- 
minish the  expenses  of  elections,  he  trusted 
that  it  would  have  the  support  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  whose  object  in  sav- 
ing expi'use  would  be  so  far  answered. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pclham  said,  the  Ministers 
had  failed  to  show  any  suilicient  grounds 
for  what  they  were  now  recommending. to 
the  House,  and  therefore,  he  should  vote 
for  the  amendment.  The  argument  relied 
on  for  the  division  of  counties  was,  that  it 
would  reduce  the  expenses  of  elections, 
but  that  evil  was  not  confuied  to  counties. 
Borough  elections  were  sometimes  as  ex- 
[XMisivc  and  contests  more  frequent.  At 
Liver[)ool  each  election  was  attend(*d  with 
an  enormous  outlay,  while  Mr.  Wilberforcc 
had  been  returned  for  Yorkshire  free  of  all 
charge. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  the  question  was 
so  wound  up  with  the  Reform  Bill  itself, 
that  he  thought,  if  thit  clause  was  lott|  thg 


1007    Parliamentary  Reform-^    {COMMONS}         Bill  for  EngldmA^        1008 


I 


Bill  might  as  well  be  given  up  altogether, 
he  repeated,  that  if  this  clause  was  lost, 
the  Bill  might  as  wellbe  given  up  altogether. 
He  said  so,  because,  if  it  was  lost,  what 
would  become  of  the  cry  of,  "  The  Bill, 
the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill  V 
He  had  before  voted  with  the  Ministers 
on  this  clause,  and  should  vote  with  them 
again  now ;  for  no  arguments  that  he  had 
et  heard  had  had  the  effect  of  changing 
lis  opinion  oh  the  subject.  He  thought 
that  the  giving  any  man  four  votes  was  an 
evil.  In  his  opinion,  the  Members  for  the 
counties  had  always  been  sent  into  that 
House  by  the  Aristocracy,  and  he  believed 
they  would  continue  to  be  so  sent.  See 
how  they  had  voted  last  night.  Why,  he 
had  heard  one  of  them  say,  that  the  Minis- 
ters had  a bad  case,  but  that  he 

must  vote  with  them  to  help  them  out. 

Mr.  John  Weyland  intended  to  support 
the  clause  for  the  division  of  counties,  be- 
cause as  the  law  now  stood,  it  placed  the 
Representation  of  a  county  in  the  hands 
of  the  most  opulent  men  in  it,  for  they 
alone  could  command  the  means  of  bearing 
the  expense  of  a  contested  election.  He 
thought  it  probable  that  by  dividing  coun- 
ties some  of  the  divisions  might  be  exempt 
from  their  influence,  particularly  if  the  ex- 
penses of  elections  were  at  the  same  time 
reduced.  He  believed  that  this  clause 
would  be  the  best  means  of  emancipating 
candidates  from  this  overwhelming  ex- 
pense, and  counties  from  the  influence 
which,  if  they  were  not  divided,  might  be 
exercised  over  them  by  a  few  wealthy  indi- 
viduals. With  respect  to  towns,  as  they 
were  to  receive  Members  on  the  principle  of 
their  relative  importance,  the  same  measure 
ought  to  be  adopted  with  counties.  Nor- 
folk had  an  agricultural  constituency  of 
300,000  persons,  and  Wiltshire  had  but 
230,000,  yet  the  former,  so  far  as  agricul- 
ture was  concerned,  was  to  return  but  five 
Members,  and  the  latter  thirteen.  This 
inequality  was  contrary  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  it  would 
be  amended  previous  to  the  third  reading, 
or  he  must  oppose  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  clause 
Ayes,  215;  Noes  89 — Majority  126. 

The  first  part  of  the  fifteenth  clause  was 
then  read,  and  it  was  moved  that  the  blank 
words  between  the  words,  "  there  shall 
be,"  and  "  Knights  of  the  Shire,"  be  filled 
up  with  the  word  **  three." 

Lord  MiZ/on  objected  to  the  proposition. 
All  the  inconveniences  which  had  been 


described  as  likely  to  attend  the  election 
of  four  Members,  he  thought,  would  also 
belong,  in  a  minor  deg^ree,  to  the  election 
of  three ;  and  the  selection  of  counties,  in 
his  opinion,  was  monstrous,  and  nnjustifia- 
ble  on  any  principle  of  fairness  or  common 
equity.  The  names  of  the  counties  select- 
ed were  Cambridgeshire,  Dorsetshire,  Berk- 
shire, Buckinghamshire,  Herefordshire, 
Hertfordshire,  Monmouthshire,  and  Ox- 
fordshire. The  allotment  of  three  Mem- 
bers to  these  counties  appeared  to  him  de- 
cidedly opposed  to  the  principles  which 
pointed  out  two  as  the  roost  desirable 
number  of  members  for  any  place  to  have. 
Two  was  sanctioned  by  ancient  custom, 
and  seemed  to  insure  to  each  of  the  poli- 
tical parties  into  which  all  societies  in  this 
county  divided  themselves  to  elect  their 
chief  or  Representative.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  three  Members  as  well  as  four 
would  lead  to  cross  voting,  against  which 
they  were  secure  when  there  was  two 
Members  to  be  elected.  He  would  aik 
his  hon.  friend  near  him,  who  represented 
Cambridgeshire,  on  what  ground  could 
that  county  lay  claim  to  three  Representa- 
tives when  Bedford  and  Huntingdon  were 
to  be  given  only  two?  The  counties  in- 
cluded in  this  clause  would  also  hare  an 
unreasonable  advantage  over  the  others  in 
Committees  above  stairs,  where  they  woald 
have  three  a^nts,  while  many,  with  equal 
pretensions,  would  be  allowed  but  two. 
In  the  case  of  Norfolk,  the  section  which 
adjoined  Cambridge  would  have  a  greater 
population  than  the  latter  county ;  but  m 
any  dispute  between  them  relative  to 
bridges  or  roads,  the  latter  would  have 
the  advantage  of  an  additional  Member. 
If  there  must  be  such  changes,  the  West 
Riding  of  YorJ^shire,  the  half  of  Lanca- 
shire, Devon,  and  Kent  would  be  better 
entitled  to  three  Members  than  the  coun- 
ties on  which  that  privilege  was  to  be  con- 
ferred. After  the  division  of  counties 
came  into  operation,  each  division,  he  con- 
ceived, would  be  a  separate  county  to  all 
intents  and  purposes ;  but  he  had  always 
looked  upon  these  divisions  as  a  necessary 
evil.  He  disapproved  of  this  clause,  and 
thus  entered  his  protest  against  it;  but  he 
did  not  intend  to  divide  the  Committee, 
although,  should  any  other  hon.  Member 
do  so,  he  should  certainly  vote  with  him. 
Colonel  Sibthorp  was  glad  to  see  any 
thing  like  division  among  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  For 
his  own  part  his  objection!  wero  u  giMt 
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ever  to  this  detestable  Bill  —  he 
would  not  use  a  stronger  epithet,  but  it 
amused  him  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  talk  of 
the  division  of  counties  as  being  contrary 
to  ancient  custom.  This  came  with  a 
good  grace  from  those  who  were  knocking 
down  all  chartered  rights  and  uprooting 
all  corporations.  Ministers  were  putting 
up  the  manufacturers  and  kicking  down 
the  agriculturists,  and  it  was  even  thought 
they  had  paid  but  little  attention  to  the 
Church  and  the  Sovereign.  One  hon. 
Member  had  thought  proper  to  tell  his 
constituents,  that  the  Aristocracy  was 
**  knocked  on  the  head,''  that  the  Peerage 
was  a  "  cypher."  He  rejoiced,  however, 
to  know,  that  the  House  of  Peers  had 
boldly  done  their  duty,  notwithstanding 
the  pitiful  menaces  thrown  out  against 
them  on  a  former  occasion,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  would  exercise  a  similar  re- 
gard for  the  true  interests  and  liberties  of 
the  country  when  the  present  measure  was 
before  them.  His  objection  was  not  con- 
fined to  an  additional  Member  being  given, 
which  the  clause  contemplated,  he  also 
objected  to  the  selection  of  counties  made 
by  Ministers,  some  of  which  compared  in 
point  of  importance  to  others  which  were 
worse  treated,  instead  of  receiving  an  ad- 
ditional of  member,  deserved  to  be  put  in 
schedule  B.  He  should  most  heartily  give 
his  vote  against  the  clause,  and,  indeed, 
against  every  part  of  the  whole  Bill. 

Mr.  Stuart  WortUy  considered  the 
clause  a  needless  departure  from  the  cus- 
tomary mode  of  representation,  and  he 
feared  that  no  beneBcial  results  were  likely 
to  flow  from  adopting  it.  In  no  instance 
was  there  a  triple-representation  in  the 
early  periods  of  our  Parlimentary  history, 
and  the  only  cases  in  which  single  repre- 
sentation had  taken  place  were  of  modern 
origin.  The  same  object  which  Ministers 
had  in  view  by  the  mode  of  representation 
now  proposed,  might  have  been  obtained 
by  quadruple  representation  of  certain 
counties,  leaving  the  other  counties  as  they 
were  at  present  represented.  The  ano- 
malies throughout  the  Bill  were  prepos- 
terous It  contained  no  tangible  principles 
whatever.  Justice  was  set  at  noui^ht  by 
this  plan — the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
containing,  as  it  did,  a  population  of  about 
800,000,  was  to  have  only  two  Members 
allotted  to  it,  whilst  the  counties  of  Buck- 
ingham and  Dorset,  with  an  inferior  popu- 
lation, were  to  have  three  Members  each. 
There  were  other  absurdities  of  the  same 


description  throughout  the  Bill;  but  he 
did  not  rise  so  much  to  expose  these  as  to 
press  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  necessity 
that  the  whole,  of  the  details  should  be  be- 
fore the  Committee,  ere  they  were  called 
upon  to  give  their  sanction  to  the  clause. 
Places  mentioned  in  the  schedules  had 
been  postponed  until  the  proper  informa- 
tion relating  to  the  places  named  in  them 
could  be  furnished,  and  a  similar  precau- 
tionary course  ought  to  be  pursued  with 
regard  to  the  counties  named  in  this  clause, 
if  they  intended  to  proceed  fairly  and  im- 
partially. The  schedule  was  now  embodied 
in  the  clause,  so  that  they  were'  called 
upon  to  say,  not  only  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  give  additional  Representatives  to 
certain  counties,  but  to  go  further,  and 
select  the  particular  counties  that  were  to 
have  them,  while  they  had  not  named  the 
most  important  counties  throughout  the 
kingdom  which  were  to  have  four  Repre- 
sentatives. It  must  be  obvious  that  there 
were  important  points  to  be  considered  in 
the  selection  of  counties,  particularly  as 
to  the  amount  of  town  population  con  • 
tained  within  them,  and  already  represent- 
ed. Unless  this' was  attended  to  in  the 
allotment  of  Members  to  divisionsof  coun- 
ties, they  might  be  only  increasing  thecom- 
mercial  or  manufacturing  interests,  instead 
of  allotting  members  to  represent  the  agri- 
culturists. He  considered  that  the  fair- 
est method  would  be  to  describe  those 
counties  by  a  scale  after  subtracting  the 
several  portions  of  their  town  population 
already  represented.  These  objections  in- 
volved considerations  of  much  importance. 
He  neither  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  clause,  nor  did  he  think  the  counties 
named  in  it,  were  entitled  to  the  distinc- 
tion conferred  upon  them,  tried  either  by 
the  tests  of  poj)ulation  or  property,  or  of 
both  combined.  He,  therefore,  trusted, 
that  if  the  clause  was  passedi  the  noble 
Lord  would  leave  a  blank  for  the  names  of 
the  counties  to  be  filled  up  on  a  future  oc« 
casion. 

Lord  Althorp  stated,  that  there  was 
some  truth  in  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  with 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  clause  being 
first  agreed  upon  by  the  Committee,  before 
the  counties  were  named.  That  he  readily 
admitted,  would  be  more  in  accordance 
with  their  usual  course  of  proceedings.  He 
should,  therefore,  move  that  the  clause  be 
passed,  leaving  the  names  of  the  counties 

subject  to  its  provisions  to  be  hereafter 
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inserted,  lie-  would  now  go  to  \\ui  (\ 
tioii  as  tlie  priudple  ol' the  clause  n 
which  wa«,  whether  second-rate  counties 
not  considered  of  importance  cnougli  un- 
der  tbia  Biil  to  retnrn  rourMembers,  should 
have  three  allotted  to  them.  It  was  con- 
tended by  his  noble  colleague,  that  the 
number  of  Representatives  for  those  coun- 
tiea  ought  not  to  have  been  increased,  be- 
cause there  were  more  important  districts 
which  were  to  have  only  two  Members,  and 
he  had  instanced  the  West  Riding  of  York. 
shire.  If  the  principle  of  giving  three 
Members  was  objectionabk'  in  ihc  case  nf 
any  one  county,  the  same  pHncipies  would 
apply  to  all  the  counties,  whulever  was 
their  relative  wealth  or  importance:  to 
that  the  only  question  for  the  Committee 
to  decide  was,  whether  it  wan  111  and  pro- 
per for  any  place  or  county  to  return  three 
Members,  If  four  Members  were  to  be 
given  lo  those  CO  unties,  the  districts  would 
be  too  small,  and  there  would  be  an  un- 
equal He  presentation  Ihns  introduced.  The 
case  of  one  Member  lo  represent  a  place 
which  llie  Constitution  now  recognised, 
headmitted,  was  a  mode  of  Representation 
comparatively  modern,  yet  it  had  been 
found  to  be  bcneRcial ;  and  the  triple  Re- 
presentation now  proposed  was  of  an  an- 
alogous character :  and  there  was  certainly 
an  intermediate  class  of  counties  between 
the  largest  and  the  least.  It  had  been 
further  objected  to  the  principle,  ihiil  it 
would  produce  discord  and  frequent  con- 
tests, becQuie,  as  there  would  be  an  odd 
Member  lo  be  elected,  the  different  in- 
terests would  be  desirous  lo  obtain  thnl 
Member ;  but  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
towns  which  returned  only  one  Member, 
had  greater  contests  than  those  which  re- 
turned two.  Indeed,  he  was  rather  in- 
clined to  bi'lieve,  that  where  interests  were 
nearly  balanced,  compromises  would  be 
more  readily  come  to  about  the  third  man. 
Another  objection  was,  that  some  freehold- 
ers would  have  three  votes,  and  others  but 
two,  and  that  this  would  be  a  source  of 
jealousy;  but,  in  applying  the  plan,  the 
interests  of  theclass  of  freeholders  gene- 
rally had  been  attended  to,  rather  than 
the  interests  of  particular  voters;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  agree 
with  him,  that  the  clause  was  one  which 
was  calculnted  to  prove  advantageous  to 
the  country. 

Colonel  Wood  felt  assured  that,  if  three 
Members  were  given  to  any  counties,  i 
all  those  counties  there  would  be  a  pei 


BiUfor  England—  101^ 

jietuBl  simple  ul  elections.  The  third 
Representative  would  entail  upon  the  peo- 
ple local  diascnlions  and  heart  burnings, 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  entdicaEe, 
His  chief  objection  lo  the  clause  was  this 
— that  il  introduced  a  totally  new  prioci- 
ple  into  the  Repre»entBlion.  If  it  were 
necGsxary  that  the  agrictilturat  inlotett 
should  be  represented  in  a  fuller  manner, 
this  might  be  most  easily  cITccted  by  re- 
taining some  of  the  places  now  included  in 
schedule  B,  which  had  a  large  rur;«l  po- 
pulation. This  was  a  mode  which  he 
ventured  to  suggest  for  the  adoption  of 
the  noble  Lord;  and  it  would  get  rid  of 
iho  objections  whiih  had  been  urged  aslo 
the  likelihood  of  causing  continual  strug- 
gles at  election*. 

Mr.  Adeane  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  agricultural  interests  had  not 
been  suRicienlly  considered  in  the  Dill. 
Indeed,  he  believed  that  interest  had  been 
less  attended  lo  in  the  present  than  in  the 
former  Bill,  because,  by  the  late  Dill,  the 
smaller  towns  were  to  have  a  constituencj 
of  310  householders,  nnd  if  they  had  not 
ihat  number  within  themselves,  tbey  were 
lo  be  made  up  from  the  adjacent  rural 
districts.  He  did  not  presume,  at  preisent, 
to  say  whether  iiieh  a  plan  would,  on  the 
whole,  have  been  desirable ;  but  the  prob- 
able result  would  have  been,  that  (he 
Members  returned  by  partly  rural  constitu- 
enls  would  not  be  adverse  to  agricultural 
interests.  If,  therefore,  the  landed  inter- 
est  was  not  suAiciently  represented  by  the 
present  Bill,  the  proper  method  would  be 
to  increase  the  number  of  county  Members 
— and  he  Ijid  claim  to  an  additional  Re< 
presentative  for  the  county  he  had  llie 
honour  to  represent.  Cainbrid|^  was  at 
well  entitled  to  a  third  member,  as  Cum- 
berland was  lo  four;  and  he  should  here- 
after return  to  this  subject  at  the  proper 

Sir  John  Wahit  considered  that  the 
clause,  if  adopted,  would  lead  to  an  in- 
crease of  election  exjirnses  in  those  coun- 
ties aifected  by  it,  from  the  exposition  of 
interests,  and  clashing  of  parties  it  would 
introduce.  Besides  this  evil,  il  wouJd  as- 
suredly not  tend  to  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country,  from  ihe  party  feuds  and  heats  i( 
would  occasion ;  and,  as  be  suspected  (hat 
there  would  he  constant  contests  for  ihc 
third  man,  there  would  be  no  lime  for  llie 
angry  passions,  generated  by  constant 
opposition,  to  cool. 

Mr.  i/uiil  remarked,  that  as  Minislen 
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could  say  nothing  for  themselves,  he  would 
say  something  in  their  behalf,  and  in  de- 
fence of  the  clause  by  which  itwas  intended 
to  give  three  Members  to  seme  counties. 
They  were  aware  that  a  third  interest  had 
grown  up  of  late.  There  was  now  a  Whig, 
a  Tory,  and  a  Radical  interest  to  be  repre- 
sented, and  the  third  Member  was  for  the 
Radicals.  Thus  the  three  Members  would 
form  a  sort  of  unicorn  team,  and  it  was 
easy  to  settle  how  they  were  to  be  har- 
nessed. The  Whig  and  Tory  must  be  next 
the  wheel,  because,  being  habitual  jib- 
bers, they  needed  the  double  thong,  and 
it  was  very  clear,  that  the  Radical  would 
insist  upon  taking  the  lead.  He  did  not 
fee,  however,  why  Buckingham  was  to 
have  three  members,  while  the  West  Rid- 
ing of  Yorkshire  was  to  have  only  two.  If 
no  better  reason  could  be  given  for  the 
clause  than  the  noble  Lord  had  assigned, 
he  should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  Praed  did  not  think  the  clause 
would  cause  an  increase  of  election  ex- 
penses. His  objection  to  it  was,  that  it 
increased  the  number  of  votes  which  each 
elector  was  to  give.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  increased  number  of  Representa- 
tives, but  he  wished  the  electors  to  be 
confined  to  two  votes.  This  proposition 
appeared  to  him  reasonable  and  easily  to  be 
edccted,  and  he  would  submit  it  to  the 
House  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  Croker  would  postpone  the  obser- 
vations he  had  to  make  on  this  question 
until  it  was  again  before  the  House;  but 
he  roust  say  now,  he  conceived  two  would 
be  a  much  safer  number  to  fill  up  the 
blank  with  than  three.  lie  wished  just 
to  remark  to  the  House,  that  they  had 
constituted  fifty-five  new  counties,  that 
was,  they  had  doubled  twenty- five  coun- 
ties, added  two  Members  to  Yorkshire, 
and  two  to  Lincolnshire,  and  one  to  the 
Isle  of  Wight.  And  it  was  a  curious 
fact,  that  thirty  out  of  these  fifty-five  coun- 
ties having  but  two  Members  each,  were 
superior  in  population  to  the  eight  coun- 
ties to  which  they  were  about  to  give 
three  Representatives. 

Mr.  Goulbnrn  also  objected  to  the  fill- 
ing up  the  blank  with  the  word  **  Three." 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the  pro- 
priety of  preserving  the  agricultural  inter- 
est, as  much  as  possible,  in  the  counties ; 
for  the  purpose  of  balancing  the  Repre- 
■eatation  of  the  towns ;  but  he  apprehend- 
ed that,  after  the  Bill  came  into  operation, 
the  contests  in  the  counties  would  be 


solely  carried  on  by  the  town  and  the 
country  parties,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  third  Meml)er.  This  would  be  the 
efl'ect  of  giving  three  Members  to  the 
counties ;  and,  he  thought,  instead  of  in- 
creasing their  Representation,  it  would  be 
much  better  to  confine  the  voters  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  towns  to  the  exercise  of 
their  privilege  in  those  towns. 

Mr.  Fyshe  F aimer  could  assure  the 
House,  that,  so  far  as  the  county  of  Berks 
was  concerned,  no  objection  was  felt  to 
the  triple  Representation.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that 
this  part  of  the  measure  met  with  the 
greatest  approbation  in  that  county.  An 
hen.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  had  said, 
that  county  Members  would  not  be  easy  in 
their  seats,  if  there  wei-e  a  triple  Repre- 
sentation. Good  God  !  was  the  Repre- 
sentation to  be  arranged  for  the  convc« 
nience  of  the  Members  of  that  House,  or 
for  the  advantage  of  the  people?  He 
thought  that,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  the  counties  would  no  longer  be 
obliged  to  look  out  for  men  of  large  pro- 
perly to  be  their  Representatives,  but 
would  be  enabled  to  choose  gentlemen 
whose  talents  and  services  would  be  de- 
voted to  the  good  of  their  country. 

Sir  John  WaUh,  in  explanation,  stated, 
that  he  had  only  said,  that  the  triple  Re- 
presentation would  give  rise  to  great  ex- 
pense and  contests  in  the  diflferent  coun- 
ties. 

Viscount  Palmcrston  recommended  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn)  to 
look  at  the  list  of  counties  which  were  to 
have  three  Members,  and  he  would  find 
that  they  were  counties  the  most  agricul- 
tural of  any  in  Kngland,  that  they  had  the 
smallest  number  of  large  towns,  and  that 
those  towns  were  of  a  description  the  most 
under  the  infiuence  of  the  great  landed 
proprietors.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think,  that  the  number  of  con- 
tests would  be  increased  by  having  three 
Members,  instead  of  two  ;  but  there  were 
obvious  reasons  why  the  possession  of  the 
right  to  return  three  Members  would  di- 
minish contests.  It  would  be  seen  that 
there  were  always  three  parties,  and  where 
there  was  a  third  Member,  they  would 
naturally  settle  the  dispute  by  a  compro- 
mise. 

Mr.  Goulburn  denied  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Ijord  with  respect  to  the  prepon- 
derance of  the  agricultural  interest  in 
those  counties.    He  must  instance  Cam« 


1016    Parliamentary  Refort^^    {COMMONS}        Bill  for  EngUmd--         1016 


bridgeshirc,  where  the  power  of  the  town 
of  Cambridge  throughout  the  county  was 
80  great,  that  it  must  always  return  one  of 
the  Members. 

The  word  "Three"  inserted  in  the 
blank. 

Upon  the  question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Robert  Adam  Dundas  said,  he  was 
desirous  of  knowing,  when  he  saw  that 
additional  Members  were  to  be  given  to 
some  of  the  English,  and  to  the  Welch 
counties  also,  why  it  was,  that  counties  in 
Scotland,  possessed  of  still  greater  popula- 
tions, were  still  to  be  left  with  only  one 
Representative  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  hon.  Member 
should  remember  that,  if  the  Scotch  county 
Members  were  not  increased,  yet  eight  ad- 
ditional borough  Members  were  to  be  given 
to  that  country,  and  these  additional 
Representatives  to  Scotland  were  not  to 
be  taken  from  other  Scotch  boroughs,  but 
from  English  boroughs.  He  should  also 
remember,  that  the  additional  Members  to 
the  counties  in  Wales,  and  in  England 
also,  were  to  be  taken  from  English 
boroughs  only,  and  not  from  Scottish 
boroughs,  so  that  the  latter  country  ought 
rather  to  be  gratified  than  displeased  at  a 
measure  which  would  give  her  eight  addi- 
tional Representatives.  He  did  not,  upon 
that  occasion,  think  it  at  all  necessary  to 
enter  into  the  comparative  Representation 
of  both  countries. 

Mr.  Robert  Adam  Dundas  said,  he 
really  thought  that,  in  adopting  this  sweep- 
ing measure  of  Jleform,  equal  justice 
should  have  been  done  to  all  counties. 
He  felt  very  confident  that  the  measure 
would  create  great  dissatisfaction  in  Scot- 
land, amongst  even  all  those  persons  who 
were  zealous  in  the  cause  of  Reform. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  thought  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  by  no  means  sa- 
tisfactory.  If  the  existing  proportions  be- 
tween England,  Scotland,  Wales  and  Ire- 
land had  been  preserved,  he  would  have 
bad  some  ground  to  stand  upon.  But 
the  noble  Lord,  when  he  added  eight 
members  to  Scotland,  and  five  to  Ireland, 
bad  abandoned  the  principle  of  the  pro- 
portionate Representation  settled  at  the 
time  of  the  Unions,  and  this  was  an  ad- 
mission that  Scotland  and  Ireland  were 
not  adequately  represented.  The  noble 
Lord  was  therefore  bound  to  provide  fully 
for  this  inadequacy  of  Representation; 
wd  the  proper  mode  would  have  been,  not 


to  have  looked  at  the  three  kmgdoms  as 
distinct  and  separate  countries,  but  to 
have  considered  them  as  one  whole  united 
kingdom.  The  noble  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  had  said  of  the  Anti-reformerB, 
that,  in  giving  up  Gatton  or  Old  Strum 
they  had  given  up  the  whole  principle— 
using  the  language  adopted  by  Cromwdl, 
in  respect  to  the  Scotch  army  at  Dunbar, 
he  said  the  Lord  has  delivered  them  into 
his  hands.  On  the  same  pnnciple,  the 
moment  the  Government  admitted  that 
Scotland  was  not  adequately  represented, 
it  was  placed  in  the  situation  of  the  Anti- 
reformers.  And  he  (Mr.  Fergusson)  most 
say,  that  admitting,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  done,  the  principle  was  bound  to  do 
complete  justice  to  Scotland,  and  give  to 
it  as  many  members,  in  proportion  to  its 
wealth  and  population,  as  to  England. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  not  deny  that 
Ministers  had ,  perhaps,  been  guilty  of  some 
imprudence,  in  venturing  beyond  the  lines 
marked  out  at  the  time  of  the  union  of 
Scotland ;  but  he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  a  Reformer,  whether,  wben  Mmis- 
ters  had  made  a  departure  from  the  pro- 
portion of  Representation  fixed  at  the 
time  of  the  Union,  because  they  thought 
it  would  be  beneficial  to  Scotland,  it  was 
right  for  him  to  make  Ministers  repent 
their  liberality,  and  show  them  that  their 
generosity  had  been  misplaced  ?  Such  an 
attack  he  might  have  expected  from  the 
A nti- reformers :  but  it  was  not  just  on  the 
part  of  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
same  work  of  Reform  with  Ministers,  and 
who  approved  of  the  changes  already 
made.  Hon.  Members  who  wished  well 
to  the  cause  of  Reform  ought  to  consider 
the  situation  in  which  Ministers  were 
placed,  not  entirely  with  reference  to  what 
their  own  opinions  might  be  of  what  was 
just  and  right  to  be  given  to  this  or  that 
particular  county,  but  with  the  intention 
of  doing  what  they  possibly  could  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  ana  success  of  the  cause 
to  which  they  were  mutually  and  recipro- 
cally  engaged.  It  was  true,  that  no  addi- 
tional members  were  given  to  the  county 
Representation  in  Scotland,  as  in  Wales, 
but  at  the  same  time  it  ought  also  to  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  eight  Members  were 
given  to  great  Scottish  towns. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  it  was  the 
distribution  of  the  additional  members  of 
which  he  complained ;  for  he  found  that 
the  agricultural  interest  in  Scotland  had 

been  entirely  neglected*    WiUi  respect  to 
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the  otMerfitions  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
thought  proper  to  indulge  in,  he  must  say, 
that  he  considered  them  wholly  uncalled 
for.  He  would  allow  no  one  to  dictate 
the  line  of  conduct  he  was  to  pursue.  His 
constituents  and  that  House  alone  had  a 
right  to  decide  whether  he  acted  properly 
or  otherwise.  Though  he  thought  Scot- 
land was  not  fairly  treated,  he  would  not, 
however,  desist  on  that  account,  to  give 
his  cordial  support  to  the  English  Reform 
BiU. 

•  Mr.  'Dixon  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  Scotland  was  not  fairly  treated. 
He  would  beg  to  ask  whether  Lanarkshire 
was  not  better  entitled  to  additional  Re- 
presentation than  Gateshead  ?  The  noble 
Lord  was,  in  fact,  forming  a  new  Constitu- 
tion for  the  country.  He  was  no  longer 
bound  by  what  was  done  at  the  Union,  and 
he  ought  to  have  consulted  only  justice. 
He  had  the  honour  to  represent  a  com- 
mercial town,  but  he  must  say,  that  the 
agricaltural  interest  of  Scotland  was  neg- 
lected. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  addi- 
tional Representation  would  yet  be  given 
to  the  large  Scotch  counties.  He  hoped 
that  the  Representation  of  three  or  four  of 
the  larger  counties  would  be  increased. 

Mr.  Pringle  agreed  in  the  observations 
made  by  the  two  hon.  Members  who  spoke 
last.  All  parts  of  the  empire  ought  to  be 
placed  on  one  footing.  Scotland  was 
rapidly  increasing  in  wealth  and  popula- 
tion ;  the  people  of  Scotland  were  looking 
most  anxiously  to  this  change,  and  he 
did  hope  that  Ministers  would  do  his 
country  justice. 

An  Hon.  Member  wished  the  Scotch 
Members  to  recollect  that  a  great  boon 
had  been  conferred  on  Scotland  by  the 
amiihilation  of  the  system  of  self-election, 
and  the  establishment  of  an  independent 
constituency. 

Sir  George  Clei'k  said,  the  present  occa- 
sion was  the  proper  time  for  putting  in  the 
claims  of  Scotland  for  additional  Members, 
because,  if  this  Bill  passed  without  such  a 
claim  being  made,  the  Members  for  that 
country  would  lose  the  only  opportunity  for 
making  their  pretensions  heard.  The 
Members  for  Scotland  wanted  nothing 
from  the  generosity  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters; but  they  boldly  threw  themselves 
on  the  justice  of  the  House.  There  was  a 
general  feeling  in  Scotland  that  that 
country  was  not  fairly  treated  by  that 
BiU. 

Mr.  Oillm  deprecated  this  discussion. 


and  declared  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  pleased,  not  only  with  the  additional 
Members,  but  still  more  with  the  altera- 
tions that  were  to  be  made  in  the  fran- 
chise. The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  he 
believed  in  his  conscience,  only  made 
these  remarks  with  a  view  to  defeat  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  Dixon  denied,  in  the  most  une- 
quivocal manner,  that  he  made  any  re- 
marks with  a  view  either  to  delay  or  defeat 
the  Bill. 

Sir  George  Murray  maintained  that 
the  word  "  liberality,'*  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  was  not  at  all  applicable  to 
Scotland.  It  was  only  right,  when  a 
great  change  of  this  kind  was  to  be  brought 
forward,  that  the  interests  of  all  parts  of 
the  empire  should  be  consulted.  Before 
the  discussion  on  the  Scotch  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Members  for  that  country  to  obtain  from 
the  Ministers  some  pledge  that  justice 
should  be  done  to  it.  Different  principles 
ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the  different 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Every 
part  of  it  ought  to  be  treated  equally  and 
fairlv,  when  the  Ministers  undertook  to 
make  a  new  Constitution.  He  claimed,  in 
particular,  an  increase  of  Representation 
for  the  agricultural  population  of  Scotland ; 
and  insisted  that  justice  would  not  be  done 
to  that  country,  unless  it  received  an  addi- 
tional Member  for  each  of  the  large  coun- 
ties. Ireland,  too,  he  believed  would  not 
have  justice  done  to  her  unless  her  Mem- 
bers now  insisted  on  it. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Members  opposite  upon  this  oc- 
casion were  strangely  mconsistent  with  the 
whole  of  their  previous  conduct  with  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  Reform.  They 
who  had  given  the  most  unqualified  oppo- 
sition to  the  Reform  Bill  in  all  its  details, 
were  now  coming  forward  as  the  advocates 
of  equal  Representation  and  the  extension 
of  popular  rights.  In  the  course  of  this 
inopportune  discussion,  however,  an  im- 
portant admission  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — namely,  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  were  favourable  to 
Reform.  He  would  now  entreat  hon. 
Members  who  were  friendly  to  Reform  not 
to  allow  their  desire  to  obtain  additional 
Representatives  for  Scotland  to  impede 
the  progress  of  the  great  measure.  He 
could  not  sit  down  without  once  more  ex- 
pressing his  astonishment  at  the  inconsis- 
tency of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
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They  now  talked  of  taking  one  Member 
from  this  connty,  and  another  from  that 
county  in  England,  to  add  to  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Scotland,  after  having:,  by 
their  votes  in  8npf>ort  of  General  (xas- 
coyne*8  Motion,  iiledged  ihemselve*  not  to 
alter  the  number  of  the  Representatives 
for  England.  lie  called  upon  them  to  re- 
concile their  conduct  now  with  their  con- 
duct then. 

Mr.  Goulimm  hoped,  that  those  who 
complained  of  unnecessary  discussion  and 
irritating:  debate,  would  remember  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered  by 
the  right  hon.  Secretary.  Was  it  just  to 
taunt  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
with  inconsistency,  because,  having  ori- 
ginally opposed  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure, they  afterwards  endeavoured  to  im- 
prove its  details?  The  right  hon.  Oentle* 
man  and  his  colleagues  had  profited  by 
the  suggestions  which  had  proceeded  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  in  order  to  correct 
their  blunders. 

Mr.  Oeorye  Sinclair  said,  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  be  called  into 
political  existence  by  the  measure  which 
had  been  brought  forward  by  Ministers. 
It  gave  Scotland  an  increased  consti- 
tuency, which  was  of  more  importance 
than  an  increase  of  Representatives. 

Sir  Charlei  H'etherell  thought  it  not  at 
all  surprising  that  Ministers  should  be 
peevish  after  the  division  which  took  place 
at  four  o'clock  that  morning.  The  lectures 
which  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  had  thought  proper  to  read  the 
House  were  the  most  unprovoked  he  had 
ever  heard.  Unless  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary was  more  successful  in  putting  down 
agitation  in  Ireland,  than  he  was  in  putting 
down  agitation  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  less  he  was  in  that  country  the  better. 
As  to  inconsistency,  he  thought  that  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
Bill-men,  were  more  obnoxious  to  that 
charge  than  the  hon.  Members  amongst 
whom  he  sat.  In  conclusion,  he  entreated 
hon.  Members,  however  great  their  admi- 
ration might  be  of  what  he  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  address  to  them,  they  would 
abstain  from  expressing  approbation  in  the 
usual  manner,  lest  they  should  disturb  the 
repose  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair. 
[Mr.  Bcrnal  was  at  that  time  fast  asleep. 
The  allusion  to  his  situation  produced  a 
general  roar  of  laughter,  which  roused 
him  from  his  slumber.] 

Clause  agprecd  to. 


The  Chairman  reported 
the  House  resumed. 
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Mr.  Charles  Orant  said,  that  in  rising 
to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  on  East-India  AflPairs,  it  woukl 
be  necessary  for  him  shortly  to  revert  to 
what  had  been  done  on  the  subject  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  as  well  as  to 
the  course  which,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  expedient  to  pursue  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion. As  the  period  at  which  the  Charter 
of  the  East- India  Company  expired  ap- 
proached, a  very  general  wish  had  ariien 
that  the  subject  should  be  investigated  by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Accordingly, 
Select  Committees  were  appointed  for  that 
purpose.  The  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  sat  until  nearly  the  close  of 
last  year.  The  Charter  would  eiplre  in 
1834.  The  time  was  rapidly  passing 
away,  and  it  became  necessary,  without 
further  delay,  to  consider  the  best  means 
of  prosecuting  the  inquiry  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  At  the  end  of  that  period, 
he  trusted  that  the  Committee  would  be 
able  to  close  their  labours,  and  to  present 
to  the  House,  and  to  the  country,  such  in- 
formation as  might  qualify  them  to  forma 
sound  judgment  on  the  great  Question 
which  was  about  to  be  determined.  Dur- 
ing the  interval  between  the  close  of  tbe 
present  Session  and  the  commencement  of 
the  next,  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded 
to  the  House  and  to  the  country  to  look 
into  the  various  materials  which  would  be 
collected  by  the  Committee,  and  to  prepare 
their  minds  for  discussing  the  important 
subject.  At  the  same  time,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
avail  themselves  of  that  interval,  for  the 
purpose  of  duly  considering  those  plans 
which  they  must  on  their  own  responsibility 
propose  for  the  future  conduct  of  Eut- 
India  affairs.  In  the  discussion  of  those 
plans  the  whole  of  the  next  Session  would 
be  occupied  ;  and  there  was  every  reason 
to  hope,  that  after  the  ample  materials  laid 
before  them,  and  the  ample  time  afforded 
for  deliberation.  Parliament  would,  by  the 
close  of  that  Session,  be  enabled  to  come 
to  a  complete  and  satisfactory  decision  on 
this  most  important  Question.  The  Com- 
mittee which' had  already  been  appointed 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  had  col- 
lected a  vast  mass  of  information,  although 
some  of  it  existed  at  present  in  an  irregular 
shape.    But  in  the  course  of  their  esani- 
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nation  theM  were  many  important  points 
which,  he  was  apprehensive,  had  not  yet 
been  touched  upon.  When  he  proposed 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  subject  twelve 
months  ago — which  Comniittec  was  accord- 
ingly appointed — it  was  his  feeling,  and  the 
feeling  of  tlie  other  nicml)er8  of  tho  Com- 
mittee, that  it  was  not  desirable  that  his 
iVIajesty's  Government  should  take  any 
promioent  part  in  the  proceedings  of  that 
Committee.  There  were  at  that  time,  and, 
of  course,  there  were  at  the  present  time, 
two  parties :  those  who  approved  of  the 
renewal  of  the  privileges  of  the  East-India 
Company,  and  those  who  disapproved  of 
the  renewal  of  those  privileges.  It  was 
from  the  controversy  between  those  two 
parties  that  it  was  expected  the  truth  mu8t 
be  elicited ;  each  party  endeavouring  to 
prove  its  own  case.  But  the  Court  of 
Directors  did  not  feel  themselves  called 
upon  at  that  time  to  enter  into  the  exami- 
nation of  the  question  at  all ;  and  those 
who  were  opposed  to  them,  owing  to  par- 
ticular circumstances,  were  unable  to  do 
justice  to  their  own  case.  The  examina- 
tion, however,  proceeded  during  the  Ses- 
sion, with  a  confident  expectation,  that  in 
the  present  Session,  the  Court  of  Directors 
would  take  a  leading  part  in  it.  No  pe- 
tition from  them  to  that  effect  had,  how- 
ever, been  presented  to  Parliament ;  and 
it  was  now  felt  that  some  more  direct  and 
extensive  means  of  in\estigation  must  be 
resorted  to  than  those  which  had  hitherto 
been  adopted.  His  Majesty's  Govein- 
ment  had,  in  the  last  Session,  not  felt  it 
their  duty  to  take  any  direct  part  in  the 
investigation,  but  had  felt  it  their  duty  to 
watch  the  proceedings  of  the  Committer, 
and  to  supply  all  the  documents  which 
they  had  the  power  to  furnish  ;  being  re- 
solved, that  if  no  other  mode  of  obtaining 
final  information  on  the  subject  ofll  red 
itself,  that  a  satisfactory  mode  should  be 
proposed  by  them  in  the  present  Session. 
In  the  course  of  the  last  Session  some 
most  important  parts  of  the  question,  were 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee,  and  a  number  of  individuals 
were  examined,  whose  knowledge  of  India 
enabled  them  to  communicate  a  great 
cleal  of  valuable  information  on  the  subject. 
But  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  it  became 
a  matter  of  consideration  in  what  manner, 
during  the  present  Session,  the  (]ucstioii 
miii^ht  lie  most  advantageously  considered  ; 
aud  the  result  of  that  consideration  was, 
the  Motion  which  he  was  a1>out  to  have 
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the  honour  of  submitting  to  that  House. 
He  need  not  dwell  on  the  vast  variety  of 
subjects  which  would  necessarily  come 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Committee, 
connected  with  the  whole  legislative  and 
other  policy  of  our  Indian  empire.  In 
proposing  the  appointment  of  the  present 
Committee,  he  was  quite  aware  that  he 
asked  of  the  Gentlemen  of  whom  it  was 
to  be  composed  to  take  upon  themselves  no 
light  task.  He  had  communicated  to  those 
Gentlemen  his  intention ;  and  he  had  ex* 
pressed  to  them  his  earnest  hope  that,  if 
they  did  undertake  it,  they  would  bestow 
upon  it  their  almost  undivided  attention  ; 
and  he  had  received  assurances  from  them 
that  they  were  disposed  to  do  so.  Look- 
ing at  tho  vast  range  of  subjects  which 
were  to  be  considered,  it  must  be  evident 
that  it  was  impossible  they  could  be  ad- 
vantageously investigated  by  a  single 
body.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
he  should  submit  to  the  House  the  ex[)e- 
dicncy  of  sub-dividing  the  Committee,  and 
thereby  availing  themselves  of  the  great 
principle  of  the  division  of  labour.  In 
order  to  carry  into  efTect  this  principle,  in 
the  best  possible  manner,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  have  a  considerable  number  of 
sub-divisions — at  least  six  or  seven — all 
diligently  devoting  their  time  and  atten- 
tion to  the  particular  points  submitted  to 
them.  It  might  appear  to  some  persons  to  be 
a  difheult  matter  to  assign  to  the  different 
sub-Committees  the  different  topics  upon 
whieh  their  labours  were  to  be  particularly 
employed.  But  those  departments  had 
been  already  defined  elsewhere.  In  the 
India  House,  and  in  the  Board  of  Control, 
the  business  is  divided  into  six  distinct  de- 
partment, each  occupied  with  its  own 
peculiar  subject.  He  should  propose, 
therefore,  at  least  six  Sub-Committees, 
each  of  which  should  have  the  considera- 
tion of  a  particular  department.  But  there 
were  other  matters  requiring  consideration, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  proceed  as  far 
as  to  propose  eight  Sub- Committees. 
This  practice  of  forming  Sub-Committees 
had  seldom  been  resorted  to  by  that  House, 
except  in  cases  like  the  present,  of  the 
highest  importance.  Committees  were 
generally  appointed  for  some  specific 
purpose,  on  which  they  were  expected  in 
a  few  days  to  make  a  Report  to  tlie  House. 
The  number  of  Members  of  which  such 
Committees  were  composed,  was  conse- 
se(|uently  comparatively  small.  But  in 
this  casC;  as  the  subject  was  one  of  extreme 
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importance,  as  it  would  require  long-con- 
tinued attention,  and  as  the  Gentlemen  of 
whom  it  was  his  intention  to  propose  that 
Ihe  Committee  should  be  formed,  had  as- 
sured him  that  they  were  prepared  to  de- 
vote as  much  of  their  time  as  possible  to 
the  investigation;  and  further,  as  the 
number  of  the  Sub-Committees  would  be 
seven,  or  probably  eight,  and  at  least 
labouring  four  days  in  every  week,  it  was 
impossible  to  prevent  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers from  swelling  far  beyond  the  usual 
amount  on  such  occasions.  It  was  neces- 
sary also  to  provide  for  the  unavoidable 
absence  of  some  of  the  Members,  and  for 
other  contingencies,  in  order  tbat  there 
might  always  be  a  supply  equal  to  the 
demand.  The  number  which  he  thought 
desirable  was  about  forty-eight  or  forty- 
nine.  General  Committees  on  this  subject 
had  always  been  numerous.  That  last 
year  consisted  of  thirty -eight  Members — 
that  the  year  before  of  thirty-five.  In 
1813,  the  General  Committee  on  this 
question  consisted  of  forty  Members.  He 
trusted  that  the  Members  of  the  proposed 
Committee  and  the  House  would  do  him 
the  justice  to  believe,  that  in  making  this 
proposition  his  ouly  motive  was  to  facili- 
tate the  labours  of  the  Committee,  to 
bring  those  labours  to  an  early  close,  and 
to  place  before  the  House  and  the  public, 
previous  to  the  Parliamentary  decision  on 
the  case,  as  fairly  and  fully  as  possible, 
the  materials  on  which  alone  a  sonnd 
jud(;ment  could  he  formed.  It  might  be 
supposed  by  some,  that  notwithstanding 
the  members  of  the  Committee,  and  not- 
withstanding the  number  of  Sub-'Commit- 
lees  which  he  proposed  to  form,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  bring  the  investigation  to  a  close 
in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  Cer- 
tainly that  ditficulty  would  exist  if  there 
had  been  no  previous  inquiry.  But  a  large 
mass  of  information  had  been  obtained  by 
former  Committees,  and  was  lying  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  The  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  House  of 
Lords  had  received  the  evidence  of  many 
individuals  on  the  subject;  ond  although 
that  evidence  was  not  systemalicaliy  ar- 
ranged, still  the  materials  were  there,  and 
with  those  materials  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee might  be  supplied.  In  addition  to 
this,  directions  had  for  some  time  been 
given  by  the  Board  of  Control  to  its  ofii- 
cers  to  prepare  to  give  all  the  information 
which  it  was  in  their  power  to  communi- 
cate.   Those  officers  had  been  employed 


in  arranging  the  evidence  given  before  th 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords  an 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  framing  i 
summary  of  the  whole.  Immediately  tfi 
the  appointment  of  the  Sub-Committeai 
the  attention  of  each  of  them  would  necea 
sarily  be  directed  to  the  collection  of  lb 
evidence  peculiar  to  that  department  GOB 
5ded  to  its  examination.  In  addition  t 
this,  the  superior  officers  of  the  Board,  wiH 
which  he  had  thehonour  of  being  connected 
were  preparing  statements,  historical  son 
maries.  and  every  species  of  document  cA 
culatcd  to  place  the  main  facts  of  tbi 
case  in  as  clear  a  point  of  view  as  poisild^ 
The  Board  of  Conlrxil  had,  in  addition 
collected  many  most  important  documeol 
which  would  be  laid  before  the  Committee 
The  same  labour  had  been  undertaken  c 
the  India  House,  and  the  Directors  hit 
offered  their  best  assistance  on  the  subject 
That  assistance  would  be  valuable,  as  il 
roust  acknowledge  who  knew  anytbiiig  a 
the  zeal  and  industry  of  Ihe  officers  of  ihl 
India  House.  They  had,  lie  was  hapM 
to  say,  offered  him  their  assistance  in  mi 
most  prompt  manner ;  and  be  expected  1i 
receive  the  moat  valuable  aid  from  ihefl 
labours.  He  believed  be  should  be  thai 
enabled  to  lay  information  of  a  most  10 
portant  nature  before  the  public  ;  and  hi 
owed  it,  in  justice  to  his  own  departmeol 
to  say,  that  they  had  shown  the  utmori 
zeal  to  forward  the  inquiry  by  their  aeP 
vices.  Under  these  circumstances,  bl 
should  move  "  Tbat  a  Select  CommitHj 
he  appointed  upon  the  afiairs  of  the  Eul 
India  Company,  and  lo  inquire  into  t' 
state  of  the  Trade  between  Great  Bril 
and  the  East  Indies  and  China,  and  toH( 
port  their  observations  thereon  to  th 
House." 

Mr.  Courtenay  wished  to  otfer  a  VM] 
few  words  at  present  on  this  subject ;  bvi 
he  had  no  intention  whatever  of  oppose 
the  motion,  which,  on  the  contrary,  mO 
with  his  cordial  approbation.  He  was  efi 
tremely  glad  to  learn  from  his  right  hoQ 
friend,  that  the  greatest  exertions  IiN 
been  made  to  furnish  every  infonnatici 
calculated  to  facilitate  the  labours  of  ^ 
Committee.  One  of  the  greatest  incos! 
veniences  experienced  iu  the  former  C<Htf 
miltees  on  this  subject  was,  the  desultoM 
mode  of  proceeding.  He,  therefore,  n 
joiced  at  the  adoption  of  any  means  cu 
culated  to  get  rid  of  the  evil  then  exdl 
rienced.  He  had  no  doubt,  from  whatq 
kuew  of  the  persons  employed  to  prepaM 
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the  varioiif  statements  and  documents 
ivhich  were  to  be  furnished,  that  very  great 
advantages  would  be  derived  from  the 
proposed  mode  of  proceeding.  He  wished, 
however,  to  ask  his  right  hon.  friend, 
whether  the  new  mode  of  proceeding  to  be 
adopted  in  the  Committee,  was  not  framed 
on  rather  a  more  extended  basis  than  was 
quite  reconcileable  with  the  usual  inquiries 
referred  to  Committees*?  He  was  not 
quite  clear,  that  all  the  topics  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  intended  to  submit  to  tlie 
investigation  of  the  Sub-Committees  were 
entirely  relevant  to  the  measure  which 
would  be  introduced  to  Parliament  for  the 
future  guidance  of  the  affairs  of  the  East- 
India  Company.  If,  however,  it  should 
be  found,  that  the  Committee  had  too 
much  to  do,  it  could  easily  select  the 
topics  which  it  would  be  most  expedient 
to  submit  for  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  should  support  the  Motion  of 
his  right  hon.  friend  ;  and  should  he  be  a 
Member  of  one  of  the  Sub-Committees,  he 
would  endeavour  to  advance,  as  much  as 
possible,  the  topic  of  inquiry  on  which  he 
might  be  engaged ;  and  would,  in  every 
waY»  promote  the  end  in  view,  and  would 
endeavour  to  put  the  information  furnished 
to  die  House  in  such  a  state,  that  a  cor- 
rect judgment  might  be  readily  formed 
on  the  subject.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  Committee  would  bear  in  mind  that 
the  principal  objects  for  consideration 
were,  whether  the  China  trade  should  be 
thrown  open,  and  whether  the  manage- 
ment of  East-India  affairs  should  continue, 
as  heretofore,  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
pany ;  and,  if  this  be  decided  in  the  nega- 
tive, to  what  other  body  it  should  be  trans- 
ferred ?  There  were  other  important  sub- 
jects of  inquiry ;  for  instance,  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  revenue,  and  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice,  but  these  would  not 
so  properly  come  under  consideration  in  an 
inquiry  relative  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Charter,  as  at  a  subsequent  period.  He 
thanked  his  right  hon.  friend  for  the 
trouble  he  had  taken  in  bringing  this  sub- 
ject under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Sir  James  Macdonald  said,  that  there 
were  no  topics  connected  with  this  subject 
which  woald  not  be  well  worth  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  the  public.  With 
respect  to  the  ultimate  object  in  view,  he 
believed  it  to  be  that  which  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  suggested,  namely,  how  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  could  be  brought  to 
bear  advantageously  on  those  of  that  great 
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empire,  and  how  the  interest,  the  pros- 
perity, and  the  happiness  of  the  people  of 
that  country  could  be  best  promoted  and 
secured. 

Mr.  Goulburn  would  not  detain  the 
House  more  than  one  moment :  but  he  had 
a  question  to  put  to  his  right  hon.  friend. 
It  was  understood,  that  the  former  Com- 
mittees appointed  for  this  purpose  were 
directed  only  to  collect  evidence,  and  to 
put  it  in  form  ;  but  they  were  not  directed 
to  give  opinions  on  the  several  topics  of 
their  investigation.  But,  if  he  understood 
his  right  hon.  friend  correctly,  he  intended 
that  the  present  Committee  should  be  in- 
structed to  report  their  opinions.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  know  whether  this 
were  so  or  not  ?  He  understood  that  the 
Committee  was  to  be  divided  into  a  num- 
ber of  Sub-Committees.  If  that  were  the 
arrangement,  was  the  House  to  hear  the 
opinions  of  each  of  these  Sub-Committees 
as  to  the  particular  topic  of  investigation 
referred  to  it  ?  He  had  no  intention  to 
ofler  any  opposition  to  the  motion  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  ;  but  he 
was  desirous  of  obtaining  this  information. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  also  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was 
intended  that  one  of  the  several  sub-Com- 
mittees should  devote  its  sole  attention  to 
a  subject  on  which  a  Committee  had 
already  been  occupied  during  the  whole 
of  one  Session  ? 

Mr.  Charles  Grant  answered,  that  the 
words  of  the  Resolution  he  had  just  moved 
were  the  same  as  those  which  had  been 
used  on  a  former  occasion.  Certainly,  for 
himself,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say,  that 
one  Sub-Committee  should  be  solely  occu- 
pied with  the  department  of  China. 
Those  matters  of  detail,  however,  would 
be  best  regulated  in  the  Committee. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Sub-Committees  would  not 
report  to  the  House,  but  to  the  general 
Committee,  which  would  make  its  Report 
to  the  House. 

The  Committee  was  appointed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  January  31,    1832. 

MiKUTBS.]  Billi.  Reftd  a  fint  Ume :  EmbeBlancnti  Pre- 
vcntioa:  Corponte  Funds.  Read  a  Uiird  tine;  Land 
RcTcnue. 

Rctunu  ordered.  On  Uie  Motion  of  Lord  EixurBaBoooB. 
an  Estimate  relating  to  the  FinanoeB  of  India,  prcparad  by 
the  India  Board,  October  1850,  with  Returns  of  aU  Civil 
Ofllcers  and  Establiahments  oonnerted  with  the  Govenn 
menu  at  Bengal,  Madras,  and  Bonba  j. 
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PllOPEIlTY  OF  I.XTEkTATM.]    Mr.  flbf- 

iify  moved,  that  a  loturn  or  the  propntj 
received  by  tlie  Crown,  belonging  to  IM 
Iiilestales,  wilh  an  ncrount  of  how  it  wm 
appruiiriiitcd,  should  Im  laid  bofon  Ibc 
llonte,  iiiwlof  theniimlKtrof  acTCBoriuHl 
ill  i:n<;hiid  now  iiioloied,  and  to  «l»t 
extent  i)ie  same  mishl  Iw  rnpablo  ot  im- 
provement. Thi>  Motion  he  had  before 
madi',  biit  tlic  rrinrns  to  it  bad  doI  yit 
been  prcsenieil. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  obiKled  to  ihr 
imKbirtion  of  thin  nccotint,  ai  involvingt 
great  innny  difliciillien;  the  Motion  wm 
courbed  in  much  too  i^iieral  toraii — the 
prtiriiiennture  of  the  documents  required 
uiiglil  to  he  Bpi-eificd. 

Mr.  .Sfirinii  Uice  wislicd  to  eKpUin  mhj 
thb  I'l'inrti  rebitive  to  inteitales  hid  not 
hct'ii  Rindc.  He  lind  inquired  into  lb« 
inaltrr,  and  found  that  to  makr  up  web 
an  nceoiiiit  ai  the  hon.  Member  had 
ninvi'il  tor,  nnd  iha  Home  had  oidrnd, 
woiibl  C()iii|M>l  the  .•^iilicitor  of  the  TiM- 
xiiry  l<>  Hus|M>nil  all  other  huaineu  in  hii 
nlliee  fur  fix  monthi.  He  wished  to  for*- 
Witn  ihi^  House  of  tbi>  fjreai  expente  aim 
ubicU  lliL-  n-iuni  would  caiixe.  He  had 
no  iib|reiJoN  wlialevcr  to  produre  it :  but 
hi:  should   wish  that  the  Hotiie  ihoaid 
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firsi  of  all  be  in  posaesaion  of  an  estimate 
of  the  probable  expense  of  making  out 
the  return.  If  it  chose  to  order  the  re- 
turn after  such  an  estimate  was  laid  before 
it,  of  course  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  do  so ;  but  he  wished  that  the 
House  should,  in  the  first  iiutance,  know 
the  expense. 

Mr.  Harvey  would  undertake  to  say, 
that  the  whole  expense  would  not  bo  .50/. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  him 
a  return  for  one  year,  and  he  was  sure  that 
similar  returns  for  every  year  might  be  pre- 
pared  for  40s.  each.  The  amount  of  some 
estates  which  went  in  this  way  into  the 
hands  of  the  Crown  was  immense :  and 
he  had  been  told  only  a  few  days  ago  of 
one  estate  of  upwards  of  100,000/.  which 
thiia  went  into  the  possession  of  the 
Crown.  This  was  a  source  of  public  re- 
▼anue,  which  was  quite  unexplored,  and 
an  account  of  which  ought  to  be  before 
the  House.  If  there  was  a  difficulty  of 
making  out  the  returns,  from  their  magni- 
tude, that  was  an  additional  reason  why 
the  House  of  Commons  should  inquire 
into  the  matter.  The  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury  was  very  well  paid — he  attended 
to  a  great  variety  of  business,  and  ought 
to  have  time  to  furnish  such  an  account. 
If  the  business  of  his  ofhcc  were  con- 
ducted properly,  it  would  not,  he  was 
aure,  take  one  clerk  three  days  to  make 
out  the  return. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to  lay  an  annual 
account  before  the  Treasury,  and  there 
could  therefore  be  no  difficulty  in  making 
the  return,  unless  indeed  the  Solioilorshad 
rendered  no  account  to  the  Treasury,  in 
which  case  the  return  ought  to  be  immedi- 
ately and  imperatively  called  for.  He  would 
recommend  an  abstract,  and  he  was  sure 
that  it  might  be  prepared  for  a  few  shillings. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  had  not  refused  the 
production  of  the  paper.  His  observation 
was,  that  before  the  Motion  was  agreed  to, 
it  would  be  proper  that  they  should  be 
acquainted  with  the  probable  expense  to 
which  it  would  lead.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  move  for  the  accounts  for  the 
last  seven  years,  whieh  would  probably 
jiiit  as  well  answer  his  pur))O.He,  they  would 
be  prepared  much  more  easily  and  at  con- 
siderably less  expense. 

Mr.  Hume  would  wish  to  know  whether 
the  urrounls  of  the  Solicitor  lo  the  Trea- 
sury were  not  annually  rendered  to  the 
Treasury  ? 


Mr.  Spring  Rice  could  not  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  during  the  last  thirty 
years — the  pe  riod  embraced  by  the  motion — 
such  accounts  as  those  sought  for  had  been 
annually  rendered  to  the  Treasury ;  but 
this  he  knew,  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  department  of  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury  was  conducted,  that  the  accounts 
of  that  office  were  as  regularly  rendered 
as  they  possibly  could  be  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Hume  again  suggested,  that,  under 
such  circumstances,  an  abstract  of  those 
accounts  might,  without  much  difficulty 
be  procured. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  if  the 
question  went  to  a  vote,  he  should  support 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  Harvey  was  ready  to  accede  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to 
limit  his  Motion  to  the  last  seven  years. 

Motion  withdrawn,  and  notice  of  a 
Motion  on  the  subject  given  for  the  next 
day. 

Breach  OF  Privilege.]  Mr.  Perceval 
said,  that  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  breach 
of  one  of  its  most  important  privileges.     It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  on  Thursday  last,  previous   to 
his  moving  for  an  address  to  hit  Majesty 
to  appoint  a  day  of  general  fast,  he  took 
occasion  to  enforce  the  standing  order  of 
that  House  for  the  exclusion  of  strangers. 
On  the  succcedingmorning,  there  appeared 
in  several  of  the  newspapers,  a  report  of  the 
I  proceedings  that  had  taken  place  in  that 
I  House  (luring  such  exclusion  of  strangers 
I  from  the  gallery.     Under  these  circum- 
^  stances,  he  felt  it  is  duty  to  bring  such 
,  a  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
He  did  so,  because  he  thought  it  incum- 
;  bent  on  the  House  to  assert  and  maintain 
'  one  of  its  mos  important  privileges — that 
of   the   exclusion  of    strangers  from  its 
debates   whenever    there    should   appear 
'  sufficient  reason  to  it  for  doing  so — ^a  privi* 
lege  which  would  be  utterly  without  value 
if  it  were  to  be  in  the  power  of  any  hon. 
'  Member  to  report  their  proceedings  while 
that   standing  order   was  enforced.     He 
(lid  so,  because  this  standing  order  was  one 
of  those   high   and   invaluable  privileges 
'  which  they  had  received  from  their  prede- 
cessors,   and   which   they   were   in  duty 
hoinid  to  preserve  and  hand  down  unim- 
paired and  inviolate  for  the  use  and  service 
i  ot  their  successors.    If,  by  their  negligence 
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and  carelessness  in  the  non-enrorcement 
of  their  undisturbed  rights,  they  were  to 
allow  this  privilege  to  be  thus  openly, 
grossly  and  directly  invaded,  and  there- 
by Buffered  to  fall  into  utter  and  en- 
tire disase,  though  they  themselves 
might  not  reap  the  inconvenience  that 
would  thence  arise,  their  successors,  no 
doubt  would,  and  the  true  blame  must  in 
that  case  attach  to  those  upon  whose 
shoulders  at  present  rested  the  duty  of  pre- 
serving that  privilegeentireand  unimpaired. 
They  had  no  right  to  say,  that  they  would 
treat  with  disregard  the  breach  of  that 
privilege,  because,  in  a  given  instance, 
they  might  not  clearly  see  the  use  of  en- 
forcing it.  He  trusted  to  be  able,  in  a 
few  words,  to  demonstrate  to  the  House  the 
utility  of  enforcing  its  standing  order  in  this 
particular  instance;  and,  with  that  view, 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  lUem- 
bers  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  breach  of  privilege  had  occurred.  It 
was  the  undoubted  privilege  of  that  House 
to  exclude  strangers  during  its  proceed- 
ings: and  under  such  circumstances,  the 
publication  of  its  debates  was  a  direct 
and  wilful  contravention  of  that  privilege, 
flung  in  the  face  of  the  House,  who  had 
evidently  excluded  strangers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  its  debates  secret  from 
the  public.  Probably  that  statement,  and 
his  having  called  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  circumstance  that  they, 
as  the  guardians  of  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  House,  were  in  duty  bound 
to  maintain  them,  constituted  in  them- 
selves sufficient  grounds  for  the  IVIotion 
which  he  was  about  to  submit  to  the 
House.  He  begged  leave,  however,  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  individual  who  should 
choose,  when  the  standing  order  was  en- 
forced against  the  admission  of  strangers, 
to  publish  Ihe  debates  of  that  House,  with- 
out either  the  intervention  of  those  usual 
channels  of  conveyance  whereby  a  certain 
degree  of  accuracy  was"  ensured  in  the 
transmission  of  their  debates  to  the  public, 
or  without  any  other  means  of  guarding 
against  their  errors,  must  feel  that  in  thus 
contravening  the  orders  of  that  House,  he 
was  taking  acourse  that  would  lead  to  much 
misrepresentatiou,  and  he  must  feel,  that 
being  debarred  from  those  channels  of  in- 
formation upon  which  a  dependence  could 
be  placed,  lie  ought  to  be  held  responsible 
for  those  blunders  and  inaccuracies  which 
might  go  forth  to  the  public  in  such  a 
publication.    In  the  report  which  in  this 


instance  had  been  given  of  the  speech 
which  he  had  had  the  honour  of  then  ad- 
dressing to  the  House,  there  was  so  much 
of  what  he  had  said,  that  it  evidently  must 
have  been  furnished  by  an  individual  who 
heard  that  speech,  and  who  was  present  at 
the  debate ;  yet,  at  the  same  time,  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  no  plain  in- 
telligent man  could  possibly  read  that 
report  without  seeing  that  the  design  with 
which  it  had  been  drawn  up  was  to  throw 
the  speech  which  he  had  made  into  com- 
plete and  utter  ridicule.  He  chained  that 
individual,  whoever  he  was,  that  madethe 
report,  with  direct  and  deliberate  false- 
hood. The  direct  and  deliberate  false- 
hoods that  were  to  be  found  in  that  report 
he  should  state  to  the  House;  and  he 
further  chained  that  report  with  the  genera! 
intention  of  throwing  ridicule  on  the  whole 
of  his  speech.  He  should  now  lay  before 
the  House  the  gross  misrepresentations 
which  that  report  exhibited  of  the  senti- 
ments that  had  fallen  from  him  (Mr.  Per- 
ceval) on  the  occasion  in  question.  In 
the  commencement  of  that  report,  he  was 
made  to  assign  as  his  reason  for  enforcing 
the  standing  order  against  the  presence  of 
strangers  during  the  debate,  "  that  he 
would  not  allow  the  public  to  know  the 
blasphemies  that  might  be  spoken  in 
answer  to  this  speech — that  the  blasphe- 
mers, if  any  in  this  House,  might  not  be 
able  to  give  publicity  to  their  blasphemies.' 
Now,  there  was  just  so  much  of  what  he 
did  really  say  in  that  part  of  the  report, 
as  to  show  that  it  was  given  by  a  person 
who  was  present  on  the  occasLou,  but  it 
contained  in  it,  at  the  same  time,  nothing 
of  the  true  animus  and  spirit  of  the  obser- 
vations that  he  then  made  use  of.  What 
he  really  did  say  with  regard  to  the  point, 
at  the  time,  was,  that  It  would  ill  become 
him,  after  the  attention,  both  patient  and 
respectful,  with  which  he  had  been  listened 
to  on  a  previous  occasion,  wheu  bringing 
forward  a  similar  motion,  to  impute  to  any 
hon.  Member  in  that  House  an  intention 
to  treat  such  a  subject  iu  a  blasphemous 
or  irreligious  manner;  but  he  added, that 
there  were  individuals  out  of  that  House 
who,  as  on  the  previous  occasion,  would 
try  to  make  his  speech.ihe  subject  of  blas- 
phemous animadversion,  and  some  of  bis 
near  friends  and  relatives  had  objected  10 
his  bringing  forward  the  Motion  for  thut 
reason.  He  had  said,  that  he  had  replied 
to  them,  "  that  without  at  all  yielding  to 
tlie  force  of  such  an  objectbn,  he  had  at 
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once  at  hand  the  means  of  obviating  it— - 
that  he  had  the  power,  as  a  Member  of 
that  House,  of  excluding  strangers  from 
the   gallery  during  the   debate — of  thus 
taking  away  the  possibility  of  any  paper 
poblishing  it,  and,  in  that  way,  of  prevent- 
ing that  blasphemy  which  they  dreaded  on 
the  subject'*    That  was  what   he  really 
had  said,  whereas  this  report  made  him 
talk   of  the    blasphemy  that    might  be 
spoken    by   the    hon.   Members  in   that 
House  in  reply  to  this  speech.    He  should 
state  to  the  House  another  instance  of  the 
gross  misrepresentation  which  character- 
ized this  report,  in  proof  of  the  expediency 
of  this  Motion,   and  also  as  tending  to 
■how,  that  when  strangers  were  excluded, 
if  any  individual  should  have  the  power  of 
attempting  to    give    in   full   what    then 
passed,   they   would   be   exposed   to   the 
greatest  possible   misrepresentation.      In 
another  part  of  this  report  he  was  repre- 
sented as  having  said,  *'  that  he  was  sin- 
cere, and  that  he  was  arguing  these  truths 
io  his  usual  way,  when  he  is  under  an 
influence.*'     No  individual  who  read  that 
phrase  could  for  a  moment  doubt  that  the 
intention  of  the  person  who  published  what 
he  said   in  such   a  shape,  was  to   throw 
ridicule  on  his  speech.     What  he  said  on 
that  occasion  simply  was,  *^  that  upon  any 
subject,  when  he  entertained  strong  feel- 
ings, he  might  be  afraid  that  his  speech 
woald  partake  of  the  warmth  of  feeling 
by  which  he  was  influenced,  but  that  he 
was  not  in  the  present  instance  carried 
away  by  warmth  or  passion — that  he  but 
rarely  trespassed  on  the  House,  and  that 
he  had  been  only  induced  to  do  so  on  this 
occasion   by   a    strong   sense  of   duty.'* 
There   was    another    passage  from    this 
report  of  his  speech  which,  he  would  un- 
dertake to   say,  no   man  who  heard  that 
speech,  or  who  at  all  knew   him   (Mr. 
Ferceyal),  could  have  put  down  and  de- 
liberately published,  without  knowing  well 
that  it  was  a  falsehood.     He  was  made  to 
say,  **  Let  the  kings  and  priests  be  ex- 
pelled, and  all  such  mummery  be  averted, 
unless  you  will  listen  to  my  voice  for  a  fast 
and  humiliation."     He  would  assert,  that 
a  grosser  perversion  could  not  possibly 
have  been  committed  by  an  intelligent 
man    of    the  sentiments   that  fell  from 
another,  than  that  passage  exhibited,  and 
that  it  was  altogether  an  entire  falsifica- 
tion of  what  had  been  said  by  him  (Mr. 
Perceval)  on  that  occasion.     He  thought 
that  be  only  bad  discharged  his  duty  to 


himself  and  to  the  House  in  bringing  this 
matter  under  its  uotice^ — to  himself  in  free- 
ing himself  from  the  falsifications  which 
that  report  contained  of  his  sentiments;  and 
towards  the  House,  in  calling  its  attention 
to  the  due  enforcement  of  one  of  its  stand- 
ing rules,  so  that  hereafter  it  would  not 
be  in  the  power  of  any  individual  when 
strangers  were  excluded  to  publish  their 
discussions,  thus  exposing  hon.  Members 
to  the  risk  of  having  their  sentiments 
grossly  falsified  and  misrepresented.  He 
should  conclude  by  moving  that  the 
printer  of  the  paper  which  he  now  held 
in  his  hand,  The  Times ,  should  be  called 
to  the  Bar  of  that  House.  He  begged  to 
observe,  that  the  report  of  which  he  com- 
plained appeared  under  the  regular  head, 
and  in  the  usual  parliamentary  report  in 
two  papers — the  Morning  Chronicle  and 
The  Times ;  while  in  another  paper — the 
Morning  Herald — it  was  put  less  ostenta- 
tiously at  the  end  of  the  parliamentary 
report,  and  with  a  paragraph  stating  that 
it  did  not  come  from  their  usual  sources. 
He  thought  it,  however,  better  to  select  a 
single  paper,  with  a  view  to  try  the  privi- 
lege of  that  House,  and  for  that  purpose 
he  had  selected  The  Times.  He  believed 
that  before  he  made  his  Motion,  the  first 
step  to  be  taken  was  to  hand  the  clerk  a 
copy  of  the  paper,  and  have  it  read  at  the 
table. 

Paper  accordingly  handed  in,  and  the 
passages  complained  of  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  Perceval  moved,  that  "  John  Joseph 
Lawson,  the  printer  of  The  Times  news- 
paper, be  ordered  to  attend  at  the  Bar  of 
that  House  upon  Thursday  next." 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  there  could  be  no 
doubt,  that  by  the  rules  of  that  House,  the 
publication  of  its  debates  was  in  itself  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  House.  He 
did  not  understand  distinctly,  from  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member,  whether 
he  meant  to  complain  of  every  species  of 
reporting;  for,  as  the  hon.  Member  must 
be  aware,  it  undoubtedly  did  so  happen 
that  every  kind  of  reporting  of  their  de- 
bates was  in  contravention  of  the  privileges 
of  that  House.  He  apprehended,  however, 
that  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
on  this  occasion,  did  not  apply  to  reporting 
generally,  but  that  he  intended  to  complain 
of  the  particular  instance  of  the  report  of 
his  own  speech.  Now,  unless  the  hon. 
Member  meant  to  complain  of  reporting 
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<>;encraUy,  liis  observations  must  ap|)ly  to 
the  re|K)rting;  that  had  taken  place  in  tin's 
purtioular  instance,  and  then  the  question 
arose,  how  far  that  was  his  object,  and, 
secondly,  who  was  the  individual  meant  on 
this  occasion.     lie  (Mr.  liumc)  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to,  when  he  fonnd  that  he  could 
not  raise  the  question  concerning  the  ex- 
clusion of  strangers,  that  he  did  then  exer- 
cise that  power  which  belonged  to  him  as 
a  Member  of  that  House — tlmt  he  did 
write  down  every  thing  as  accurately  as  he 
could — that  the  same  was  done  by  other 
individuals,   with   respect   to   the  debate 
which  then  occurred;  and  that,  having  done 
so,  when  the  debate  was  over,  he  had  given 
what  he  had  written  to  a  gentleman  out  of 
the  House,  to  do  what  he  pleased  with  it. 
It  so  happened  that  on  that  occasion  he 
did  not  come  in  the  way  of  the  reporter 
for   The  Times,  nor  did  he  see  any  one 
connected  with  The  Times ,  but  if  he  had 
met  the  reporter  of  that  journal,  it  was  as 
probable  that  he  shonld  have   given  the 
report  in  question  to  him  as  to  any  other 
individual.     He  had  not  had  time  to  read 
the   whole  of  that   report    after   it   was 
published,    but   he   had    read    the  com- 
mencement of  it,  and  his  impression  was, 
that  it  was  correct.     He  had  not  given  the 
quotations  at  length,  as  they  appeared  in 
the  Morning  Chronicle,  but  he  apprehended 
the  Scripture   quotations  were    filled   up 
from  the   parts  of  verses  he  had  given. 
Further,  as  to  the  general  report  itself,  he 
had  heard  other  hon.  Members  say,  that  it 
was  a  tolerably  correct  account  of  what 
the  hon.  Member  had  said.   He  had  made 
the  report  of  the  debate  on  this  occasion, 
because  it  was  attempted  to  exclude  the 
public  from  hearing  or  knowing  what  took 
place  in  that   House  through   the   usual 
channels  of  intelligence,  and  he  should  do 
so  again  whenever  a  similar  attempt  was 
made.     If  any  one  was  guilty  of  crime  in 
this  instance,  he  was  the  criminal,  though 
he  believed  he  had  only  exercised  a  right 
which  belonged  to  him  as  a  Member  of 
that  House.     He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  had  no  other  desire  but 
to  do  him  justice  and  to  tell  the  truth. 
In  doing  what  he  had  done,  he  had  not 
committed  a  greater  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges of  that  House  than  was  every  day 
committed    by   the    publication   of    their 
debates,  which,  he  repeated,  was  in  direct 
contravention  of  a  standing  order  of  that 
House — an  order  that  he  had  over  aud 


over  again  endeavoured  to  get  repealed. 
Again  he  would  repeat,  in  reply  to  the 
complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  at  to  the 
inaccuracy  of  his  (Mr.  Hume'i)  report  of 
his  speech,  that  he  had  attempted  to  give 
as  faithful  an  acconnt  of  it  as  he  poMibly 
could ;  that  it  was  not  possible  ror  him, 
unpractised  as  he  was  in  such  a  matter,  to 
follow  an  hon.  Member  in  full  through  a 
speech  that  occupied  nearly  an  hour  and  a 
half;  that  whenever  a  snnilar  occasiou 
arose  in  which  those  who  could  thus  fol- 
low, hon.  Members  were  excluded  from 
the  gallery,  in  order  to  prevent  the  publi- 
cation of  their  debates,  he  would  endea- 
vour to  supply  a  report  of  them — and 
perhaps  more  practice  would  make  bim 
perform  it  better  than  on  this  occasion,  and 
that  in  that  way  he  should  do  what  in  him 
lay  to  prevent  the  hon.  Member,  or  any 
other  hon.  Member  who  should  hereafter 
attem]>t  it,  from  excluding  the  public  from 
a  knowledge  of  the  proceedings  that  took 
place  in  that  House.  He  had  often  before 
dwelt  upon  the  inconvenience  of  leafing 
their  debates  to  he  published  in  an  un- 
authorised form,  and  he  had  urged  the 
propriety  of  having  reporters  duly  appoint- 
ed for  reporting  the  debates  of  that  House, 
and  who  would  be  responsible  for  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  reports  which  they  furnished. 
While,  however,  he  was  for  the  adoption 
of  such  a  mepsurc  as  that,  he  was  as  much 
alive  as  any  hon.  Member  in  that  House  to 
the  extraordinary  and  admirable  accuracy 
with  which  the  debates  of  that  Hoaie 
were  at  present  given  to  the  public,  when- 
ever an  occasion  arose  in  which  it  was 
necessary  to  give  them  at  any  length.  He 
had  frequently,  on  such  occasions,  looked 
through  column  after  column  of  tlie  re- 
))orts  of  their  debates  without  being  able 
to  detect  a  single  solitary  error  in  them. 
A  facility  of  making  such  reports  was 
not  possessed  by  him  ;  but  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member,  that  if  he  had  not  the 
power,  he  had  at  least  the  will,  and  that  so 
far  from  having  any  intention  to  impart 
a  false  gloss  to  his  statements,  or  to  mis- 
represent his  opinions,  he  had  every  desire 
to  do  him  all  the  justice  he  possibly  could. 
If  there  were  any  mistake  in  the  report, 
the  hon.  Member  might  thank  faimaeir,  for 
if  he  had  not  excluded  strangers,  his 
speech  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  accu- 
rately reported. 

The  Speaker  rose  and  said,  I  feel  it 
necessary  to  interpose  at  this  stage  of  the 
proceeding.     Of   all  the   extnu)Kdinaiy 
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House,  thai  which  has  been  just  nuide  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  is  the 
most  extraordinary.  That  hon.  Member 
not  only  confesses,  but  avows,  that  he 
has,  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  taken 
advantage  of  the  power  which  he  thus 
possesses  to  commit  a  breach  of  ti)e  privi- 
leges of  this  House.  The  lion.  Member, 
on  an  occasion  when  the  public  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  debates  ill  that  House,  has 
furnished  a  report  of  them  to  the  public  ; 
and  he  has  stated  hisdeterminatiun  to  do 
so  B^ain^  whcucver  a  like  occasion  may 
arise.  The  hon.  Member  must  l>e  aware, 
ihat  to  furnish  a  report  of  a  debate  in  that 
House,  and  even  to  furnish  his  own  speech, 
OQ  the  part  of  any  hon.  Member,  c(uisti- 
tutes  a  breach  of  the  privileges  uf  the 
House. 

Mr.  Hume:  I  never  did  it  in  my  life. 

The  Speaker:  I  am  arguing  no  new 
doctrine  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  express  the 
■eotioients  I  entertain,  and,  most  honestly 
believing  that  the  hon.  Member  has  acted 
from  a  misconception  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House,  to  tell  him  that  cvory  step  he 
avows  himself  to  have  taken,  has  been  in 
him  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House.  The  accuracy  of  the  statement 
has  nothing  to  do  witli  the  (picstion.  The 
privilege  of  the  House  is,  that  what  passes 
io  the  debates  of  the  House  shall  not  be 
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clearly   and  distinctly  a  breach  of  those 
privileges  to  publisli  any  of  their  debates. 
He  submitted  to  the  hon.  Grntleman  who 
had  made  the  Motion,  that  having  fully 
attained    his  object   in    clearing   himself 
from  any  misrepresentation   which  might 
have  gone  abroad  of  his  sentiments,  he 
should  not  persevere  further  on  this  orra- 
sion.     He  did  not  think  that  any  further 
step  which  the  lion.  Gentleman  could  take 
would  have  the  efl'ect  of  more  completely 
asserting  the  privileges  of  that  House  ;  and 
he  did  not  su])pose  that  the  hon.  Member 
in   question  contemplated  any  thing  like 
strictly   enforcing   the   privileges  of  that 
Huuse  aixainst  the  publication  of  the  de- 
bates.    They  had  only  to  look  back  to  the 
history  of  the  hijst  half  century,  to  see  how 
the  practical  enforcement  of  those  privi- 
leges had   been  departed  from.      About 
half  a  century  ago,  it  was  considered  a 
breach  of  privilege  to  publish  the  names 
of  any  Members  who  spoke  in  that  House ; 
but,   nevertheless,    fictitious  names  were 
resorted  to,  and  the  debates  were  given  at 
lenjith.     Ho  was  sure  that  in  the  state  of 
the  public  mind  at  present,  it  would  be  a 
vain  attempt  on  the  part  of  any  man  to 
enforce   generally    the   privileges  of  that 
House  ag;ainst  the  publication  of  the  de- 
bates.     He   now   came   to  the  question 
immediately  before  them.     The  printer  of 
a  newspaper  obviously  would  do  his  utmost 
circulated  amongst  the  public      It  is  not  |  to  procure  all  the  information  he  could, 
necessary  for  me  to  pointout  to  the  House,    and  communicate  it  to  the  public,  and  in 
or  to  the  hon.   Member,  how  extremely    this  case  the  editor  of  the  paper  in  ques- 
futilcsuch  a  rule  would  be,  if  every  Mem-    tion  had  evidently  made  use  of  the  best 
her  could,  of  his  own  fiee  will,  put  it  aside ;    means  in  his  power  to  obtain  information, 
bull  will  tell  the  hon.  Member,  that  either    He  stated   that  circumstance,  in  order  to 
he  or  i  am  completely  ignorant  of   the  ,  shew  that  the  breach  of  privilege  in  this 
privileges  of  this  House — he,  in  supposing  j  instan<:e,   as   far   as   the   newispaper   was 
liiaiself  justified  in  giving  to  the  public  ,  eoncerned,  was  not  a  more  aggravated  one 
any  speech  made  in  the   House,  or  I  in  j  than  that  which  was  committed  every  day 
presuming,  such   conduct  to   be  a  gross,  in  the  usual  way.     The  case  was  so  clear 
breach  of  privilege.  !  a    breach   of  privilege,   that  if  the  hon. 

Lord  AiUiorp  said,  that  every  hon.  Gen- ,  Member  |)ersevered  in  his  Motion,  he  must 
tleman  who  was  ac<piainted  with  the  pri-  vote  for  it ;  but  he  did  hoi>c  the  hon. 
viieges  of  the  House,  must  concur  in  what ,  Member  would  see  that  such  a  course  was 
had  fallen  from  the  Chair.  It  undoubtedly  '  not  desirable,  and  that  he  would  accord- 
was  a  breach  of  privilege  to  publish  the  ingly  abandon  his  Motion, 
debates,  and  whether  that  publication  i  Colonel  Davies  thought,  that  the  breach 
Cook  place  through  the  means  of  any  hon.  of  privilege  had  not  been  committed  by  the 
Member,  or  of  any  other  person,  made  no  editor  of  The  TimcSj  but  by  the  hon.  mem- 
diflfercnce  in  the  matter.  IIe(Lord  Althorp)  l>er  for  Middlesex.  But  then  that  breach  of 
was  rather  surprised  that  his  hon.  friend  privilege  was  one  which  they  were  all 
had  made  the  observations  which  he  did.  liable  to  commit,  if  the  privilege  was  en- 
If  his  hon.  friend  would  refer  to  any  hon.  forced  strictly  according  to  its  letter;  for 
Gentleman  acquainted  with  the  privileges  any  Member  who  communicated  verbally 
^  Parliameuti  be  would  find  that  it  was  to  a  stranger  what  had  occurred  io  that 
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House,  was  guilty  of  ti  breach  of  privilege    to  publisli 


uilty  of  a  publication,  if  he 
spoke  of  their  proceedings  at  his  dub,  or 
in  any  other  place.  Now,  the  hoD.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  had  doue  this,  and  the 
person  who  got  the  statement  from  him, 
might,  as  it  seemed  to  him  (Colonel  Davies), 

fmblish  it,  without  any  breach  of  the  privi- 
E^aof  that  House.  If  the  editor  of  The 
Times  was  guilty,  others  were  equally  so ; 
and  every  editor  of  every  paper  in  which 
the  report  appeared,  ought  to  be  called 
before  the  House.  What  would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  gain  by  persevering  in  his  Mo- 
tion ?  Several  attempts  of  the  same  sort 
had  been  made  before  now,  aud  the  House 
always  got  the  worst  of  it.  The  attempt 
to  insist  on  the  privilege  was  contrary  to 
the  sense  of  the  public;  aye,  and  to  the 
sense  of  every  Member  of  that  House;  and 
he  hopeclj  that  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done  what  he  considered  to  be  his  duty, 
in  bringing  this  matter  before  the  House, 
he  would  be  satisfied  and  would  proceed 
DO  further. 

Mr.  Cresiel  Pel/iam  said,  that  it  was 
for  the  credit  of  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  brought  forward  his  Motion,  and 
upon  that  ground  the  House  ought  to  sup- 
port it.  Ho  thought  it  was  a  tenable  Mo- 
tion, both  as  regarded  his  character  and  the 
character  of  the  House.  He  should  he 
ashamed  of  himself  if  he  did  not  offer  his 
humble  support  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Coupled  with  that 
Motion  a  question  had  arisen  about  the 
exercise  of  this  privilege  of  excluding 
strangers.  The  noble  Lord  had  referred 
to  the  middle  of  the  last  century,  and  had 
said  that  up  to  that  time  the  names  of  the 
speakers  were  not  given,  but  he  would  tell 
the  noble  Lord  that  that  power  was  i 
ercised  in  the  middle  of  the  preced: 
century.  It  was  exercised  at  the  time 
that  Lord  Strafford  was  brought  to  the  bar. 

Mr.  O'Conne// said,  that  the  least  doubt 
could  not  exist  in  the  mind  of  any  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  whether  or  not  the 
Speaker  had  correctly  laid  down  the  lawol 
the  House.  Independent  of  such  high 
authority,  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that 
there  was  no  more  distinct  breach  of  privi- 
lege than  the  publication  of  anything  that 
occurred  in  the  House.  But  could  there 
be  anything  so  ludii 
between  the  privilege  and  the  practice? 
The  privilege  was,  that  it  was  criminal  to 
publish  anything  whatsoever  that  took 
place  withia  the  walls— the  practice  was 
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remembered  to  have  heard  more  than  o 
hon.  Member  complain  that  the  privilege 
was  not  sufhcienlly  broken  in  his  own  case, 
by  the  rcportershaving  given  him  too  short 
a  speech  in  the  newspapers.  The  privilege, 
however,  as  it  existed,  was  one  without 
[he  breach  of  which  the  people  of  England 
would  not  be  contented,  if  they  were  now 
content  to  the  extent  it  went;  and  itc«r- 
ily  was  one  which,  if  rigidly  enforced, 
re  was  not  a  village  or  hamlet  in  the 
country  that  would  not  strongly  protest 
against  its  continuance.  Even  at  the  mo- 
ment he  was  speaking,  it  was  possible  tliere 
might  be  strangers  listening  to  their  debate, 
which,  of  course,  ought  not  to  be  the  case: 
these  strangers  might,  too,  give  to  the 
public  what  occurred;  and  be  then  asked, 
could  there  be  a  greater  absurdity  than  the 
variance  between  the  privilege  and  practice! 
If,  then,  there  was  any  occasion  upou 
which  this  privilege  might  be  waved,  or  one 
on  which  it  might  be,  with  a  degree  of  im- 
punity, broken,  it  was  when  r^igious  dis- 
sertations were  the  subject  of  debate.  The 
Members  of  that  House  difTered,  very 
many  of  them  widely,  in  their  religious 
tenets;  and  if  religious  discussions  were 
once  permitted,  there  was  no  reason  why 
— and  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
prevent  that  consequence  —  the  House 
should  not  at  length  be  engaged  in  re- 
ligious controversy.  Nobody  could  doubt 
the  religious  sincerity  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  brought  forward  the  present  Mo- 
tion, at  least  be  (Mr,0'Connell)couIdnol, 
favoured  as  he  had  been  by  hearing  his 
dissertation  the  other  night;  but  if  the 
same  Motion  had  been  brought  forward 
by  any  other  man  not  equally  well  known, 
would  it  not  have  sounded  like,  aud  would 
not  the  world  have  believed  it  to  be, 
fanalici.'im  ?  He  must,  in  any  case,  pro- 
test against  any  hon.  Member  assuming  to 
be  the  bearer  of  a  special  mission  to  dictate 
ordinancesofa  religiouskind.and  he  denied 
the  authority  of  .any  individual  for  such  a 
purpose.  If  the  House  were  to  allow 
theological  discussions,  was  there  any 
knowing  where  it  would  end,  and  might 
not  some  person  rise  up,  on  some  other 
occasion,  and  perhaps  astound  them  with 
a  dissertation  iu  the  imknowa  tongue? 
He  was  only  one  Member  of  the  House, 
but  his  humble  opinion  was,  that  if  they 
once  allowed  the  barrier  between  political 
and  theological  discussion  to  be  broken 
down,  there  could  no  stop  be  put  to  the 
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results  that  must  inevitably  follow ;  and 
he  was  therefore  of  opinion,  that  if  ever  an 
occasion  had  occurred  where  a  breach  of 
privilege  was  allowable,  the  present  was 
that  case;  for  if  it  was  permitted  that 
other  subjects  should  go  forth  through 
the  newspapers,  why  should  not  the  coun- 
try be  informed  on  this  head  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  made  the  Motion  was 
decidedly  free  from  anything  like  a  tinc- 
ture of  vindictiveness,  nor  was  he  sus- 
pected by  any  one  of  a  motive  of  that 
kind  in  having  brought  forward  his  Motion. 
This  was  a  great  benefit;  for  a  religious 
zeal  and  vindictive  spirit  were,  unfortu- 
nately, too  often  allied.  Let  the  hon. 
Gentleman  then  consider  this,  and  not  to 
give  a  handle  to  any  one  to  accuse  him  of 
a  vindictive  spirit ;  and  the  best  mode  by 
which  he  could  avoid  that,  was  by  with- 
drawing his  Motion.  Besides,  if  the  object 
were  good,  the  execution  was  the  only 
thing  complained  of.  The  accuracy  of  the 
report,  as  far  as  it  went,  was  fair.  It  cer- 
tainly did  not  give  all  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  during  the  hour  and  a  half  which 
the  House  had  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
bim.  He  trusted,  however,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  if 
he  did  not,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  would 
move  the  previous  question. 

Lord  Milton  had  heard  with  regret  what 
had  falleo  from  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Kerry  with  respect  to  the  privileges 
of  that  House.  He  (Lord  Milton)  knew 
that  the  publication  of  the  debates  of  the 
House  were  so  ordinary  a  thing,  and 
afforded  such  gratification  to  the  curiosity 
of  the  people  as  to  their  proceedings,  and 
the  feelings  of  the  people  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  their  Representatives,  that  he 
should  be  sorry  that  it  were  taken  away. 
However,  the  privilege  of  the  House  was 
not  of  that  slight  importance  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Kerry  would  wish  to  represent 
it.  It  was  essential,  for  instance,  that  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  should  speak 
their  sentiments  free  from  fear  or  from  in- 
fluence, and  he  would  ask,  whether  the 
object  of  freedom  of  debate  was  not 
attained  more  effectually  while  they  re- 
tained within  themselves  the  power  of 
excluding  strangers,  than  if  that  privilege 
were  to  be  put  an  end  to  ?  He  would  ask, 
whether  there  might  not  be  occasions 
when,  not  for  the  purposes  of  individuals, 
but  to  secure  *'ne  quid  detrimcnti  reS' 
pubHca capiat"  it  would  be  as  well  that 

Ibey  fbould  have  the  power  of  keeping 


their  debates  within  themselves  ?  He  re- 
membered, when  a  very  young  Member  of 
the  House,  it  having  once  been  proposed 
that  the  sense  of  the  House  should  be 
taken  as  to  the  order  for  the  withdrawal  of 
strangers;  it  had  not  succeeded,  nor  could 
he  agree  to  any  such  principle,  as  he 
thought  the  mere  notice  of  the  presence 
of  strangers  should  be  enough  to  exclude 
them.  But,  whatever  discussion  might 
arise  upon  this  point,  he  should  say,  with 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex,  that  it  was  at  least 
important  while  the  order  was  in  force, 
that  there  should  not  be  any  reporter 
within  the  walls  of  the  House.  They 
might  have  occasion  to  exclude  strangers 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  themselves. 
It  might  be  desirable,  upon  particular  oc- 
casions, that  what  was  said  in  that  House 
should  not  find  its  way  into  palaces,  any 
more  than  into  hamlets,  and  it  was  as 
much  against  the  Crown  as  against  the 
people,  that  he  desired  to  retain  the  privi- 
lege, and  to  enforce  it,  if  necessary,  for  the 
preservation  of  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
He  could  contemplate  a  case  in  which  it 
might  be  necessary  for  the  independence 
of  Parliament,  that  none  should  betray  to 
the  executive  what  took  place  within  those 
walls.  He  did  not  say  this  as  applying  to 
his  noble  friends  who  composed  the  Go- 
vernment at  present,  but  he  urged  it  as  a 
general  principle  in  favour  of  their  maintain- 
ing the  privilege,which  he  was  ready  to  allow 
ought  to  sit  loosely  upon  them.  Above 
all  they  must  not  permit  an  individual 
among  themselves  to  communicate  to 
others  what  they  desired  should  not  be 
made  known. 

Mr.  0*Connell  begged  to  ask,  whether, 
after  what  had  occurred,  it  was  necessary 
to  take  any  further  steps  in  order  to  have 
sufficient  proof  of  the  breach  of  privilege 
by  the  printer  ? 

The  Speaker  said,  there  were  no  further 
steps  necessary  on  this  occasion,  because 
the  breach  of  privilege  did  not  rest  on  the 
correctness  or  incorrectness  of  the  report. 
The  breach  of  privilege  consisted  in  the 
publication  of  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  House.  The  paper  was  in  their  hands, 
and  being  laid  upon  the  Table,  was  a  suffi- 
cient proof  of  the  breach  of  the  privilege  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Uobinson  said,  that  the  simple 
question  was,  whether  the  hon.  member 
for  Tiverton  had   made  out  a  sufficient 
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exercise  its  privilc^  ?  If  he  did  not  mis- 
understand the  hon.  Qcntleman,  he  did  not 
so  much  complain  of  the  publication  of  his 
speech,  as  that  it  was  not  a  correct  report 
of  what  he  said.  Now,  he  confessed  that 
it  seemed  rather  an  extraordinary  thing 
for  the  hon.  Meml)er  to  complain  of  the  in- 
correctness of  the  report  of  his  speech, 
when  that  incorrectness  arose  out  of  the 
course  which  he  had  taken  to  exclude  the 
usual  persons  through  whom  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  were  made  known 
to  the  public.  Under  such  circumstances, 
he  should  vote  against  the  proposition 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  submitted 
to  the  House.  He  did  not  think  that 
sufficient  ground  had  been  made  out  to 
warrant  it. 

Mr.  fVarbiirton  had  not  been  present  at 
the  commencement  of  tho  debate,  or  he 
should  before  have  declared,  that  he  could 
not  allow  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Middlesex,  to  bear  the  whole  responsibility 
which  belonged  to  him  as  a  re{)orter.     He 
had  no  hesitation  in  avowing  that  he  also 
had  taken  notes  of  what  had  passed,  and 
had  endeavour«d  all  in  his  power  to  give 
an  accurate  account  of  it.     He  had  also 
given  that  account  to  a  reporter.     He  was 
well  aware  that  the  giving  any  account  of 
what   had    passed   in   that   House  was  a 
breach   of  privilege,    but  he   never   was 
aware,  and  had  still   to  learn,  that  notes 
taken  by  a  Member  was  more  exclusively 
a  breach  of  privilege   than   those   notes 
taken   and  published  every  day.     As  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  I/)rd  (Lord 
Milton)  relative  to  Members  not  placing 
themselves  in  opposition    to  the  rules  of 
the  House,  he  should  only  observe,  that  no 
Member,  as  the  orders  now  stood,  had  an 
opportunity  of  gainsaying  any  one  amongst 
them  who  should   take  notice  that  there 
were   strangers  present.     As  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  Members,    and   whether   they 
exercised  that  discretion  with  prudence, 
that  must  depend  upon   the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  every  individual  case.     His 
opinion  was,  that  in  what  he  and  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Hume)  had   done  in  taking 
these  notes,  they  had  exercised  a  sound 
discretion;  for   he  was  convinced  it  was 
desirable   that  the  people   should   know 
what  occurred  upon  that  as  well  as  upon 
every  other  occasion  in  the  House.     How- 
ever, it  was  yet  to  be  decided,  that,  for  a 
Member  to  take  notes,  and  send  them  to 
a  reporter^  was  a  more  particular  breach 
of  privilege  than  the  ordinary  communica- 


tion of  these  tlebaies  that  occurred  every 
day. 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon  rose  to  give  his 
opinion  on  a  subject  on  which  every  one 
might  form  his  judgment;  but  what  had 
occurred  in  the  House  looked  to  him  h'ke 
a  confederacy  against  those  who  would 
address  themselves  to  it  upon  topics  vitally 
interesting  to  the  English  people*  The 
hon.  member  for  Kerry  had  giireD  itaahis 
opinion,  that  religious  topics  should  be  ex- 
cluded, as  leading  to  controversy;  but 
that,  in  his  view,  was  only  a  reason  for  ex- 
cluding from  the  House  some  Members 
whose  opinions  were  likely  to  afford 
grounds  for  controversy.  Yes,  in  spite 
of  the  latitudinarian  spirit  prevalent^  he 
would  say,  that  the  Constitution  of  Eng- 
land stood  upon  the  sole  ground  of  the 
Protestant  Bible  [a  laugh].  Gentlemen 
might  laugh,  but  he  had  yet  to  leara  that 
this  opinion  of  his  was  contrary  to  the 
sound  constitutional  principle  of  the  coun- 
try. He  should  not  advert  to  the  influ- 
ences of  the  unknown  tongueSi  spoken  of 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Kerry,  further 
than  to  caution  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  language  of  this  kind  dki 
not  come  well  from  persons  of  a  persuasion 
which  was  remarkable  for  always  speaking 
in  unknown  tongues.  He  would  certainly 
support  the  Motion  if  the  House  went  to  a 
division  on  it. 

Lord  John  RnsscH  thought,  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Tiverton, 
to  have  the  printer  of  the  publication 
brought  up  to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  vras 
rendered  unnecessary  by  the  avowals 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  mem* 
bers  for  Middlesex  and  Bridport.  After 
what  had  been  stated  by  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, the  hon.  Member  must  feel  that 
his  Motion  was  totally  unnecessary.  Let 
the  House  then  cousider  what  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  members  for  Middlesex 
and  B  rid  port  amounted  to.  The  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  had  informed  the 
House  not  only  that  he  considered  it  no 
breach  of  ^ privilege  to  furnish  the  publica- 
tions of  the  day  with  reports  of  what 
passed  in  the  House  when  strangers  were 
excluded,  but  that  he  would  persevere  in 
that  course  if  the  hon.  member  for  Tiver^ 
ton  should  again  move  for  their  exclusion. 
Tho  hon.  member  for  Bridport  added  to 
that,  that  there  was  not,  in  his  opinion, 
any  greater  irregularity  in  the  course 
which  he  had  adopted  than  in  the  usual 
maaner  iu  which  the  debates  vrere  pubWit 
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ed.  He  (Lord  John  Russell)  confessed 
that  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  very 
great  difference.  The  publication  of  their 
debates  in  the  ordinary  manner  was,  he 
thought,  useful  and  advantageous  to  the 
public,  and  therefore,  although  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House,  was,  on  most 
occasions,  very  properly  connived  at ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  considered  it  advant- 
ageous that  they  should  have  the  power  of 
excluding  strangers,  and  of  being  able  to 
reserve  the  debates  of  the  House  for  the  ears 
of  its  Members  only.  The  hon.  member  for 
Tiverton  had  thoua;ht  proper  to  exercise 
that  privilege,  and  ni  doing  so,  had  stated 
his  reasons  properly  and  clearly.  It  was, 
therefore,  of  importance,  so  long  as  the 
privilege  was  preserved,  and  so  long  as  the 
Mouse  allowed  publication  by  connivance 
generally,  that  in  particular  cases,  like  that 
under  discussion,  this  privilege  should  not 
be  infringed  upon  ;  and  he  trusted  that 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Middlesex, 
would  see,  that  it  was  not  proper  for  him 
again  to  pursue  such  a  course  as  that  he 
had  followed  on  this  occasion.  Upon  this 
understanding  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  brought  forward  this  Mo- 
tion would  not  feel  it  necessary  to  go  any 
further,  or  call  the  printer  and  others  to 
the  Bar^  who  were  no  mure  than  the  in- 
struments of  some  Members  of  the  House. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  spoke  under  the  disad- 
vantage of  not  having  heard  the  earlier 
part  of  the  debate ;  but  he  believed  that 
the  motion,  and  the  only  motion,  before 
the  House  was,  that  the  printer  of  the 
publication  alluded  to  should  be  called  to 
the  Bar.  He  felt  great  difHculty,  and  he 
was  sure  his  hon.  friend  must  also  foci 
great  difficulty,  in  assenting  to  tiiat  pro- 
position, because,  since  the  motion  was 
made,  two  hon.  Members  had  admitted, 
that  they  were  the  authors  of  the  report. 
Under  any  circumstances,  to  visit  the 
printer,  who  was  only  a  subordinate  agent 
in  giving  publicity  to  a  report,  with  the 
censure  of  the  House,  was  painful ;  but  it 
would  be  infinitely  more  so  after  the  prin- 
cipal agents  had  avowed  themselves. 
Those  agents  were  Mcml^ers  of  the  House, 
who,  whether  right  or  wrong,  declared 
that  they  had  acted  under  the  impression 
that  they  were  justified  in  what  they  did. 
That  being  the  case,  with  what  justice 
could  the  House  proceed  against  the 
printer,  who  had  been  misled  by  two  of 
the  Members  of  the  body  whose  privileges 
he  bad  invaded  ?    He  trusted,  then,  that 


the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Tiverton  would  with- 
draw his  motion.  The  fact  of  the  report 
being  correct  or  not,  or  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers having  given  it  us  perfect  as  in  their 
power,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  breach 
of  privilege,  and  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  would  bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  Chair.  With  respect  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Bridport,  who  had  said 
that  he  was  not  aware  of  his  committing  a 
breach  of  privilege — 

Mr.  Warhurton:  not  any  greater  breach 
than  was  committed  on  ordinary  occasions* 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  it  was  difficult  to 
compare  degrees  of  breaches  of  privilege, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  deny,  that  this 
was  a  breach  committed  under  aggravated 
circumstances,  and  having  been  committed 
by  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House,  it  was 
the  more  objectionable.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
could  reserve  to  themselves  the  right  of 
moving  for  an  alteration  of  the  law,  but 
he  doubted  not  but  that  they  would  yield 
obedience  to  the  law  as  it  stood* 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  could  not  consent 
to  call  the  printer  of  the  newspaper  to  the 
Bar  when  two  hon.  Members  had  admitted 
that  they  were  the  authors  of  the  breach 
of  privilege  complained  of.  The  publica- 
tion of  any  speech,  when  strangers  were 
excluded,  was  a  gross  breach  of  privilege, 
but  it  became  ten  times  worse  when  it  was 
committed  by  Members  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Members  were  no  doubt  in  error, 
and  he  trusted  they  would  admit  they  were. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  no  reason  to  complain  of 
the  alleged  breach  of  privilege.  He  had 
never  been  better  reported  in  his  life« 
There  was  no  misrepresentation  of  what  he 
hud  said.  Had  the  privilege  of  the  House 
been  put  in  force  every  night  during  the 
debates  on  the  Reform  question,  he  believed 
that  the  public  would  have  been  much 
better  informed  with  respect  to  what  had 
been  said  on  that  subject  than  they  could 
possibly  be  by  reading  what  was  published 
by  the  reporters  in  the  gallery.  He  agreed 
with  those  who  thought  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Tiverton  ought  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  after  the  open  avowal  of  the 
hon.  members  for  Middlesex  and  Bridport. 

Mr.  Hume  had  previously  risen  to  avow 
himself  the  agent  through  whom  the  pub* 
lie  had  been  informed  of  what  had  passed^ 
for  the  purpose  of  leaving  it  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  would  be  right  to 
proceed  against  the  printer,  for  whom  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  was  ready  to  be  answerable* 
The  Speaker  having  laid  down  the  law  oa 
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the  subject,  it  would  be  his  duty,  on  ano- 
ther occasion,  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  as  to  how  that  law  was  to  be  limit- 
ed ;  for,  as  it  appeared  to  stand  at  present, 
a  Member  was  prevented  from  giving  a 
note  of  any  single  thing  that  passed  in  the 
House,  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  a  very 
difficult  thing  to  avoid  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege. If  any  one  wished  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  should  be  secret,  he 
was  not  the  man  ;  but,  of  course,  he  felt 
bound  in  common  with  every  other  Mem- 
ber, after  the  Speaker  had  stated  what  the 
rules  of  the  House  were,  to  accommodate 
himself  to  those  rules.  When  he  had 
violated  (since  it  now  seemed  that  it  was  a 
violation)  the  rules  of  the  House,  it  had 
not  by  any  means  been  intentional  on  his 
part,  for  he  certainly  at  tKat  time  was  not 
aware  that  to  publish  the  notes  of  a  speech 
made  within  those  walls  was  more  criminal 
in  a  Member  of  Parliament  than  in  a 
reporter. 

Mr.  Warburion :  after  what  has  fallen 
from  you,  Sir,  as  to  the  law  upon  the  sub- 
ject, I  shall  not  venture  to  deny,  that 
this  is  a  breach  of  privilege  ;  but  what  I 
meant  to  say  when  1  formerly  addressed 
the  House  was,  that  I  imagined  that  it  was 
as  much  within  the  right  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  as  of  any  other  person,  to  put 
forth  the  debates  that  take  place  in  this 
House.  If,  indeed,  the  Member  who 
moved  for  the  exclusion  of  strangers  had 
taken  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  that 
question,  instead  of  having  it  granted  to 
him  as  a  matter  of  course,  I  should  then 
say  that  it  would  be  culpable  in  a  Mem- 
ber to  give  publicity  to  what  occurred,  in 
defiance  of  the  resolution  of  the  House. 
But  when  it  is  in  the  power  of  any  indi- 
vidual Member,  on  his  own  opinion,  to 
take  from  the  other  party  the  opportunity 
of  recording  his  sentiments  before  the  face 
of  the  public,  I  do  not  think  that,  in  princi- 
ple, it  is  more  culpable  for  a  Member  to 
give  a  report  of  the  proceedings  than  for 
any  other  person.  I  beg  further  to  say, 
that  I  should  not  have  done  it,  had  it  not 
been  told  me  in  the  lobby  by  a  very  old 
Member  of  the  House,  that  one  of  the 
very  best  speeches  he  had  ever  heard,  had 
been  reported  by  a  Member  under  similar 
circumstances;  and  indeed,  I  remember, 
that  strangers  being  excluded  when  Earl 
Moira  made  his  famous  speech  during  Mr. 
Pitt's  Administration,  I  read  a  report  of 
that  speech,  notes  of  it  no  doubt  having 
been  furnished  by  some  of  the  Members  of 


this  House.  If,  however,  it  is  to  be  un- 
derstood that  to  furnish  notes  under  simi* 
lar  circumstances  is  to  be  considered  as  a 
breach  of  honour,  I  shall  at  once  feel 
bound  to  subscribe  to  the  rule. 

Mr.  Perceval:  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  has  admitted,  that  if  I  had  made 
a  motion  for  clearing  the  gallery,  and  had 
succeeded  in  carrying  that  motion,  it 
would  then  have  been  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege to  publish  what  took  place.  But  I 
beg  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  House,  at  the  commencement  of  every 
Session,  makes  a  standing  order  for  the 
exclusion  of  strangers  in  such  terms  that 
it  is  in  the  power  of  any  individual  Mem- 
ber to  enforce  it.  Any  violation,  there- 
fore,  of  the  secrecy  of  oebate,  under  such 
circumstances,  is  as  much  against  the 
orders  of  the  House,  as  if  the  question  had 
been  carried  by  a  distinct  motion  on  each 
particular  occasion  that  the  standing 
order  is  enforced.  Afler  the  avowal  that 
has  this  evening  been  made  by  the  two 
hon.  Gentlemen,  I  feel  bound  to  consent 
not  to  press  any  motion  for  calling  the 
printer  to  the  Bar.  I  feel  very  grateral  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Pay- 
master of  the  Forces,  for  the  clearness 
with  which  they  have  laid  down  the  value 
of  this  privilege  of  the  House,  as  a  seca« 
rity  for  the  freedom  of  debate  in  this 
country,  and  the  consequent  necessity 
that  there  is,  that  that  privilege  should  be 
preserved  inviolate.  With  respect  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Kerry,  who  has  expressed  himself 
in  his  well-known  tongue  of  sneer  and 
irony,  I  shall  not  say  a  word.  I,  however, 
beg  to  say,  that  I  claim  no  peculiar  mis- 
sion  to  speak  to  the  House  on  any  subject, 
but  I  do  claim  the  common  right  of  t 
Member  of  this  House  to  speak  on  any 
subject  that  has  reference  to  matters  of 
common  interest  to  the  general  well-being 
of  this  country.  Another  hon.  Member 
has  said,  that  the  whole  object  of  this 
motion  was  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  my 
own  character,  inasmuch  as  it  was  attacked 
by  the  report  that  has  appeared  of  my 
speech.  If  I  know  myself,  I  will  not  dis- 
avow that  I  feel  gratified  at  having  this 
opportunity  of  exposing  the  eross  perver- 
sions of  that  report;  but  if  it  had  not 
come  within  the  defence  of  one  of  the 
most  valuable  privileges  of  this  House,  I 
would  not  have  gone  two  feet  out  of  mj 
way  for  the  sake  of  the  whole  leportf 
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Under  the  circumstances  which  have  come 
before  the  House  since  I  made  my  Motion, 
I  am  willing  to  withdraw  it.  It  might 
have  been  a  question  whether  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Bridport,  ought  not 
to  have  been  noticed  by  the  House  ;  but, 
aflerthe  declaration  of  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men, that  they  are  ready  to  bow  to  the 
decisions  laid  down  by  the  Chair,  and  after 
the  warning  that  this  evening's  discussion 
"will  afford  to  the  printers  and  editors  of 
newspapers,  I,  feel  that  the  object  which 
T  had  in  view  will  be  as  fully  answered  by 
letting  the  subject  here  drop,  as  by  prose- 
cuting it  still  further,  especially  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  has  announced  his 
intention  of  bringing  the  whole  question 
before  the  House  on  a  future  occasion.  I 
shall,  however,  feel  it  to  be  my  duty,  if  a 
similar  violation  of  the  orders  of  this 
House  should  again  take  place,  to  call 
upon  it  to  proceed  against  all  parties  who, 
after  this  notice,  shall  act  in  opposition  to 
the  feeling  that  has  this  evening  been 
expressed. 

Motion  (by  leave)  withdrawn. 

Riots  at  Nottingham — Special 
Commission.]  Sir  Francis  Burdett  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  Nottingham,  signed 
by  17,000  persons,  praying  the  House  of 
doinmons  to  interfere  to  procure  the  respite 
of  the  men  left  for  execution  at  Notting- 
hsmy  under  the  Special  Commission.  He 
was,  however,  afraid  that  this  petition  had 
arrived  too  late  to  effect  the  purpose  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  Hunt  feared  that  the  fate  of  the 
unfortunate  men  was  already  decided;  but 
if  it  were  possible  for  the  Ministers  to  relent, 
he  would  put  it  to  them,  whether  blood 
enough  had  not  already  been  spilt,  and 
whether  it  was  necessary  that  more  lives 
should  be  forfeited?  The  poor  deluded 
creatures  mentioned  in  the  petition  had 
been  worked  to  desperation  by  the  atro- 
cious instigation  of  the  public  Press ;  and 
he  would  ask,  whether  such  unfortunate 
men  as  these  ought  to  be  made  to  expiate 
their  crimes  on  the  gallows,  when  those 
who  egged  them  on  were  suffered  to  escape 
with  impunity  ? 

Mr.  Evelyn Denison  said,  the  manner  in 
which  the  petition  had  been  presented  to 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  made  it 
unnecessary  for  him  to  say  much  on 
the  subject.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  cor- 
rtcdj  stated  that  the  petition  had  come 


too  late  before  the  House,  but  he  might 
also  have  stated  that  the  petition  at  any 
time  would  have  assumed  an  inconvenient 
shape,  for,  strictly  speaking,  it  had  refer- 
ence to  a  question  in  which  that  House 
could  not  properly  interfere ;  and  on  this 
point  he  lamented  that  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  which,  no  doubt,  would 
have  had  great  weight  with  his  constitu- 
ents at  Nottingham,  had  not  been  attended 
to  at  the  time.  It  was  adviseable  that  the 
different  parties  in  the  State  should  keep 
themselves  within  their  own  limits,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  distinct  line  drawn 
between  the  Crown,  as  the  executive  Go- 
vernment, and  the  legislative  authority  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  not  on 
this  point,  however,  that  he  wished  to  en- 
gage the  time  of  the  House;  but  as  the 
petition  was  to  be  printed,  and  would, 
therefore,  go  forth  to  the  country,  he  could 
not  help  expressing  his  regret  that  it  con- 
tained allegations  both  untrue  and  incor- 
rect, so  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
(having  been  made  acquainted  with  its 
contents  through  the  courtesy  of  the  hon. 
Baronet)  to  pass  it  over  without  a  few  ob- 
servations. I'he  petition  alleged,  that  such 
short  notice  had  been  given  of  the  Special 
Commission,  that  it  had  been  impossible 
for  the  prisoners  to  prepare  their  defence, 
and  that  threats  and  privations  had  been 
resorted  to  by  the  Magistrates,  to  extort 
confessions.  He  would  venture  to  state, 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
were  thus  referred  to,  that  these  statements 
were  absolutely  unfounded  and  incorrect. 
He  might,  however,  have  had  some  diffi- 
culty in  making  this  assertion  if  the  'peti- 
tion had  not  contained  other  allegations, 
to  the  effect,  that  in  the  court  of  justice, 
and  in  the  very  presence  of  the  Judges, 
facilities  had  been  refused  to  those  who 
acted  as  intermediates  between  the  prison- 
ers and  their  legal  advisers.  The  petition 
containing  two  such  charges  as  these,  he 
could  not  but  regret  that  it  had  ever  been 
presented  ;  as  its  only  effect  could  be  to 
prevent  that  returning  good  will  which,  he 
trusted,  would  take  place  between  the 
labouring  classes  and  those  who  were  set 
over  them  in  authority  in  the  country. 
He  begged  to  state,  that  in  what  he  had 
said,  he  was  not  merely  pronouncing  his 
own  opinion ;  for  the  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hill)  who  had  acted  as  counsel  to 
most  of  the  prisoners,  had  also  been  im- 
pressed with  a  feeling  so  different  from 
that  eipressed  in  the  petition,  that  at  the 
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cloie  of  the  trials  he  had  addressed  the 
Court,  and  said,  that  in  justice  to  the 
prisoners,  who  had  been  discharged,  he 
begged  to  say  how  grateful  he  felt,  on 
their  part,  for  the  leniency  of  those  who 
had  conducted  the  prosecution  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  he  trusted  that  the 
example  would  not  be  lost  on  them,  or  on 
the  population  of  the  town  of  Nottingham, 
terms  which  he  (Mr.  Denison)  thought 
were  quite  sufficient  to  contradict  the  alle- 
gations which  were  put  forth  in  the  petition. 

Mr.  Lamb  merely  rose  on  this  melan* 
oholy  occasion  to  state,  what  he  did  not 
doubt  the  House  would  be  glad  to  hear, 
which  was,  that  the  Crown  had  thought 
proper  to  reprieve  two  of  the  unfortunate 
persons  who  had  been  ordered  for  execu- 
tion at  Nottingham — a  fact  which  he 
trusted  the  House  would  receive  in  proof 
of  the  Qovernment  having  given  the  fullest 
investigation  to  the  whole  bearings  of  the 
case. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  felt  himself  called 
on  to  deny  that  any  improper  means  had 
been  resorted  to  by  the  Magistrates,  or  by 
those  employed  under  them,  either  to 
extort  confession,  or  to  prevent  the  prison* 
ers  from  preparing  for  trial.  He  had  heard, 
however,  that  the  Magistrates  had  been 
remiss  in  their  duty,  and  that  if  proper 
steps  had  been  taken,  the  mischief  might 
have  been  avoided.  He  hoped  that  these 
occurrences  would  tend  to  attract  the 
notice  of  the  public  to  the  severity  of  the 
criminal  code,  and  the  necessity  of  inflict- 
ingcapitul  punishments  on  murderers  alone. 

Mr.  Denison  had  not  heard  these 
charges  before.  At  all  events,  if  the  gallant 
officer  was  inclined  to  attach  credit  to 
them,  it  was  his  duty  to  bring  them  for- 
ward, and  prove  them. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  had  heard  the 
charges  only  as  reports. 

Mr.  Edmund  Peel  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  there  were  such  reports  abroad — a 
feeling  of  that  kind,  at  all  events,  prevailed 
in  the  district. 

The  Glove  Trade.]  Mr.  Merries  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  Ludlow  njxainst  the 
importation  of  Foreign  Gloves.  He  could 
not  support  the  petition  generullv,  as  it 
prayed  for  the  re-enactment  of  the  pro- 
hibitory laws.  But  he  was  bound  to  as- 
sert, that  the  petitioners  were  most  re- 
spectable \)ersous,  and  he  hud  no  doubt 
they  felt  the  distresses  they  comphiiiicd  of. 
Perhaps,  however,  it  might  be  adviseable 


to  afford  the  petitiouert  what  tbay  most 
ardently  desired,  and  that  was  an  oppor- 
tunity  of  establishing  their  caae  before  a 
Committee.  If  the  Motion  were  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  and  report  to  the 
House,  he  should  feel  bound  to  oppoae  it, 
but  if  such  Committee  was  limited  to  the 
receiving  of  evidence,  and  fully  inquiring 
into  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  should  hd 
inclined  to  give  his  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion, because,  under  the  present  diffi- 
culties of  trade,  he  thought  it  was  of  ex- 
treme importance  that  all  the  griefanoes 
complained  of  should  be  properly  weighed, 
and  that  there  should  appear  on  the  part 
of  the  House  a  disposition  to  attend  to 
the  case  in  that  shape  which  the  peti- 
tioners thought  most  advantageous  to  their 
own  interests.  With  respect  to  the  pro-* 
hibitory  laws  themselves,  if  it  eould  be 
shewn  that  there  was  room  for  any  improve^ 
ment  by  their  being  partially  or  whoUy 
re-enacted,or  that  disadvantageous  changes 
had  taken  place  in  the  trade  of  the  conn* 
try  since  their  repeal,  he  would  be  ready 
to  join  with  those  who  thought  they 
ought  to  retrace  their  steps.  It  was  for 
these  reasons  that  he  was  prepared  to 
lend  his  assistance  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Lord  Althorp  would  not  say  one  word 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i  be 
only  rose  to  request  the  gallant  officer 
(Colonel  Davies)  would  postpone  his  Mo- 
tion, in  order  that  the  House,  with  the 
least  possible  delay,  might  ffo  into  the 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  the  friends  of  Refimn 
would  not  press  any  motion  that  was  not 
of  the  utmost  urgency,  otherwise  the 
House  could  not  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Colonel  Davies  regretted  he  oould  not 
comply  with  the  request  of  the  noUe 
Lord.  The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  a  numerous  population,  who 
would  be  greatly  dissatisfied  if  the  House 
should  refuse  to  spend  a  few  hours  in  con- 
sidering their  distressed  situation.  He 
should  endeavour,  however,  to  be  very 
short. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  the  noble  Lord  bad 
only  to  agree  to  the  Committee,  and  then 
there  would  be  no  cause  for  delaying  the 
question  of  Reform. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  the  best  intro- 
duction which  he  could  offer  to  the  consi- 
(leraiion  nt'  i\u\  House,  on  rising  to  state 
tlie  unfortunate  circumstances  in  which 
the  glove  trade  was  placed,  and  the  means 
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of  altering  them,  was  the  petition  which 
he  held  in  hit  hand,  which  was  signed  by 
2,000  of  the  clergy  gentry  and,  oilier  in- 
habitants of  the  first  respectability  of  the 
city  of  Worcester,  none  of  whom  were  in 
any  way  connected  wiih  the  glove  trade,  a 
fact  he  could  confidently  assert,  as  thcgrcut- 
eat  care  had  been  taken  to  exclude  all  those 
froot  signing  it  who  might  be  supposed  to 
have  a  personal  interest  or  bias  in  the 
question.  With  respect  to  the  glove  trade 
itself,  he  could  afHrm  that  there  was  no 
branch  of  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try in  a  greater  state  of  depreision,  and  he 
was  sure  no  branch  had  a  stronger  claim 
to  the  attention  of  Government.  The 
gloves  made  in  this  country  were  no 
ephemeral  production;  these  were  con- 
nected with  no  speculative  or  delusive  doc- 
trines, and  there  was  nothing  in  their 
manufacture  of  a  temporary  and  transi- 
tory nature.  In  better  days  this  manu- 
facture had  furnished  employment  to 
many  thousand  persons.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  also  bear  in  mind  that  in 
this  manufacture  there  was  nothing  un- 
wholesome, no  confinement  of  children,  to 
the  destruction  of  their  health,  and  the 
deterioration  of  their  morals,  no  congrega- 
tion of  large  numbers  in  extensive  facto- 
ries, by  which  they  became  liable  to  be 
influenced  by  the  seductive  arts  of  fac- 
tious demagogues,  whose  trade  was,  to  ex- 
cite ignorant  persons  to  outrage  and  sedi- 
tion. iSo  far  from  any  of  these  evil  effects 
being  connected  with  the  glove  trade,  the 
very  contrary  was  the  fact,  and  he  would 
affirm,  as  a  con80(iucnce,  that  the  city  of 
Worcester  had  for  a  series  of  years  been 
one  of  the  most  orderly  in  the  kingdom. 
From  the  peculiar  manner  in  which  the 
manufacturing  of  gloves  was  carried  on, 
the  wives  and  children  of  men  employed 
in  agriculture,  or  other  out-of-door  occu- 
pations, were  allowed  to  take  work  home 
to  their  own  cottages  to  complete,  and 
when  executed  to  return  it  to  their  em- 
ployers. With  all  these  favourable  cir- 
cumstances to  recommend  the  trade  to 
public  consideration,  it  was  now  in  such 
a  wretched  and  depressed  state  that  those 
who  were  accustomed  to  procure  ample 
employment  with  moderate  remuneration 
in  the  manufacture  of  gloves,  were  at  the 
present  moment  nearly  starving  from  want 
of  work.  But  upon  this  point  he  would 
not  have  retvjurse  to  derhmiatiou,  but  put 
the  House  in  |)ossessinu  of  a  series  of 
facts  which   he   apprehended    would    be 


found  fully  sufficient  to  fill  up  the  picture, 
the  melancholy  outlines  of  which  he  had 
drawn.  In  order  that  the  real  state  of  the 
trade  might  be  fully  ascertained,  a  com- 
mittee of  individuals  had  been  formed  in 
Worcester,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  the  condition  of  the  workmen  em- 
ployed in  this  manufacture  :  and  the  re- 
sult of  that  investigation,  on  which  every 
reliance  mii^ht  be  placed,  he  had  now  the 
honour  of  introducing  to  the  House.  It 
appeared  from  the  report  of  that  Commit* 
tee,  that  there  were  l^O  masters  in  Wor- 
cester, each  of  whom  formerly  manufac- 
tured, on  an  average,about  100  dozen  pair 
of  gloves  in  the  week ;  but  at  the  present 
moment  not  more  than  one-third  of  that 
quantity  was  made  ;  that,  in  consequence 
wages  to  the  amount  of  3000/.  a-week  had 
been  taken  out  of  circulation  ;  that  the 
Poor-rates,  as  compared  with  the  Poor- 
rates  in  18*25,  were  as  4s.  6d,  to  2s.  6d.; 
that  the  weekly  payments  at  the  House  of 
Industry,  which  in  1825  were  14/.  are 
now  upwards  of  40/. ;  that  in  a  tour  of  in- 
spection through  the  town,  undertaken  by 
persons  perfectly  competent  to  the  task, 
in  which  the  condition  of  1,000  workmen 
was  taken  indiscriminately,  it  was  ascer- 
tained  that  113  were  in  full  employment, 
465  employed  partially  (many  of  whom 
did  not  make  half-a-crown  a-week)  and 
422  altogether  destitute  of  all  employment 
whatever.  He  regretted  to  be  obliged  to 
add,  that  those  persons  had  no  less  than 
1748  children  dependent  on  them  for  sup- 
port. He  need  not  inform  the  House, 
that  as  the  glove-manufacturers  had  no 
machinery  connected  with  their  trade, 
they  would  at  all  times  find  it  a  matter  of 
great  diiTiculty  to  compete  with  the  foreign 
article,  even  if  the  protecting  duty  which 
the  law  pretended  to  impose  were  fully 
enforced.  The  law  said,  that  that  duty 
should  be  thirty  per  cent. :  and  the  late  Mr. 
Huskisson,  in  iiis  speech  on  the  silk  trade, 
stated,  that  the  repeal  of  the  prohibitory 
laws  was  proposed  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting a  reciprocal  feeling  on  the  part  of 
other  governments,  and  with  a  view  to  put 
an  end  to  smuggling.  The  result,  promised 
by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was 
sorry  to  sav,  had  not  been  realized.  When 
foreign  gloves  were  altogether  contraband 
and  prohibited,  they  were  liable  to  seizure 
wherever  they  were  found ;  but  now,  if  a 
smuggler  was  taken  with  a  bale  of  them 
on  his  shoulder  only  a  l(X)  yards  from  the 
beach  they  could  not  be  seized ;  and,  there- 
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fore,  it  was  evident,  that  so  long  as  smug- 
gling existed  at  all,  more  gloves  were  ad- 
mitted than  the  law  tolerated  or  allowed. 
An  instance,  he  was  sorry  say,  had 
lately  occurred  with  respect  to  smug- 
gled silk,  on  which  a  penalty  of  25,000/. 
was  levied ;  and  how  then  could  it  be 
said  that  other  smuggling  was  not  going  on, 
of  which  Government  had  no  knowledge  ? 
Who,  likewise,  had  not  read  of  the  subter- 
raneous passage  discovered  at  Margate, 
which  extended  a  considerable  distance 
into  the  solid  rock,  and  had  been  con- 
structed for  the  purposes  of  smuggling  ? 
If  those  engaged  in  such  undertakings 
could  afford  expenses  like  these,  was  it 
not  clear  that  their  profits  must  be  in  pro- 
portion ?  They  had  formerly  heard  de- 
scribed in  glowing  terms  what  France 
would  do  in  imitation  of  the  example  Eng- 
land was  setting.  He  fully  remembered 
the  effect  which  Mr.  Huskisson's  speech 
on  that  subject  made  in  the  House,  and  on 
no  one  did  that  speech  make  a  greater  im- 
pression than  on  himself;  certainly  he  had 
noped  from  its  statements  to  see  the 
nations  of  the  Continent  liberal  in  return 
for  our  liberality.  But  what  was  the  fact? 
France  actually  prohibited  some  of  our 
manufactures,  and  gloves  were  among 
the  number.  To  shew  the  feeling  which 
actuated  the  Government  of  that  country, 
he  would  mention  some  facts:  In  1825, 
our  imports  amounted  to  1,835,000/.,  and 
our  exports  to  279,000/. ;  in  1830,  our  im- 
ports were  2,328,000/.,  and  our  exports 
(exclusive  of  colonial  produce)  486,000/. 
So  much  for  reciprocity  on  the  part  of 
France.  But  having  shewn,  that  smug- 
gling had  not  diminished,  and  that  our 
exports  had  not  increased,  it  might  per- 
haps be  alleged  that,  at  all  events,  our 
revenue  had  improved  under  this  system. 
But  the  very  reverse  was  the  case.  Under 
the  present  system,  the  duty  on  foreign 
skins  and  on  French  gloves  produced 
20,000/.,  while,  under  the  former  system, 
the  duty  on  the  foreign  skins  produced 
G3,000/. ;  so  that  it  fully  appeared  that 
smuggling  was  carried  on  to  a  great  ex- 
tent ;  that  there  was  no  reciprocity,  and  a 
diminution  of  the  revenue.  But  he 
might  be  told,  that  there  could  not  be  dis- 
tress in  the  glove  trade,  because  the  num- 
ber of  foreign  skins  imported  had  in- 
creased. True,  they  had,  but  on  what  ac- 
count? Because  fashions  had  altered,  and 
the  thicker  and  coarser  texture  of  the 
British  skins  were  not  now  fashionable. 


The  glovers,  feeling  this  preuare  upon 
them,  naturally  asked  for  a  return  to  the 
former  system.  He,  however,  at  present, 
limited  his  demand  to  merely  iDquiring 
what  means  could  be  devised  for  their  re- 
lief;  and  he  thought  that  if  Government 
allowed  a  Committee  to  be  appointed, 
means  might  be  discovered  to  enforce  that 
protection  which  the  Legislature  affected 
to  give.  The  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee with  this  object  in  view,  he  had  reason 
to  know,  would  afford  the  glovers  material 
satisfaction.  But  if  it  should  be  discovered 
by  inquiry  that  nothing  short  of  actual 
prohibition  could  save  the  trade  from  de- 
struction, however  opposed  he  was  to  the 
principle  of  restriction  generally,  jet  he 
would  infinitely  prefer  returning  to  the  old 
system  than  be  a  party  to  consigBisg 
thousands  to  ruin.  It  was  true,  that  free 
trade  was  admirable  in  theory,  and  it  might 
even  be  so  in  practice,  if  we  had  not  lo 
long  pursued  the  opposite  system  that  it 
was  next  to'  impossible  to  extricate  oor- 
selves  from  it.  When  it  was  considered 
what  individuals  in  this  country  had  to 
pay  in  the  shape  of  taxes  and  pow-ratei, 
it  was  clear  that,  under  any  cirenm* 
stances,  it  was  almost  impossible  for  us  to 
compete  with  the  manufacturers  of  the 
Continent.  He  should  not  press  this 
matter  so  warmly  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  if  the  protection  of  this  trade  voald 
occasion  detriment  to  any  other  branch  of 
the  manufacturers  of  the  coantry.  But 
such  was  not  the  case ;  he  defied  any  one 
to  shew  that  there  would  be  a  siogb  ne- 
cessary article  of  life  enhanced  in  valiie 
by  affording  due  protection  to  the  dove 
trade.  The  French  glove  was  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  pure  article  of  lazury, 
and  the  people  of  this  country  wonM  he 
equally  well  clothed  and  fed  if  there  was 
not  such  a  thing  as  a  French  kid  glofe  ia 
existence.  He  was  aware  that  it  .was  laid 
down  as  a  general  maxim,  that  all  men 
ought  to  buy  where  they  can  buy  cheapest, 
— which  might  do  very  well  in  a  primitive 
state  of  society ;  but  he  could  shew  lo  de- 
monstration that  the  purchase  of  cheap 
French  gloves  was  the  dearest  bargain 
England  ever  had.  What  with  the  loss  to 
the  revenue,  and  the  increase  of  the  poor- 
rates,  which,  taking  all  the  glove  districts, 
might  be  reckoned  at  100^  .a-weekp  the 
loss  to  the  country  amounted  to .  47 tSfM. 
a-year.  From  the  returns,  it  appeared  that 
the  average  importation  dunng^  the  last 
three  years  had  amounted  to  87|000dneii 
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pair  of  gloves,  to  which  must  be  added 
the  quantity  smuggled,  which,  taken  at 
half  the  number  regularly  imported  would 

five  a  general  total  of  1 30,000  dozen  pair. 
b  compensate  for  the  inferior  cost  of 
these  gloves,  there  was  47,500/.  for  the 
additional  amount  of  poor-rates  and  ex- 
penses consequent  upon  the  new  employ- 
ment of  the  home  producer.  The  real 
price  of  this  cheap  French  article  was  to 
the  country  Is,  a  dozen,  in  addition  to 
the  price  paid  by  the  purchaser.  And 
what  was  the  advantage  lor  all  this  loss  ? 
Nothing  more  than  that  ladies  and  gentle- 
men of  fashion  might  wear  an  article  of 
delicate  texture,  while  thousands  of  honest 
industrious  people  were  starving.  He 
was  sure  that  if  hi^  fair  countrywomen 
could  see  the  scenes  of  distress  which  ex- 
isted in  these  distressed  districts,  they 
would  much  rather  administer  relief  than 
deck  themselves  in  these  articles  of  foreign 
luxury.  But  he  might  be  told,  that  capital 
must  be  transferred  from  channels  which 
were  unproductive  of  profit.  Human  be- 
ings were  not  mere  machines ;  they  had 
wants  and  feelings ;  and  a  change  of  this 
sort  was  calculated  to  produce  acute  suf- 
fering to  a  whole  generation — they  could 
not,  if  they  would,  become  agriculturists 
or  iron-workers  in  a  moment ;  and  even  if 
they  could,  what  branch  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  this  country  was  in  so  flourishing 
a  state  as  to  receive  and  find  them  employ- 
ment ?  All  that  he  asked  on  the  part  of 
these  distressed  persons  was,  tliat  the 
House  would  allow  their  case  to  be  investi- 
gated; and  supposing  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  agree  to  what  the  Com- 
mittee might  recommend,  what  mischief 
would  be  done  ?  It  would,  at  least,  be 
gratifying  to  those  individuals  to  know, 
that  the  House  had  not  turned  a  deaf  ear 
to  their  complaints.  This  was  not  a  ques- 
tion like  the  Currency  or  the  Corn-laws, 
which  would  agitate  the  whole  community ; 
on  the  contrary,  its  object  applied  to  very 
limited  districts;  and  alteration,  should 
any  take  place,  would  not,  in  any  degree, 
be  felt  by  the  nation  at  large.  In  conclu- 
sion he  begged  leave  to  move,  *'  That  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  present  distressed  state  of  the 
glove  trade.'* 

Mr.  Robinson  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  it  would  be 

much  more  agreeable  to  the    Ministers, 

if  they  could  at  once  assent  to  the  Motion 

of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  than  for 

VOL.  IX.  {JSS} 


him  to  be  under  the  necessity  of  opposing 
it;  but  it  was  their  duty  to  consider  the 
subject  in  all  its  bearings,  and  ascertain 
whether  the  concession  to  the  demand 
made,  might  not  increase  the  very  distress, 
the  existence  of  which  he  did  not  dispute, 
and  of  which  the  petitioners  complained, 
and  thus  defeat  the  object  common  to  both 
the  Government  and  the  petitioner.  So 
far  as  Government  was  concerned,  he 
could  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend 
that  he  entertained  an  earnest  desire  to 
relieve  the  distresses  of  the  glove  trade ; 
and  he  would  readily  proceed  in  the 
course  pointed  out,  were  he  not  convinced 
that  so  proceeding  could  have  no  effect  in 
remedying  the  evil.  That  must,  he 
thought,  be  evident  to  all  those  who  had 
heard  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend's  state- 
ment, for  he  had  never  heard  such  incon- 
clusive premises  as  those  on  which  he  had 
built  his  argument.  He  did  not  think 
that  his  gallant  friend  had,  in  any  way, 
succeeded  in  connecting  the  depression 
and  distress  of  the  glove  manufacturers 
with  the  importation  of  French  gloves.  He 
would  endeavour,  as  shortly  as  possible,  to 
state  the  facts  of  the  case  to  the  House,  as 
they  really  appeared ;  and  he  believed  he 
should  be  able  to  produce  such  testimony 
as  would  satisfy  hon.  Members  that  the 
distress,  which  he  deplored  as  deeply  as 
his  hon.  and  gallant  friend,  was  not  attri- 
butable to  the  importation  of  French  gloves. 
He  thought  he  could  clearly  show  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  distress.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  had  maintained  with  him 
those  principles  of  reciprocity  which  had 
been  some  time  acted  upon;  but  now  his  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  tholight  he  had  madeout 
a  special  case  which  called  for  a  departure 
from  those  principles.  As  his  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  had  mentioned  the  name  of 
Mr.  Huskisson  in  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject, he  also  begged  leave  to  illustrate  his 
view  of  the  case  by  a  remark  taken  from  the 
speeches  of  that  lamented  gentleman,  who 
had  said,  '*  that  he  had  conversed  with 
many  persons  connected  with  trade,  for 
the  purpose  of  gathering  their  opinions, 
and  that  he  had  universally  found,  that 
though  they  were  in  favour  of  free  trade, 
they  always  made  out  a  special  case  for 
excepting  their  own  branch  from  its  opera- 
tion." His  hon.  friend  was  exactly  in  that 
situation,  being  willing  to  take  advantage 
of  the  general  benefit  arising  from  free 
trade  principles;  but,  at  the  same  lime, 
unwilling  to  make  the  sacrifice  in  his  own 
2M 
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case  necessary  to  brings  those  principles 
into  opiTation.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
fricml  had  told  the  House,  that  if  the  duty 
wliich  the  luw  imposed,  could  be  properly 
and  fully  levied,  sufficient  protection 
might,  |)erhaps,  be  aftbrded  to  the  glove 
trade  of  this  country ;  and  he  had  inferred, 
1>ecuuBe  there  had  bt^en  smuggling  in  silk 
by  the  houiie  of  Messrs.  l^eaf  and  Co., 
that  there  was  also  smugglinf;  carried  on 
in  French  gloves.  That  was  a  very  illo|<ical 
conclusion,  and,  he  believed,  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  fact.  He  was  convinced,  that 
there  had  not  been  1 00  do/en  pair  of  gloves 
smuggled  into  the  country.  The  duty  on 
gloves  was  small,  and  the  risk  so  great, 
that  he  did  not  apprehend  smuggling  was 
carried  on  in  that  article  to  the  extent  that 
his  gallant  friend  imagined  ;  valuable  com- 
modities of  trifliog  bulk  were  the  articles 
chiefly  dealt  in  by  smugglers ;  gloves  did 
not  partake  of  these  characteristics,  and 
they  were  liable  to  injuries  from  bein^ 
secretly  run.  Another  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  friend^s  statements  was,  that,  from 
these  causes, employment  had  been  dimin- 
ished in  this  county,  and  distress  increased ; 
but  if  he  could  shew  to  the  House,  as  lie 

I)roposcd  to  do,  that  there  had  be(>n  a 
arge  increase  in  the  consumption  of  the 
raw  material,  and  an  additional  numl>er 
of  persons  employed  in  the  manufacture, 
it  would  follow,  that  other  circumstances 
than  those  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  created  the  distress 
which  he  must  admit,  did  exist.  In  the  cal- 
culations he  should  oiler  to  the  House  to 
prove  those  positions,  he  should  refer  to 
papers  on  the  Table,  as  well  as  to  other 
mformation  he  had  acquired.  Ho  had 
taken  the  importations  of  two  periods  of 
five  years— viz.,  from  the  year  18*20  to 
18*25  inclusive  (the  prohibition  on  Trench 
gloves  having  been  removed,  as  the  House 
would  be  pleased  to  bear  in  mind,  in 
1826),  and  from  the  year  1827  to  1831 
inclu;iive.  Now,  the  average  number  of 
foreign  skins  of  each  year  imported  in  the 
former  period,  amounted  to  2,632,000,  and 
in  the  latter  period,  the  number  of  skins  im- 
ported amounted  to  3,679,000,  making  an 
increase  of  1,047,000.  He  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  those  skins 
were  made  almost  exclusively  into  gloves, 
and  unless  there  was  some  more  expediti- 
ous mode  of  labour  now  diflPeront  from 
what  formerly  existed — unless  one  man 
could  now  do  as  much  work  as  two  eflect- 
ed  then,  it  was  obvious  there  must  be  an 


increase  of  emnloyinent,  and  the  distrett 
complained  of  could  not  justly  be  traced 
to  the  source  to  which  it  wai  imputed. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  friend  had  alluded  to 
a  change  of  fashion,  but  that  was  not  an 
argument  which  he  could  make  use  of  with 
justice,  in  trying  to  shew  the  causes  of  the 
present  distress;  for  the  fact  of  beaver 
gloves  having  formerly  been  worn,  and 
kid  gloves  being  now  worn  (when  it  is  well 
known  that  a  gentleman  wears  out  thru 
pair  of  the  latter  for  one  pair  of  the  foraier), 
only  proved  that  the  consumption,  snd 
coutfequently  the  employment,  must  have 
greatly  increased.  But  in  order  to  put 
the  House  in  full  possession  of  the  whole 
bearings  of  the  subject,  he  would  state  tlie 
general  result  of  the  actual  number  of 
gloves  manufactured  during  the  two  dis- 
tinct periods  to  which  he  had  already 
adverted.  It  appeared,  then,  that  the  gene- 
ral comsumption  of  gloves,  made  from 
both  English  and  foreign  skins,  had  in- 
creased. This  was  clearly  established  bj 
the  returns  on  the  Table.  Between  1820 
and  1825,  there  were,  upon  an  average, 
395,000  dozen  pairs  of  gloves  made  from 
foreign,  and  203,000  dozen  pairs  from 
English  skins  every  year,  making  a  total 
of  598,000  dozen  pair.  But  by  the  aver- 
age of  the  five  years  ending  in  1831,  it  ap- 
peared that  there  had  been  manufactured 
from  forci«^n  skins  552,000  dosen  pair, 
and  from  British  skins  240,000  dozen  pair, 
per  year,  the  total  average  being  792,000 
pairs.  This  gave  an  average  of  194,000 
pair  more  in  the  latter  period  than  the 
former.  From  these  statements  it  would 
appear  that,  so  fur  from  the  distress  being 
produced  by  the  removal  of  the  restriction* 
upon  the  importation  of  foreign  glove«, 
there  had  been  an  actual  increase  of  em- 
ployment to  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country,  equal  to  the  increase  exhibited 
during  the  latter  five  years,  as  compared 
with  the  former.  He  would  not  take 
Worcester  as  a  fair  illustration  of  the 
state  of  the  glove  trade,  for  other  trade* 
were  carried  on  to  a  considerable  extent 
in  that  city.  Yeovil,  however,  was  differ- 
ently circumnanced,  for  it  depended  alto- 
gether upon  the  glove  trade.  He  had 
caused  inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  state 
of  the  manufactories  in  that  place,  and 
tlioir  present  condition, compared  with  their 
former  condition,  supplied  a  complete  an- 
swer to  those  who  complained  of  the  efti*et 
of  removing  prohibition.  When  the 
prohibition  was  first  taken  off,  there  wers 
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twenty-seven  glove  manufactories  at  Yeo- 
vil, and  now  there  were  no  less  than  forty. 
The  increase  of  the  population  in  Yeovil 
had  also  been  more  than  commensurate 
with  the  increase  throu|^hout  the  rest  of 
the  country.  Since  18-21  it  had  actually 
incrraicd  twenly-seven  per  cent.,  while  the 
increase  in  Somersetshire  generally  was 
only  thirteen  per  cent,  and  while  the 
average  increase  of  Enprland  was  only  six- 
teen per  cent.  The  ratio  of  the  increase 
of  population  was,  therefore,  clearly  greater 
than  the  ratio  of  the  increase  of  work 
which  would  of  itself  account  for  a  great 
|K)rtion  of  the  depressed  state  of  that  trade. 
Besides,  if  the  evil  were  to  be  attributed 
to  the  removal  of  the  prohibitory  duties, 
how  was  it  that  the  importation  of  foreign 
^tovei  had  not  increased  wiihin  the  period 
specified  ?  It  had  scarcely  increased  at 
all.     He  found  that  in  the  year  1827,  the 

3uantity  of  gloves  imported  was  8G5,000 
ozen  pairs;  in  the  year  1828,  1,189,000 
dozen;  in  1829,  837,000  dozen;  in 
1830,  1,060,000  dozen;  and  last  year, 
1,188,000  dozen,  being  about  the  same 
quantity  as  was  imported  in  the  year 
1828.  He  was  also  of  opinion,  that 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  could 
not  be  undersold  by  those  of  France  to  any 
considerable  extent.  They  both  resorted 
to  the  same  market  for  the  raw  material : 
the  French  weiit  to  Italy  for  silk,  so  did 
the  English ;  the  English  bought  their 
needles  at  Birmingham,  so  did  the  French  ; 
but,  probably,  in  the  making  up  of  the 
finer  sorts,  the  workmanship  of  the  French 
was  neater  than  ours  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
importation  of  a  limited  quantity  would 
continue  until  we  could  compete  wi;h  our 
neighbours  in  the  excellence  of  the  manu- 
facture. Indeed,  he  understood  that  the 
whole  of  the  glove  manufacturers  agreed, 
that  they  could  not  make  some  fine  work  as 
well  as  the  French  ;  though  in  making 
strong  gloves  they  were  superior.  He  saw 
no  reason  in  this  admitted  inferiority  of 
our  manufacturers  as  to  one  article,  that 
they  should  be  nllo^^ed  to  tax  tht?  whole 
communitv  by  prohibitory  laws  ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  saw  in  it  a  strong  reason  why 
such  laws  ought  not  to  exist ;  for  he  was 
convinced,  that  so  long  as  the  manufue- 
turers  had  no  competition  to  <lread,  they 
would  make  little  or  no  improvement. 
Having  shewn,  he  ho|)ed,  that  the  distrt'ss 
did  not  ari<e  fron)  a  diminution  of  emplny- 
ment,  or  from  an  exces^iivc  increase  in  the 
importation   of    foreign  gloves,    he  was 


bound,  he  thought,  to  state,  according  to 
his  view,  what  was  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
tress. It  arose,  he  believed,  chiefly,  as 
was  well  known  to  those  who  had  attend- 
ed  to  the  matter,  from  the  excessive  im- 
portation of  the  raw  material,  and  the 
consequent  general  depression  of  the  price 
the  article.  He  thought  a  great  portion 
of  the  evil  might  be  attributed  to  the 
excessive  importation  of  skins  which  had 
taken  place  within  the  last  year.  In  the 
year  1830  there  had  been  imported 
3,1.55,000  skins;  but  in  the  year  1831, 
there  had  been  imported  no  less  than 
4,240,000,  being  an  increase  of  one-fourth. 
The  causes  of  this  sudden  increase,  he 
would  endeavour  to  explain.  At  the  end 
of  the  year  1830,  there  was  apparently  a 
limited  quantity  of  skins  in  the  market, 
speculations  were  the  consequence,  and  an 
immense  importation  was  the  ultimate  re- 
sult. Skins  were  brought  from  places 
from  whence  no  skins  ever  came  before — 
prices  which  were  high  in  1830,  and  even 
up  to  February,  1831,  fell  at  once  more 
than  half.  The  article  which  was  worth  then 
20/.,  might  be  had  now  for  71.  IDs.  The 
manufacturers  who  had  taken  large  stocks, 
were  obliged  to  work  them  up;  they 
were  compelled  also  to  force  a  market,  and 
prices  fell ;  and  they  must  either  continue 
to  manufacture  at  a  loss,  or  cease  to  manu- 
facture at  all,  until  this  superabundant 
stock  could  be  got  rid  of.  Having  these 
heavy  stocks,  and  being  unable  to  dispose 
of  them,  they  were  obliged  to  limit  their 
operations,  and  turn  off  many  of  their 
woikmen.  This  was  one  cause  of  the  ex- 
isting distress;  and  for  this,  he  feared, 
there  was  no  remedy  but  time,  until  the 
superabundant  stock  in  hand  was  reduced. 
There  was  another  cause  which  ought  not 
to  be  overlooked,  as  having  a  considerable 
share  in  producing  this  temporary  depres- 
sion in  the  glove  trade — viz.,  the  fashion 
which  sprung  up  last  year,  and  which  still 
existed,  of  wearing  what  were  called  Ber- 
lin gloveti.  In  one  week,  in  Leicester, 
they  had  turned  out  as  many  as  50,000 
pairs  of  those  gloves,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  such  a  great  consumption  might, 
for  the  moment,  have  affected  the  sale  of 
articles  of  a  different  description  ;  but  the 
necessity  of  equalizing  the  supply  with  the 
demand,  afforded  a  sufBcicnt  reason  for 
the  existence  of  the  distress  of  the  glove 
trade.  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Worcester,  whether  the  trade  of 
that  place  did  not  difler  considerably  at 
2  iVI  2 
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the  beginDing  of  the  respective  years  1830 
and  1831?  No  doubt  it  did  when  the 
price  of  skins  altered  ;  and  when  the  sup- 
ply should  become  once  more  proportion- 
ate to  the  demand,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
distress  would  pass  away ;  but  till  that  was 
the  case,  employment  must  be  deficient, 
and  distress  felt.  He  wished  also  to  re- 
mark, that  the  export  trade  which  this 
country  had  formerly  possessed  had  de- 
creased, because  it  was  the  fashion  to  pa- 
tronise other  gloves — because  the  Ameri- 
cans, who  used  to  wear  our  beaver  gloves 
now  used  kid  gloves;  and  our  export 
trade  was  not,  in  con  sequence,  th  ree- fourths 
of  its  former  amount.  All  shewed,  how- 
ever, an  increased  consumption  in  this 
country,  because,  whatever  was  not  ex- 
ported had  been  consumed  here.  He  had 
hitherto  argued  solely  with  reference  to 
the  distress  complainea  of  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  and  endeavoured  to 
8hew  that  it  could  not  be  fairly  attributed 
to  takine  off  the  prohibition.  But  he  was 
prepared  to  argue  it  on  much  wider  grounds. 
Much  as  he  should  regret  any  diminution 
in  the  manufactures  of  this  country,  there 
must  be  some  limit  to  prohibition ;  and 
having  fixed  that  limit,  the  House  would 
hardly  be  prepared  to  depart  from  it.  The 
House  would  never  say,  "  We  will  protect 
the  manufactures  of  this  country  to  j  ust 
such  an  extent  as  will  be  likely  to  exclude 
any  foreign  commodity,  and  the  moment 
a  foreign  commodity  comes  in,  we  will 
increase  the  protecting  duty."  Hon. 
Members  should  make  up  their  minds 
whether  they  would  or  would  not  have  a 
foreign  trade.  That  such  a  country  as  this, 
which  depends  for  its  very  existence  almost 
on  its  foreign  trade,  should  be  alarmed  at 
such  a  case  as  this,  appeared  to  him  quite 
unnecessary.  Exporting  in  one  year 
articles  of  the  declared  value  of  thirty- 
seven  or  thirty-eight  millions,  it  was  not 
for  us  to  become  alarmed  when  an  article, 
the  produce  of  other  countries  was  brought 
here.  Undoubtedly  some  protection  ought 
to  be  afforded  to  our  own  manufactures, 
but  ought  not  to  extend  beyond  what  is  just 
and  reasonable.  A  protection  of  thirty  per 
cent  was  given  to  our  gloves  in  the  year 
1826,  and  the  importation  then  allowed 
had  not,  as  he  had  already  shewn,  dimin^- 
ished  our  own  manufacture.  He  believed 
that  the  present  system  operated  benefici- 
ally ;  but  even  if  it  had  not  satisfied  the 
expectations  of  its  advocates,  the  House 
fronld  depart  from  Uie  principle  it  had 


already  laid  down,  and  would  admit  a 
most  mjurious  system  of  policy,  if — be- 
cause a  case  was  made  out — which  had 
not,  however,  been  done  in  the  present  in- 
stance— that  some  manufactures  suffered 
depression  in  consequence  of  the  partial 
introduction  of  foreign  manufactures,- it 
were  immediately  to  have  recourse  to  pro- 
hibition. What  could  we  ask  from  other 
countries — how  could  we  expect  any  thing 
but  a  bad  system  from  them,  if  we  were 
constantly  altering  and  changing  our  own 
mode  of  proceeding  ?  Throughout  Europe 
it  had  been  said  that  we  could  not  be  in 
earnest — that  we  were  only  admitting  arti- 
cles in  respect  of  which  we  did  not  fear  the 
competition  of  other  countries —that  we 
knew  our  own  superiority — and  that  we 
did  not  adopt  the  system  because  we  were 
desirous  of  buying  at  as  cheap  a  rate  as 
we  could,  and  wished  other  countries  to 
do  the  same,  but  because  we  were  consdous 
of  our  own  superiority.  If  we  were  to  give 
up  our  system,  that  would  be  to  acknow- 
ledge that  we  had  given  up  the  doctrines 
of  free  trade,  and  we  should  destroy  the 
well-founded  hopes  we  may  now  entertain, 
that  a  better  system  will  be  adopted  by 
other  countries.  There  was  in  them  a 
better  spirit,  and  a  better  understanding 
with  this  country  now  than  formerly.  We 
did  not  ask  them  to  take  our  goods,  simply 
on  the  ground  of  their  superiority;  no, 
we  were  able  to  say, ''  look  at  your  own  re- 
strictive system,  and  say  whether  it  has 
not  caused  you  much  injury;  and  think, 
therefore,  whether  you  had  not  better 
change  it."  That,  he  believed,  they  were 
now  about  doing.  They  were  aware  that 
they  had  acted  absurdly  towards  them- 
selves; but  if  we  adopted  a  different  system 
we  must  immediately  give  up  all  hopes  of 
inducing  them  to  adopt  a  system  different 
from  that  of  which  hon.Grentlemen  opposite 
so  often  complained.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man justly  admitted  that  the  only  result 
he  could  obtain  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  would  be,  to  reconsider  the 
question.  The  inquiry  which  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  to  make,  would  be, 
whether  prohibition  should  be  adopted, 
or  whether  the  protecting  duties  should  re- 
main. Not  conceiving  it  possible  that  the 
House  would  ever  again  consent  to  resort 
to  prohibition,  it  would  pursue  a  course 
most  injurious  in  its  effects  to  the  per- 
sons the  gallant  Member  represents,  among 
others,  if  it  were  to  consent  to  this  inquiry, 
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because  it  would  induce  those  individuals 
to  buoy  themselves  up  with  a  delusive 
hope,  which  would  prove  most  injurious  to 
the  trade  in  question.  Assuring  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  that  he  looked 
with  much  regret  upon  the  distresses  of 
the  people,  and  no  one  could  sympathize 
with  them  more  strongly  than  he  did,  but 
at  the  same  time  considering  that  instead 
of  good,  injurious  results  would  arise  from 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  he  must, 
though  with  reluctance,  give  his  vote 
against  the  motion. 

Ml,  Robinson  contended,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  ascertain  in  that  House  the 
correctness  of  the  multifarious  details  set 
forth  in  such  a  mass  of  figures.  The  only 
means  of  arriving  at  the  truth,  or  coming 
to  a  rational  conclusion,  was  by  means  of 
a  Select  Committee.  The  fact  of  the  dis- 
tress prevailing  in  the  glove  trade  had 
been  admitted,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  grant  inquiry,  and  endeavour 
to  ascertain  whether  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Legislature  to  remedy  the  evil.  The 
state  of  the  country  was  miserable  in  every 
part,  and  was  generally  ascribed  to  our 
naving  a  redundant  population,  compared 
with  our  means  of  employment,  and  yet 
the  House  was  told,  it  was  not  a  legitimate 
object  to  protect  our  own  industry  from 
foreigpd  competition  ;  unless  the  condition 
of  the  manufacturing  population  was  im- 
proved, dreadful  must  be  the  results.  The 
question  of  the  glove  trade  was  not  im- 
portant in  itself  only,  it  also  involved  the 
important  question  of  the  silk  trade,  and 
he  might  say,  the  principles  of  free  trade 
itself;  if  this  system  of  free  trade  was 
good,  it  was  manifestly  improper  to  esta- 
blish it  with  respect  to  one  article  of  ma- 
nufacture and  not  to  extend  it  to  all — 
to  com,  for  example.  But  he  doubted  if 
even  Ministers  would  attempt  that — and 
if  they  did,  they  would  assuredly  be  de- 
featedf  by  the  landed  interest,  which  had 
such  weight  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
He  denied  that  the  distress  was  tempo- 
rary— it  had  existed  since  1820.  As  to 
the  assertion  that  the  native  workman  had 
not  as  yet  received  a  sufficient  stimulus 
to  compete  with  the  foreigner,  he  asked  if 
it  were  not  a  sort  of  mockery  to  declare, 
that  a  man  who  was  himself  starving,  and 
had  a  family  in  the  same  condition,  had 
not  received  a  sufficient  sitmulus  for  exer- 
tion ?  Abstract  principles  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  weigh  against  the  distress  of  a 
laiga  body  of  the  people.    Besideti  the 
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claim  of  the  petitioners  was  not  for  pro- 
hibition, but  for  inquiry ;  and  this,  at 
least,  the  House  of  Commons  ought  not 
to  deny  them .  The  question  to  be  decided 
was  most  important,  because,  although 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  consider  the  glove 
trade  itself  of  little  consequence,  yet  if 
they  refused  inquiry  into  its  state,  the 
arguments  which  they  themselves  used  in 
this  question  might  be  turned  against  them 
hereafter,  and  the  decision  of  that  night 
would  be  quoted  as  a  precedent  for  refus- 
ing any  applications  that  might  afterwards 
be  made.  It  might  be  true,  that  a  change 
of  fashion  had  partly  caused  the  distress; 
The  glove  manufacturers  of  Worcester  did 
not  complain  of  the  prosperity  of  those  at 
Leicester,  but  they  felt,  that,  burdened  as 
they  were,  they  ought  to  be  protected 
against  foreign  competition.  Tney  were 
not  prepared  to  hear  that  inquiry  was  to 
be  refused,  because  it  was  possible  false 
hopes  might  be  excited  which  might  end 
in  disappointment;  the  condition  of  the 
country  was  gradually  deteriorating;  the 
poor-rates  had  increased  10/.  per  cent 
throughout  the  kingdom,  and  the  revenue 
was  falling  off  in  the  same  proportion,  and 
these  effects  could  be  distmctly  traced  to 
the  free-trade  system.  But  then,  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  we  only  want  "time 
to  bring  things  about,  if  we  again  resort 
to  the  prohibitory  system,  how  can  we  ex- 
pect the  continental  nations  to  abandon 
their  restrictions?"  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  preached 
such  doctrines  on  the  other  side  of  the 
channel,  but  the  French  people  were 
wedded  to  the  old  and  rational  system  of 
protecting  native  industry.  Every  act  of 
our  cajolery  had  produced  a  contrary 
effect  to  that  which  was  intended.  He 
would  never  believe  that  there  was  any 
such  change  as  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  boasted  of,  until  he  saw  it  dis- 
played in  some  public  act.  America  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  France  in  protect- 
ing its  own  trade.  All  sorts  of  fictions 
had  been  brought  forward  to  conceal  the 
true  state  of  the  difficulties  under  which 
the  whole  population  was  suffering,  to  such 
an  extent  that  it  was  painful  to  witness 
the  general  privation.  This  state  had 
now  continued  for  the  last  seven  ycars^ 
and  was  hourly  increasing  under  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  panacea  of  free  trade ; 
and  yet  all  inquiry  was  refused.  In  ad- 
dition to  all  other  evils,  a  great  stagnation 
had  been  consequent  upon  the  agitatioq 


1067 


The  Glove  Trade.  {COMMONS}  The  Glove  Trodt.  lOM 


of  theqiicslion  of  Ilcforin,  which  had  un- 
settled ii)cu*s  minds  and  habits,  and  the 
speedy  arrangement  of  which  was  now 
looked  to  as  calculated  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  country.  lie  trustcil  this 
would  l>c  the  case,  for  he  was  an  ardent 
friend  to  the  measure  ;  but  a  long  course 
of  vicious  legislation  would  not  be  re- 
moved by  one  act,  however  beneficial. 
We  had  got  into  a  wrong  track,  and  the 
sooner  we  chan|;cd  our  course  the  better. 
l*he  free  trade,  of  which  the  x\^\\\.  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  enamoured,  could  only  lead  (o 
the  impoverishment  of  those  who  were  al- 
ready poor — the  enriching*  of  those  uho 
were  already  rich — and  a  |K)sitivc  separa- 
tion between  both  classes.  He  must  con- 
clude by  entreating  the  House  to  grant  the 
inquiry  prayed  for. 

Mr.  Attivood  protested  against  the  right 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  come  down  to 
the  House,  and  make  use  of  documents 
which  had  not  been  previously  placed  in 
the  hands  of  every  Member.  Those  docu- 
ments might  be  grossly  incorrect,  and  no 
opportunity  was  aflbrded  to  the  House  to 
detect  their  errors.  It  was  impossible  that 
they  could  be  detected  at  the  moment,  and 
in  that  assembly,  and  even  to  examine 
them  required  the  calm  consideration  of 
the  closet.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  the  existence  of  distress,  but 
how  did  he  account  for  itP  The  hon.  and 
gallant  member  for  Worcester  stated,  that 
only  a  small  portion  of  the  people  of  Wor- 
cester were  employed ;  and  what  was  the 
answer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ?  The  answer  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  statement  of  the 
gallant  Officer,  was  inconsistent  with  itself, 
and  in  no  wise  invalidated  the  arguments 
which  had  been  urged  for  the  ap]>ointment 
of  a  Committee  of  Inc^uiry.  It  only  showed 
the  determination  which  existed  in  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman's  mind  to  support  a  par- 
ticular theory,  however  absurd  and  pernici- 
ous that  theory  might  be.  The  facts  which 
had  been  stated  by  the  gallant  O  fficer  were  of 
such  a  nature,  as  in  his  opinion  warranted, 
and  indeed  called  upon,  the  House  to 
agree  to  the  Motion  before  it.  They 
were  met  by  statements  that  the  manu- 
facturers had  mistaken  their  own  business, 
and  had  supplied  themselves  with  larger 
quantities  of  raw  material  than  was  ne- 
cessary, and  that  they  and  their  work- 
people were  suffering  from  the  conse- 
quences of  their  own  speculations.  These 
remarks,   bowerer,   allowing  them  their 


utmost  force,  were  only  assertions;  and 
the  true  way,  therefore,  to  ascertain  their 
worth  was,  to  subject  them  to  the  test  of  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  accused  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant friend  of  illogical  deductions,  but 
surely  nothing  could  be  more  illogical  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  conclu- 
sions, when  he  deduced  from  the  fact  of 
a  larger  importation  of  skins,  that  a  greater 
number  of  gloves  were  made.  Besides, 
common  sense  taught  him  to  suppose 
that  the  great  abundance  of  the  raw 
material  would  only  tend  to  the  estension, 
not  curtailment  of  employment.  The 
argument  then  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin 
was  most  illogical  and  extraordinary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  against 
prohibition,  and  said,  that  the  House  had 
declared  against  prohibition,  aod  that 
other  countries  would  keep  up  their  pro- 
hibitions, if  we  departed  from  our  free 
trade  system ;  but  was  there  in  all  those 
statements  any  argument  why  the  distress 
of  the  people  should  not  be  inquired  iuto^ 
and  alleviated  ?  The  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  direct  con- 
tradiction to  all  those  flourishing  symptooii 
of  prosperity  he  described.  The  country  vai 
not  prosperous  :  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  that  trade  was  far  from  prosper- 
ous. If  there  were  anyone  question  which 
ought  to  be  considered  in  preference  to 
another — any  one  subject  which  ought  to 
take  precedence  of  the  boasted  Reform  of  the 
Constitution,  in  which  Ministers  were  se- 
dulously engaged — it  was  the  drcadfulstate 
of  distress  in  which  the  people  were  plunged. 
That  had  been  rapidly  increasing  under 
the  present  system  ;  and  he  certainly  had 
entertained  a  ray  of  hope  that  the  advo- 
cates of  that  system  would  have  come 
forward,  and  fairly  and  candidly  avowed 
that  their  experiments  had  not  been 
successful,  but  had  been  productive  of 
much  distress.  He  had,  he  said,  hoped 
for  a  moment  that  they  would  have  come 
forward  with  the  acknowledgment  that 
their  system  had  only  added  to  the  ca- 
lamities which  before  existed  ;  that  even 
if  their  principles  were  correct,  they 
adopted  them  at  an  inauspicious  mo- 
ment ;  and  that,  therefore,  instead  of  pro- 
ceeding step  by  step  further  into  the  exist- 
ing gulf  or  wretchedness  and  ruin,  they 
would  give  up  their  erroneous  opinions, 
and  would  protect  British  trade,  and  en- 
courage the  employment  of  British  capital. 
In  these  expectationsi  howeyeri  be  bad  been 
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state.  If  the  present  system  was  persisted 
in,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  effect  would 
be  to  drive  tlie  manufacturing  capital  out 
of  the  country,  and  greatly  to  diminish  the 
rentals  which  the  Corn-laws  were  intended 
to  sustain. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  there  was  a 
time  when  the  abstract  arguments  of  phi- 
losophers, delivered  in  a  few  consecutive 
sentences,  like  those  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for 
Ashburton  (Colonel  Torrens),  had  much 
more  weight  than  they  had  at  present. 
llie  time,  however,  was  past  when  such 
arguments  could  be  listened  to  by  any 
practical  man.  He  believed  he  could 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member's  statements  were  founded 
OQ  most  erroneous  views ;  but  it  would 
really  be  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt  to 
refute  his  arguments.  The  people  of 
England  knew  that  there  was  not  a  free 
trade,  and  in  that  he  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  agreed ;  but  the  people  of 
England  also  knew  that  what  was  called 
free  trade  had  been  tried,  and  that  it  had 
completely  failed.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  this  country 
was  less  prosperous  than  America,  because 
provisions  were  dear  in  consequence  of 
the  Corn-laws.  It  was  a  notorious  fact, 
however,  of  which  he  begged  to  remind 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  that  pro- 
visions were  cheap  now  in  this  country 
compared  with  their  price  before  the  con- 
clusion of  the  war —though  they  were  dear 
now,  as  compared  with  the  price  in 
America.  It  was  an  undoubted  fact,  how- 
ever, that,  previous  to  1815,  provisions 
were  dearer  than  at  present,  and  that  the 
country  then  paid  nearly  30,000,000/. 
more  in  taxes  than  it  now  paid  ;  and  yet, 
though  corn  was  dearer,  and  taxes  higher, 
the  country  was  then  in  a  state  of  com- 
parative prosperity.  The  financial  opera- 
tions relating  to  the  currency  he  had  no 
doubt  had  produced  some  effect ;  but  still 
there  was  tne  question — which  he  wished 
the  lovers  of  abstract  economy  to  answer, 
— how  it  happened  that  when  corn  was 
much  dearer,  and  taxes  higher,  the  coun- 
try was  comparatively  prosperous  ?  As  to 
the  question  more  particularly ]|under  con- 
sideration— the  state  of  the  glove-trade — 
he  confessed  he  had  heard  with  great  sur- 
prise that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  grant  a  Committee.  The  Govem- 
snenthad  removed  the  prohibition  on  the  im- 
jKMrtation  of  foreign  gloves,  and  imposed  a 


fixed  duty.  The  glove-trade  was  admitted 
to  have  fallen  subsequent  to  that  alteration 
into  a  state  of  unparalleled  depression  and 
distress.  In  the  petitions  presented  to 
the  House  on  this  subject,  it  was  alleged 
that,  since  the  removal  of  the  prohibition, 
enormous  quantities  of  foreign  gloves  had 
been  smuggled  into  the  country,  and  had 
come  into  competition,  paying  none  of  that 
duty  which  was  assigned  for  the  protection 
of  the  home  manufacturer,  with  him  to  his 
ruin.  Under  such  circumstances,  was  it 
not  fair  to  give  the  petitioners  an  oppor- 
tunity to  prove  their  case  ?  This  House  of 
Commons,  it  was  said,  was  to  remedy  the 
defects  of  all  previous  Houses — it  was  as- 
sembled to  form  a  new  Constitution  for 
the  country — it  was  an  incorrupt  and  in- 
corruptible House  of  Commons — and  now 
that  It  was  put  on  its  trial  before  the 
country,  on  a  question  involving  the  deep- 
est interest  of  the  working  classes,  ought  it 
not  to  prove  itself  the  House  of  Commons 
it  assumed  to  be,  and  was  it  not  its  duty 
to  take  the  petitions  of  the  people  into 
consideration,  and  not  to  reject  them  un- 
heard ?  To  prove  itself  worthy  of  the 
great  task  it  had  undertaken,  of  forming 
a  new  Constitution,  and  remedying  the 
defects  of  all  former  Houses  of  Com- 
mons, he  contended  that  they  were 
bound  to  enter  into  the  inquiry  now  pro- 
posed ;  and,  at  all  events,  it  was  clearly 
their  duty  not  to  decide  against  the 
glove-makers  without  hearing  their  evi- 
dence. The  people,  he  could  assure 
them,  were  getting  weary  of  mere  promises 
and  protestations.  They  wanted  deeds; 
not  mere  words  !  They  looked  for  a  com- 
mencement of  some  of  those  benefits  which 
had  been  so  long  promised  them.  Examine, 
therefore,  he  would  say,  before  you  decide; 
hear,  before  vou  determine. 

Lord  Al thorp  thought,  that  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester  (Mr.  Robinson), 
had  given  notice  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  bring  the  question  of  free  trade  under 
discussion  by  a  regular  motion,  at  some 
future  period  in  the  Session,  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  discuss  it  on  such  a 
motion,  when  all  the  details  might  be 
examined  into,  than  upon  an  isolated 
question  like  that  of  the  glove-trade. 
Taking  this  view  of  the  subject,  he  should 
not  think  it  necessary  to  follow  the  argu* 
ments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Borough- 
bridge  (Mr.  Attwood).  It  was  very  true 
that  the  manufactures  of  America  were  de- 
scribed as  being  in  a  yerj  fiourishiog  statf 
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reason  why  this  country  should  not  be  in  thewholequestion  under  consideration;  but 
a  state  of  prosperity.  All  the  national  dis-  ;  whatever  reception  the  Motion  might  meet 
tress  was  owing  to  the  adoption  of  a  num-  with,  he  should  dischai^e  his  duty  to  the 
ber  of  absurd  schemes  ana  theories — fol-  country,  and  endeavour  to  show  that  the 
lowing  the  advice  of  certain  quacks,  who  '  new  system  had  been  detrimental  to  all 
promised  to  raise  the  country  to  the  height  classes.  The  question  before  the  House, 
of  prosperity,  instead  of  which,  they  had  was  a  part  only,  and  a  very  small  part  of 
occasioned  universal  ruin  and  dismay.  He  the  subject,  but  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
would  ask  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  whether  portance  to  the  general  trade  of  the  coun- 
they  were  ignorant  that  capital  was  di-  try  that  it  should  be  inquired  into;  and 
minishing  in  the  hands  of  the  manu-  he  should  not  heading  justly  towards  the 
facturer — that  profits  were  decreasing —  ■  sufferers,  or  be  doing  his  duty  to  his  coun- 
that  the  wages  of  labour  were  declining —  'try,  if  he  did  not  support  the  Motion  of 
and  that,  if  effectual  measures  were  not  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for  Worces- 
adopted  to  stop  the  progress  of  the  evil,  '  ter. 

the  whole  character  of  the  people  of  this  ,  Colonel  Torrens  said,  it  was  quite  troe, 
country  would  be  changed  ?  Were  the  as  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
productive  classes  less  industrious  or  less  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  the  profits  of 
steady  than  formerly  ?  Were  capitalists  capital  were  low,  and  the  wages  of  labour 
less  speculative,  or  was  there  less  science  '  still  lower ;  but  he  denied  that  the  result 
and  knowledge  in  the  land  ?  No  one  was  to  be  ascribed  to  the  adoption  of 
would  be  hardy  enough  to  affirm  such  a  the  principles  of  free  trade.  The  boo. 
proposition.  Whence,  then,  the  prevalence  '  Member  (Mr.  Attwood),  seemed  to  think 
of  distress  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  the  manufactures  of  America  were 
among  all  classes  of  the  community?  The  flourishing,  because  that  country  had 
House  was  bound  to  retrace  its  steps  with  >  adopted  a  restrictive  system.  In  that  pro- 
respect  to  our  commercial  policy.  By  j  position  he  could  not  concur.  He  believed 
doing  so,  it  might  regain  the  confidence  of  i  that  the  restrictive  system  was  more  com- 
the  nation,  which  it  had  lost  by  pursuing  ,  plete  in  England  than  in  America  [no,  no], 
a  course  which  had  ^been  so  detrimental.  !  At  all  events  the  different  condition  of  tbe 
The  manufacturing  classes  were  looking  '  two  countries  was  attributable  to  causes 
with  great  anxiety  to  the  result  of  to-  |  perfectly  obvious,  and  which  had  no  con- 
night's  debate,  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  |  nection  with  the  existence  of  a  restrictive 
unless  the  Motion  of  the  gallant  member  |  system  in  America.  There  were  no  Com- 
for  Worcester  was  agreed  to,  the  labouring  I  laws  in  America,  and  the  duties  which  the 


classes  would  feel  that  they  had  nothing 
to  expect  from  the  House  or  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  of  the  last  consequence  to 
secure  the  confidence  and  attachment  of 
the  people  ;  and  that  could  only  be  done 
by  ensuring  the  industrious  man  an  ade- 
quate reward  for  his  labour.  It  was  of 
the  utmost  consequence  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  present  state  of  trade  should  be 
gone  into  without  delay,  with  a  view  to 
the  adoption  of  some  effectual  plan  for  the 
relief  of  general  distress.  He  was  in  hopes 
that  some  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
brought  the  whole  question  forward,  and 
would  have  urged  the  House  to  devote 
itself  to  the  investigation  of  the  whole  ofthe 
circumstances  connected  with  the  finances, 
—  the  currency  —  with  agriculture,  and 
with  commerce,  and  manufactures,  restor- 
ing, if  possible,  the  country  to  the  state  in 
which  it  was  before  these  pernicious  theories 
were  adopted.  He  was  in  hopes  that  some 
hon.  Gentleman  possessing  weight  and  in- 
fluence ia  the  Housei  would  have  brought 


American  government  imposed  on  foreign 
manufactures  were  not  so  high  as  those 
imposed  by  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try.    The  chief  cause  of  the  vast  differ- 
ence between  the  two  countries,  however, 
was,  that  in  America  taxation  was  light, 
and  land  cheap.     The  causes  of  distress 
in    this    country   were,    in    his  opinion, 
heavy  taxes  and  the  Corn -laws,  both  of 
which  operated  in  diminishing  the  profits 
of  industry,  and  leaving  labour  without 
an   adequate   reward.     Free    trade   had 
nothing  whatever  to   do  with   producing 
distress,     except,    indeed,    to     alleviate 
that  produced  by  the  other  causes  he 
had  assigned,  and   it  was  because  the 
country  had  not  free  trade  that  distress 
was  so  generally  felt.     The  absence  of  a 
free  trade  in  corn  raised  the  price  of  bread 
and  all,  provisions.      The  Legislature  of 
this  country  had  commenced  at  the  wrong 
end ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  much  that  had 
been  done  must  be  undone,  before  these 

kingdoms  could  arrivo  at  a  proiperoai 
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state.  If  the  present  system  was  persisted 
in,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  effect  would 
be  to  drive  tlie  manufacturing  capital  out 
of  the  country,  and  greatly  to  diminish  the 
rentals  which  the  Corn-laws  were  intended 
to  sustain. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  there  was  a 
time  when  the  abstract  arguments  of  phi- 
losophers, delivered  in  a  few  consecutive 
sentences,  like  those  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for 
Ashburton  (Colonel  Torrens),  had  much 
more  weight  than  they  had  at  present. 
The  time,  however,  was  past  when  such 
arguments  could  be  listened  to  by  any 
practical  man.  He  believed  he  could 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member's  statements  were  founded 
OQ  most  erroneous  views ;  but  it  would 
really  be  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt  to 
refute  his  arguments.  The  people  of 
England  knew  that  there  was  not  a  free 
trade,  and  in  that  he  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  agreed ;  but  the  people  of 
England  also  knew  that  what  was  called 
free  trade  had  been  tried,  and  that  it  had 
completely  failed.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  seemed  to  thiuk  that  this  country 
was  less  prosperous  than  America,  because 
provisions  were  dear  in  consequence  of 
the  Corn-laws.  It  was  a  notorious  fact, 
however,  of  which  he  begged  to  remind 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  that  pro- 
visions were  cheap  now  in  this  country 
compared  with  their  price  before  the  con- 
clusion of  the  war — though  they  were  dear 
now,  as  compared  with  the  price  in 
America.  It  was  an  undoubted  fact,  how- 
ever, that,  previous  to  1815,  provisions 
were  dearer  than  at  present,  and  that  the 
country  then  paid  nearly  30,000,000/. 
more  in  taxes  than  it  now  paid  ;  and  yet, 
though  corn  was  dearer,  and  taxes  higher, 
the  country  was  then  in  a  state  of  com- 
parative prosperity.  The  financial  opera- 
tions relating  to  the  currency  he  had  no 
doubt  had  produced  some  effect ;  but  still 
there  was  tne  question — which  he  wished 
the  lovers  of  abstract  economy  to  answer, 
— how  it  happened  that  when  corn  was 
much  dearer,  and  taxes  higher,  the  coun- 
try was  comparatively  prosperous  ?  As  to 
the  question  more  particularly^under  con- 
sideration— the  state  of  the  glove-trade — 
he  confessed  he  had  heard  with  great  sur- 
prise that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  grant  a  Committee.  The  Govern- 
ment had  removed  the  prohibition  on  the  im- 

|iortfttion  of  foreign  gloves,  and  imposed  a 


fixed  duty.  The  glove-trade  was  admitted 
to  have  fallen  subsequent  to  that  alteration 
into  a  state  of  unparalleled  depression  and 
distress.  In  the  petitions  presented  to 
the  House  on  this  subject,  it  was  alleged 
that,  since  the  removal  of  the  prohibition, 
enormous  quantities  of  foreign  gloves  bad 
been  smuggled  into  the  country,  and  had 
come  into  competition,  paying  none  of  that 
duty  which  was  assigned  for  the  protection 
of  the  home  manufacturer,  with  him  to  his 
ruin.  Under  such  circumstances,  was  it 
not  fair  to  give  the  petitioners  an  oppor- 
tunity to  prove  their  case  ?  This  House  of 
Commons,  it  was  said,  was  to  remedy  the 
defects  of  all  previous  Houses — it  was  as- 
sembled to  form  a  new  Constitution  for 
the  country — it  was  an  incorrupt  and  in- 
corruptible House  of  Commons — and  now 
that  It  was  put  on  its  trial  before  the 
country,  on  a  question  involving  the  deep- 
est interest  of  the  working  classes,  ought  it 
not  to  prove  itself  the  House  of  Commons 
it  assumed  to  be,  and  was  it  not  its  duty 
to  take  the  petitions  of  the  people  into 
consideration,  and  not  to  reject  them  un- 
heard ?  To  prove  itself  worthy  of  the 
great  task  it  had  undertaken,  of  forming 
a  new  Constitution,  and  remedying  the 
defects  of  all  former  Houses  of  Com- 
mons, he  contended  that  they  were 
bound  to  enter  into  the  inquiry  now  pro- 
posed ;  and,  at  all  events,  it  was  clearly 
their  duty  not  to  decide  against  the 
glove-makers  without  hearing  their  evi- 
dence. The  people,  he  could  assure 
them,  were  getting  weary  of  mere  promises 
and  protestations.  They  wanted  deeds; 
not  mere  words  !  They  looked  for  a  com- 
mencement of  some  of  those  benefits  which 
had  been  so  long  promised  them.  Examine, 
therefore,  he  would  say,  before  you  decide; 
hear,  before  you  determine. 

Lord  Al thorp  thought,  that  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester  (Mr.  Robinson), 
had  given  notice  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  bring  the  question  of  free  trade  under 
discussion  by  a  regular  motion,  at  some 
future  period  in  the  Session,  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  discuss  it  on  such  a 
motion,  when  all  the  details  might  be 
examined  into,  than  upon  an  isolated 
question  like  that  of  the  glove-trade. 
Taking  this  view  of  the  subject,  he  should 
not  think  it  necessary  to  follow  the  argu* 
ments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Borough- 
bridge  (Mr.  Attwood).  It  was  very  true 
that  the  manufactures  of  America  were  de« 
scribed  as  being  in  a  very  fiourishiog  statf 
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in  the  !t|M;c(*li  oi*  the  President,  but  he  hud 
the  authority  of  a  Committee  of  Conp^rcss 
for  saying,  that  the  prosix;rity  of  the  ma- 
nufacturet  of  America  was  independent 
of  causes  (growing  out  of  the  restrictive 
system  which  liud  l)een  adopted  in  that 
country.  With  respect  to  the  question 
immediately  under  consideration,  it  was 
important  to  look  fairly  at  the  circum- 
stances attending  it,  in  order  to  decide 
whether  it  was  at  all  probable  that  from 
the  ap{K>intmcntof  a  Committee  any  legis- 
lative ^enactments  would  emanate  which 
might  l>o  expected  to  remedy  the  evils 
complained  of,  and  improvu  the  condition 
of  tnosc  engaged  in  this  particular  trade. 
If  it  was  not  probable  that  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  would  lead  to  such  results, 
he  believed  he  was  only  acting  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usual  practice  of  the  House 
when  he  refused  to  sanction  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee.  The  House 
could  not  pro|>erIy  appoint  a  Committee 
from  whose  lalx>urs  it  had  not  been  shewn 
that  any  advantage  or  good  could  be  de- 
rived, but  the  mere  appointment  of  which 
would  tend  to  encourage  delusive  expect* 
ations.  As  to  the  statements  relative  to 
the  quantity  of  smuggled  gloves  brought 
into  this  country,  he  believed  they  were 
greatly  exaggerated.  It  was  well  known 
that  a  regular  rate  of  insurance  was  fixed 
upon  silks  and  other  articles  smuggled 
from  foreign  countries ;  but  no  such  insur- 
ance was  effected  upon  gloves,  which 
proved  that  smuggling  coult  not  be  carried 
on  in  that  trade  to  any  considerable  ex- 
tent. He  admitted  that  the  accounts  from 
the  Custom-house  were  not  to  be  taken  as 
conclusive  on  the  quantity  of  foreign  gloves 
imported,  but  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  smuggling  was  not  carried  on  in  this 
trade  to  such  an  extent  as  could  .«eriously 
injure  the  home  trade.  There  was  nothing 
therefore  in  the  Revenue-laws  to  be  altered 
from  which  any  material  benefit  could  be 
derived  by  the  glove-trade.  It  was  then 
to  be  examined  whether  the  depressed 
state  of  that  trade  was  owing  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  prohibition,  and  the  conse- 
quent importation  of  foreign  gloves.  Now 
lie  thought  there  could  be  little  difficulty 
in  coming  to  a  decision  on  this  question 
when  it  was  remembered  that  since  the 
change  of  the  law,  and  the  removal  of  the 
prohibition,  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
in  the  quantity  of  the  raw  material  im- 
ported, which  showed  that  the  trade  had 
pot  foiled  in  consequeoce  of  removing  the 


prohibition  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
gloves.  Without  entering  further  into  the 
arguments,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say, 
that  he  agreed  entirely  with  hit  right  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  when  he 
stated,  in  one  word,  that  the  distress 
in  the  glove-trade  was  to  be  ascribed  to 
over-trading.  The  hon.  member  for 
Doroughbridge  (Mr.  Attwood)  argued  that 
it  was  absurd  to  say,  that  the  importatioD 
of  too  large  a  quantity  of  raw  material, 
by  the  merchant  or  manufacturer,  had 
produced  distress  amongst  the  workmen. 
It  was  not  to  the  importation  of  the  raw 
material  that  his  right  hon.  friend  ascribed 
the  distress.  It  was  to  the  fact  that  the 
large  quantity  of  raw  material  imported 
had  been  worked  up,  which  in  his  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's)  mind  suffi- 
ciently accounted  for  the  former  prosperity 
and  present  stagnation,  and  consequent 
distress  of  those  engaged  in  the  ttade. 
Upon  these  grounds  he  considered  that 
no  case  had  been  made  out  for  a  Com- 
mittee ;  and  such  being  the  opinion  of  his 
Majesty *8  Government,  in  accordance  with 
the  custom  of  the  House,  they  could  not 
consent  to  appoint  one.  The  distress  in 
the  glove-trade  was  not  proved  to  have 
arisen  from  any  legislative  cnacUneot 
Since  the  removal  of  the  prohibition  tliere 
had  l>een  an  importation  of  foreign  gloves, 
he  admitted,  but  not  in  that  degree,  which 
could  be  looked  upon  as  ruinous  to  the 
home-trade.  His  view  was,  be  thought, 
amply  confirmed  by  the  fact,  that  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  gloves  waa  accom- 
panied by  an  increased  importation  of  the 
raw  material.  That  great  distress  existed 
amongst  those  engaged  in  the  trade,  he  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  admit;  but  he  did 
so  explicitly^  and  it  was  the  more  neces- 
sary he  should  do  so,  because  it  had  been 
charged  against  him,  that  on  a  former  oc- 
casion he  had  stated  that  the  glove-trade  was 
in  a  state  of  prosperity.  At  the  beginning 
of  last  year,  when  he  made  that  statement, 
he  understood  that  those  engaged  in  the 
trade  were  at  full  work ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  his  statement  then  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  admission  which  he  now 
felt  bound  to  make.  He  was  of  opinion, 
however,  that  when  the  large  stock  in  hand 
was  disposed  of,  the  glove  manufacture 
would  flourish  ;  and,  at  all  events,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  distress  depended  on 
circumstances  which  no  Committee  of  that 
House  had  any  power  over,  and  for  that 
reaion  he  should  oppose  it«  appointmeot. 
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Mr.  Baring  entirely  concurred  with  llie 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  thinking  that  it  wus  a  mischievous 
delusion  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  distress,  the  causes  of  which  were 
not  under  the  control  of  the  Legislature. 
When  he  (Mr.  Baring)  came  down  to  the 
House,  he  was  entirely  disposed  to  concur 
with  his  Majesty's  Government,  that  the 
distress  of  the  glove  trade  was  not  a  case 
calling  for  inquiry  before  a  Committee ; 
but  he  confessed  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Poulett  Thom- 
son) had  awakened  doubts  in  his  mind 
on  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gcntlc- 
"knan^t  speech  suggested  that  there  really 
was  something  to  inquire  into,  which  he 
(Mr.  Daring)  had  not  expected.  His  own 
▼lews  on  this  subject  were  very  decided. 
He  thought  that,  in  the  case  of  mere 
luxuries,  made  use  of  chiefly  by  the 
wealthy,  we  might  properly  pay  something 
more,  in  order  that  tiie  labour  of  our  coun- 
try should  be  consumed,  rather  than  that 
of  foreigners.  This  was  the  opinion  he 
had  alwavs  entertained  as  to  the  article 
of  gloves,  and  other  manufactures,  such  as 
ribands — which  were  merely  luxuries.  In 
the  manufacture  of  this  article  forty  per 
cent.,  perhaps,  was  expended  on  the  raw 
material,  and  sixty  per  cent,  on  the  la- 
bour, and  it  was  far  better,  ns  ho  thought, 
that  the  consumer  should  pay  four  or  five 
per  cent  more  for  the  encouragement  of 
the  home  producer.  If  the  persons  pre- 
viously employed  in  this  trade  were  not 
able  to  procure  further  employment,  they 
would  necessarily  be  thrown  on  the  parish 
for  support,  and,  therefore,  on  the  strict- 
est principles  of  political  economy,  it  was 
better  to  pay  four  or  tive  per  cent,  more  to 
the  home  manufacturer,  and  keep  him  em- 
ployed. This  was  the  light  in  which  he 
viewed  this  question,  but  it  was  a  view 
always  lost  sigl;^  of  by  Gentlemen  who 
came  down  to  that  House  with  scraps 
taken  out  of  books  of  political  economy, 
with  which  they  endeavoured  to  smother 
the  question.  It  was  stated,  that  not  only 
the  interest  of  the  labourer,  but  that  of 
the  consumer,  must  be  attended  to  ;  and 
to  that,  as  a  general  proposition,  no  one 
could  dissent ;  but  the  question  was,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  consistent  with  sound 
policy,  and  even  with  the  interest  of  the 
consumer,  that  he  should  pay  something 
more  for  the  article  of  luxury,  in  order  to 
keep  a  large  number  of  the  working  popu- 
in  employmeoti  and  preveot  the 


necessity  of  their  coming  on  the  parish  for 
subsistence  ?  The  only  difficulty  which 
arose  as  to  carrying  this  view  of  the  ques- 
tion into  effect,  and  the  only  modifi- 
cation which  it  admitted  of  was,  that  if 
the  protection  was  too  large,  it  brought  the 
smuggler  into  operation.  This  was  the 
late  Mr.  Huskisson*s  view  of  the  question, 
who  uniformly  contended,  that  if  the  duty 
was  above  thirty  per  cent  it  would  en- 
courage smuggling,  injuring  the  manu- 
facturer and  injuring  the  revenue.  Upon 
that  principle  he  should  have  objected  to 
an  increase  of  duty,  but  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
told  the  Mouse  that  at  the  present  day 
there  was  no  smuggling  in  this  article, 
why,  then  he  considered  it  was  worth  while 
U)  see  whether  nine  or  ten  per  cent  more 
might  not  be  imposed,  which  perhaps, 
would  be  sufbcient  to  protect  the  home 
manufacturer  from  foreign  competition,  at 
the  same  time  that  it  would  not  operate  as 
an  encouragement  to  the  smuggler  to  en- 
gage in  extensive  s)x;culation8.  He  did 
not  say  that  an  inquiry  would  lead  to  this 
result,  but,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  seemed  worth 
considering.  Some  allusion  had  been 
made  to  America,  particularly  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel Torrens),  who 
was  a  great  authority  on  all  the  abstract 
doctrines  of  political  economy.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  observations  on 
this  occasion,  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  sort 
of  preparation  for  some  motion  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  about  to 
submit  hereafter,  on  the  state  of  the  Corn 
Laws.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
seemed  desirous  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  feeling  his  way  on  the  Corn  Law  ques- 
tion by  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  him  as  to  the  relative  prices  of  food 
and  bread.  No  doubt  the  question  of  the 
Corn  Laws  was  one  of  grave  consider- 
ation, and  one  which,  whether  it  was 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
member  for  Northamptonshire,  or  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  should  have  his 
best  attention.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  however,  seemed  to  think  that 
one  of  the  chief  causes  of  depression  in 
this  country  was  the  high  price  of  labour, 
consequent  upon  the  dearness  of  food  and 
the  amount  of  taxation.  It  was  a  singular 
circumstance,  however — and  one  of  which 
he  was  sorry  to  Bnd  it  necessary  to  remind 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  was  so 
great  a  theorist,  that  of  all  the  civilised 
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countries  in  the  world  America  was  the 
country  in  which  the  highest  price  was 
paid  for  labour.  In  the  price  of  labour 
it  was  the  highest ;  and  as  to  bread,  it 
was  second  amongst  the  civilized  nations 
of  the  world.  On  the  average,  bread 
was  dearer  in  America  than  in  France,  or 
any  other  civilized  country,  except  Eng- 
and ;  and  labour  was  thirty  or  forty  per 
cent  higher  in  America  than  in  England. 
Every  one  knew  that  it  was  not  the  price 
of  corn  alone  that  influenced  the  price  of 
labour,  but  that  many  other  things  contri- 
buted. He  was  also  sorry  to  be  under  the 
necessity  of  differing  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  on  another  point — he 
meant  the  extent  of  the  protection  af- 
forded by  America  to  its  manufactures. 
Within  a  very  short  period  certain  manu- 
factures in  America  had  advanced  most 
rapidly,  and  were  now,  he  believed,  in  a 
very  flourishing  state.  He  was  satisfied, 
however,  that  not  one  shilling  of  capital 
would  have  been  invested  in  the  establish- 
ment of  those  manufactures,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  system  of  protection  which 
had  been  extended  to  them.  It  was  felt, 
therefore,  that  protection  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  an  infant  manufacture, 
though  it  might  be  possible  that  in  its  ma- 
turity it  could  go  on  without  protection. 
The  manufactures  of  America  had  ample 
protection,  though  that  country  needed 
protective  laws  less,  perhaps,  than  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  There  was 
ample  room  in  that  country  for  every  body. 
The  people  of  America  might  go  back  to 
the  cultivation  of  land,  even  if  they  took 
all  their  manufactures  from  other  coun- 
tries, and  by  that  pursuit  alone  they  might 
enjoy  abundance  and  prosperity.  In  no 
country  in  the  world,  therefore,  was  the 
system  of  protection  less  applicable ;  but 
yet  in  America  it  was  deemed  expe- 
dient to  abandon  the  free  system,  and 
the  result  had  proved  the  wisdom  of  the 
course  adopted.  As  he  was  upon  this 
subject,  be  would  inform  the  noble  Lord, 
that  if  Government  did  not  look  to  the 
tax  on  raw  cotton,  there  was  great  danger 
that  America  might  beat  Manchester  in 
some  branches  of  that  trade.  The  tax  on 
raw  cotton  amounted  to  fifteen  per  cent, 
and  it  operated  as  such  an  encouragement 
to  the  American  manufacturer,  that  if  it 
was  continued,  the  principal  trade  of  Lanca- 
shire might  be  endangered.  He  had  been 
told   that  the  Americans  expected  very 

9oon  to  be  able  to  send  the  coarser  articles 


of  cotton  manufacture  to  Mancheitery  and 
to  undersell  the  home  roanufkctarer.  If 
the  House  should  come  suddenly  and  pre- 
cipitately to  the  adoption  of  any  sweeping 
measures  of  change  which  would  affect  the 
price  of  agricultural  produce,  thoie  mea- 
sures would  be  the  means  of  creating  ex- 
tensive and  general  mischief,  for  a  time  at 
least,  whatever  might  be  their  ultimate  re- 
sult. The  home  markets  would  be  injured 
to  a  degree  of  which  hon.  Members  had 
no  conception,  by  a  sudden  transition  fitmi 
one  extreme  to  another.  He  admitted 
that  if  a  Committee,  after  a  thorough  ex- 
amination of  the  subject,  should  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  distress  which  now 
prevailed  was  temporary  in  its  nature,  and 
should  make  a  sensible  report  to  that  ef- 
fect, it  would  be  so  far  beneficial.  He 
understood  the  feeling  of  manufiscturer^ 
not  only  in  the  glove  trade,  but  also  in 
the  riband  trade,  to  be,  that  a  duty  of 
forty  or  fifty  per  cent  was  no  protectioa 
to  them — that  nothing  short  of  an  absolute 
proliibition  could  be  of  service  to  them. 
He  thought  that  there  could  be  no  soch 
thing  as  a  total  prohibition,  for  the  smag^ 
gler  would  prevent  it.  If  he  thought  that 
an  additional  ten  per  cent  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  satisfaction  and  advantage,  be 
would  support  such  a  proposition. 

Lord  Milton  said,  he  was  obliged  to  his 
hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Baring)  for  har« 
ing  overset  the  gloomy  expectations  and 
apprehensions  which  were  entertained  by 
some  hon.  Members;  but  in  the  few  words, 
he  proposed  to  address  to  the  House,  he 
should  confine  himself  to  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  member  ton 
Okehampton,  who  contrasted  the  distress 
now  prevailing  with  that  prosperity  which 
had  been  felt  in  the  latter  years  of  the  war. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Baronet  had  g^ven  too 
favourable  an  account  of  the  state  of  the 
country  at  the  time  of  the  war.  Did  the 
hon.  Baronet  remember  the  distresses  of 
1808,  consequent  upon  the  order  of  Coun- 
cil, when  a  Committee  of  the  House  had 
set  many  weeks  to  inquire  into  the  ffeneral 
state  of  manufacture.  Again  a  sragnlar 
inquiry  took  place  in  1812,  when  the  dis- 
tress, accompanied  by  outrages,  was  yeiy 
extensive.  He  would  also  appeal  to  ano- 
ther test  to  shew  the  fallacy  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  remarks.  There  were  more 
bankruptcies  about  the  close  of  the  war  than 
there  had  been  at  any  period  since,  except 
during  the  panic  of  1825.  The  present 
state  of  the  country  wM  oQt  at  w  10  bQ 
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compared  to  its  condition  at  the  period  of  question.  But  that  was  not  now  the  sub- 
the  war,  foralthoughy  as  his hon.  friend  said,  ject  for  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
some  branches  of  manufacture  were  in  de-  The  mere  question  was,  whether  or  not  the 
pressed  circumstances,  yet  there  was  no  distress  was  occasioned  by  the  importation 
ground  for  saying  that  the  mercantile  or  >  of  French  gloves  ?  Upon  this  point  he 
manufacturing  interests  were  generally  dis-  '  differed  from  the  petitioners,  and  also  from 
tressed.  He  might  refer  to  the  woollen  and    some  of  the  opinions  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 


cotton  trades,  in  proof  of  the  comparative 
prosperity  which  now  prevailed  in  par- 
ticular branches  of  trade.     lie  was  also 


lant  friend,  for  he  thought  that  the  distress, 
not  being  caused  by  the  admission  of 
French  gloves,  could  not  be  remedied  by 


obliged  to  his  hon.  friend  for  exposing  the  '  any  change  which  the  Legislature  might 
impolicy  of  imposing  restrictions  upon  the  t  make  in  the  law  on  that  subject.  He  had 
importation  of  raw  materials ;  and  when  '  stated,  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the 
these  subjects  came  forward  for  more  en-  !  French  and  the  English  manufacturer  pur- 
larged  discussion,  he  hoped  his  hon.  friend  I  chased  their   raw  materials  at  the  same 


would  recollect  the  opinions  he  had  to- 
night expressed. 

Mr.  Whitmore  said,  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  would,  in  his  judg- 
ment, tend  to  excite  expectations  which 


market,  and  for  the  same  price.  In  France 
the  price  of  labour,  in  that  branch,  instead 
of  being  less,  was,  he  believed,  somewhat 
more  than  in  this  country.  Therefore,  in 
this  respect,  the  manufacturers  of  the  two 


coald  not  be  realised.  The  present  dis-  countries  were  placed  in  nearly  equal  cir- 
tress  which  unfortunately  existed  in  the  |  cumstances,  and  it  was  impossible  for  the 
glove  trade  arose  from  temporary  circum-  ;  French  manufacturer  to  undersell  the 
stances,  and  it  was  perhaps  at  this  mo-  English  maker,  after  paying  the  duty  of 
ment  diminishing.  He  was  certainly  op-  .  45.  per  dozen  pair,  which  was  the  lowest 
posed  to  the  principle  of  prohibit  ion,  which  I  scale,  on  the  importation  of  that  article. 
would  prevent  the  growth  and  improve-  It  appeared  from  the  documents  which 
ment  of  manufacture,  and  would  produce  had  been  referred  to,  that  the  impor- 
great  inconvenience  and  distress,  both  to  i  tation  of  skins,  since  the  alteration  took 
the  manufacturing  and  the  agricultural  ,  place,  had  increased  from  2,600,000  to 
classes.  In  all  branches  of  industry  there  i  3,600,000 — an  increase  of  40  per  cent, 
musty  from  the  nature  of  things,  be,  from  !  There  was  only  one  branch  of  die  glove 
time  to  time,  action  and  reaction.  But  j  trade  in  which  the  French  manufacturer 
whenever  a  season  of  distress  arose  in  any  !  entered  into  competition  with  us,  and  it 
pursuit,  whether  it  was  occasioned  by  '  appeared  that  our  proportion  of  the 
changes  of  fashion,  by  some  accidental  quantity  produced  was  on  the  increase, 
stagnation,  or  by  whatever  other  cause,  ;  It  would  be  difficult  to  say  that  the  cheap- 
there  were  always  persons  ready  to  attri-  ncss  of  labour  was  the  cause  of  the  distress. 
bute  it  to  the  operation  of  the  free  trade  On  the  contrary,  he  thought  that  the  im- 
principle.  There  was  one  view  of  the  case  portation  of  articles  of  a  superior  descrip- 
however,  that  had  not  been  noticed  ;  he  tion  from  France — and  it  was  only  such 
alluded  to  the  improvement  all  manu-  '  that  were  imported — rendered  the  use  of 
factures  underwent  from  competition.  The  i  what  were  called  kid  gloves  more  general, 
silk  trade  was  one  great  proof  of  this,  and  |  and  at  the  same  time  improved  the  manu- 
he  had  little  doubt  but  that  the  stimulus  |  facture.  If,  then,  the  manufacture  was  in- 
required  to  keep  pace  with  our  neighbours  creased,  it  could  not  have  reduced  the 
would  induce  the  glove-makers  so  to  im-  price  of  labour,  or  turned  the  workmen 
prove  their  manufacture  as  to  prevent  i  out  of  employment.  But  he  was  bound 
them  in  a  short  period  from  fearing  foreign  j  to  explain  what    he  conceived  to  be  the 


rivalry. 

Mr.  Morrison  said,  he  did  not  mean,  at 
that  late  hour,  to  go  into  all  the  details  upon 
which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  entered. 
He  merely  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  question  brought  before 
it  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  below 
him.  He  could  himself  bear  testimony 
to  the  distress  which  prevailed.  Of  that 
distress,  unfortunately,  there  could  be  no 


cause  of  the  distress.  The  manufac- 
ture of  Worcester  was  formerly  confined 
principally  to  what  were  called  beaver 
gloves.  People  now  very  generally 
wore  kid  gloves,  and  thus  diminished  the 
consumption  of  the  Worcester  article. 
The  consequence  was,  that  the  Worcester 
manufacturers  had  entered  into  compe- 
tition with  Yeovil  in  kid  gloves.  This, 
therefore,  was  not  a  competition  between 
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France  and  England,  but  a  competition 
between  different  parts  of  this  country. 
And  not  only  had  the  use  of  kid  gloves 
increased,  but  the  exportation  of  beaver 
gloves  to  America  was  very  much  dimin- 
ished. If  exact  returns  could  he  procured, 
he  believed,  ihcy  would  show  that  the 
diminution  of  the  exportation  to  America 
was  equal  to  the  importation  of  kid 
gloves  from  France.  There  was  ano- 
ther cause  to  which  he  would  allude — 
namely,  the  practice,  which  had  become  . 
very  general,  of  wearing  gloves  like  those 
which  he  now  had  on — of  white  cotton. 
Perhaps  he  ought  to  apologi/c  to  his  hon. 
friend  for  exhibiting  those,  but  he  should 
be  equally  bound  to  apologize  to  the  hon. 
members  for  Nottingham  and  Leicester  if 
he  discontinued  the  use  of  them.  It  was 
well  known  that  the  discontinuing  any  or- 
nament of  the  person  would  throw  hun- 
dreds out  of  employment  at  the  time. 
These  cotton  gloves  had  come  very  much 
Into  use,  and  must  interfere  materially 
with  the  manufacture  of  kid  and  beaver 
gloves.  He  knew  it  would  be  impossible 
to  procure  a  satisfactory  comparative  return 
of  the  quantity  of  cotton  gloves  made  for- 
merly, and  now,  but  he  believed,  if  he 
stated  the  increase  at  300,000  or  400,000 
dozen  pair,  he  should  much  underrate  the 
quantity.  Another  reason  to  which  he 
would  advert  was  the  high  price  of  the 
raw  material  last  year,  which  had  checked 
•peculation.  There  was  still  another  cir- 
cumstance which  it  was  necessary  to  men- 
tion. There  was  a  tendency  to  bad  trade 
in  many  branches  of  industry.  He  did 
not  wish  to  introduce  any  subject  not  con- 
nected with  the  Question  before  the  House, 
but  ho  felt  bound  to  state,  that  when  the 
Reform  Bill  was  thrown  out  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  warehouses  in  London  and 
the  manufactories  in  the  country  were  de- 
serted. The  division  of  last  month  had, 
however,  caused  an  improvement.  When 
he  was  in  the  city  he  had  occasion  to  see 
many  Gentlemen  engaged  in  trade,  and 
they  said  to  him  ••  Depend  upon  it,  we 
shall  have  a  good  trade"  always,  assuming 
that  the  Refonn  Bill  was  sure  to  pass. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  that  while  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  congratulating  each  other  on 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  the  pro- 
spects opened  to  the  industrious  classes  of 
the  community  were  very  different ;  for 
while  the  llonsc  was  cheering,  the  p'opio 
were  cheerless;  In  the  present  case,  there 
were  many  conHicting  statements  submitted 


to  the  House,  and  the  only  mode,  tfierefore, 
of  arriving  at  the  truth  was  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  investigate  the  subject  in 
detail.  He  should  like  to  know  where 
was  the  proof  of  the  prosperity  or  the 
revival  of  trade  which  was  so  much  boasted 
of,  or  that  Leicester  or  Nottingham  had 
received  any  benefit  from  the  depression 
of  the  glove  trade  at  Worcester  ?  He  bid 
seen  some  persons  from  Nottingham  within 
these  few  hours,  who  represented  trade 
there  as  being  in  a  most  distressed  sad 
disastrous  condition.  It  was  easy  to  ac- 
count for  distress  in  the  time  of  war-^hat 
now,  at  a  time  of  profound  peace,  when  t 
large  amount  of  taxes  had  been  remitted, 
in  a  country  unrivalled  for  its  resoorcci 
and  for  the  industry,  skill,  and  ingenoitj 
of  its  population,  what  was  the  oocasioo  oif 
the  deplorable  distress  which  pervaded 
both  the  manufacturing  and  the  agricoi- 
tural  districts  ?  To  that  distreu  was  to  be 
attributed  the  lamentable  increase  of  crime 
which  we  had  latterly  witnessed.  He 
feared  that  coming  events  would  undeceive 
gentlemen  as  to  the  fancied  prosperity  of 
the  country.  He  wished  he  might  be  i 
false  prophet  in  this  instance,  but  he  had 
lately  been  very  much  amongst  the  indus- 
trious classes,  and  he  had  never  before  seen 
so  much  despondency  and  suffering  as  he 
had  then  witnessed.  If  something  were 
not  speedily  done  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes,  he  feared  we 
were  on  the  verge  of  a  commotion,  which 
would  put  an  end  at  once  and  for  everts 
the  wealth  of  England.  It  was  not  onlj 
the  agricultural  and  the  manufacturing 
classes  that  were  affected ;  the  monied 
interests  were  equally  depressed ;  and  he 
would  undertake  to  say,  that  on  the  Royal 
Exchange  there  was  not  now  one  half  the 
wealth  that  there  was  at  the  close  of  the 
war.  He  knew  that  many  of  the  asier- 
tions  in  contradiction  to  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners  were  errors,  and  if  a  Committee 
was  appointed  he  would  undertake  to 
shew  that  the  smuggling  of  gloves  had 
been  Carried  on  to  a  great  extent,  and  he 
regretted  to  observe,  that  Government  was 
ignorant  of  the  transaction.  By  the  coarse 
of  policy  we  had  pursued,  our  own  labour- 
ers were  supplanted  in  our  own  markets, 
and  unless  we  retraced  our  steps,  we  should 
completely  destroy  our  manufacturing 
prosperity.  He  could  not  hear  all  these 
assertions  of  ihe  prosperity  of  the  country 
without  giving  them  the  contradiction 
which  his  experience  enabled  hjm;  and 
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be  implored  the  House  to  take  the  subject 
into  its  most  serious  consideration. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  protest  against  the 
adoption  of  one  or  two  fallacies  which  had 
been  put  forth  by  hon.  Members  who  had 
preceded  him  in  tlie  expression  of  their 
sentiments  upon  this  subject.  The  hon. 
member  for  Boroughbridge  had  contended, 
that  a  prohibitory  system  ought  again  to 
be  enforced,  and  that  it  .was  entirely  owing 
to  the  importation  of  foreign  goods  that 
the  distress  in  the  various  branches  of 
manufacture  was  to  be  attributed.  If  such 
doctrines  were  to  be  acted  upon,  in  what 
condition  would  this  country  speedily  find 
herself,  when  her  power  of  production  ex- 
ceeded, in  many  branches  of  manufacture, 
her  capability  for  consumption,  no  less 
than  four  fold  ?  If  restrictive  measures 
were  resorted  to,  other  countries  would 
retaliate.  With  regard  to  the  United 
States,  he  was  confident  that  country 
would  soon  abandon  her  extravagant  tariff, 
and  return  to  her  former  policy.  The 
high  wages  of  labour  in  that  country, 
would  continue  so  long  as  there  was  more 
work  than  the  labourers  could  get  through  ; 
but  they  were  not  raised,  as  had  been  ad- 
vanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Thetford 
(Mr.  Baring),  by  the  protection  afforded 
to  native  lal>our  against  foreign  im- 
portation. The  thriving  condition  of  Ame- 
rica was  imputed  to  her  having  so  much 
elbow-room  wherein  to  spread  her  labour. 
One  chief  source  of  her  prosperity  might 
be  found  in  the  fact,  that  the  whole  expense 
of  carrying  on  her  government  amounted 
to  thirteen  millions  and  a  half  of  dollars, 
whilst  that  of  England,  exclusive  of 
pensions,  half-pay,  and  civil  lists,  was 
seventy-eight  millions  of  dollars.  With 
respect  to  the  a*8ertioi»  that  tiie  glove 
trade  was  injured  by  the  (juantities  of 
foreign  gloves  which  were  smujxgled  into 
thb  country,  he  was  not  disposed  to  pay 
ilie  slightest  attention  to  them;  for  he 
believed,  and  his  belief  was  founded  on  an 
investigation  of  the  fact,  that  there  was 
not  one  single  dozen  pair  of  gloves  smug- 
gled into  England  in  the  way  of  trade. 
The  expense  and  the  risk  attendins;  that 
coarse  were  far  from  being  repaid  by  the 
saving  of  the  duty  in  the  prioe  of  the 
gloves  when  sold  here.  The  petitioners 
in  this  trade  ascribed  all  their  distress  to 
the  free  importation  of  foreicrn  i]:lo\t's; 
and  he  was  iirinlv  of  opinicn  that  thc>v 
were  totally  nii>takf'n  in  their  views;  tor 
that   reason,  a^  well  as  for  many  others, 


he  thought  the  House  ought  to  consent 
that  a  Committee  be  appointed,  in  order 
that  its  inquiries  might  dissipate  the  un- 
founded ideas  relative  to  the  French  trade 
in  gloves  ;  for  the  manufacturers  in  France 
themselves  allowed  that  they  were  totally 
unable  to  compete  with  the  English  glove- 
manufacturers  in  their  own  market.  British 
gloves,  too,  were  prohibited  in  France.  To 
the  prohibitory  system,  by  whomsoever 
practised,  he  was  decidedly  opposed.  He 
wished  to  see  the  ports  of  France  open  to 
our  manufacturers,  and  ours  open  to  her, 
for  the  benefit  of  all.  Not  a  word  had 
been  mentioned  during  the  whole  of  the 
debate  of  one  party  who  was  at  least 
materially  interested,  he  alluded  to  the 
consumer ;  and  yet  it  was  the  imperative 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  watch  over  his 
interests,  and  enable  him  to  purchase  such 
commodities  as  he  required  upon  the  best 
and  cheapest  terms.  Whenever  a  large 
class  of  persons  applied  to  that  House,  he 
considered  it  right  to  attend  to  their  re- 
([uest.  Under  all  circumstances,  there- 
fore, he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  vote 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Committee; 
and  he  felt  exceedingly  sorry  to  see  that 
the  members  of  Government  did  not  con- 
sider it  to  be  their  duty  to  accede  to  the 
proposal ;  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  a 
better  way  to  try  to  remove  the  complaints 
of  the  suffering  people  by  investigating 
their  sources,  and  by  letting  them  see  that 
the  House  was  alive  to  iheir  complaints, 
than  by  rejecting  all  inquiry,  which  only 
gave  them  reason  to  complain  of  an  un- 
courteous  refusal  of  their  re(|uests. 

Mr.  Courienaij  was  as  sensible  as  any 
Gentleman  could  be  of  the  impropriety  of 
addressing  the  House  at  any  length  at 
such  a  late  hour  ;  and  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  many  minutes.  But  conversant 
as  he  had  been  with  the  subject  now  before 
the  House,  he  could  not  refrain  from 
stating  the  grounds  upon  which  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion.  He  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion upon  the  ground  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
for  that  was  the  ground  of  his  opposition 
to  a  similar  motion,  when  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  connected  with  the  Board 
of  Trade.  From  that  ground  (viz.  that 
there  really  existed  no  **  competition  ** 
against  which  the  protection  demanded 
rould  be  given)  he  rould  not  depart.  He 
could  not  a;jroe  to  the  ap|>ointmt'nt  of  u 
Ccunniittee  without  seeing  his  way  out  of 
the  elfect  of  such  appointment;  and  with- 
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out  being  convinced  that  some  beneficial 
and  practical  result  would  be  produced  by 
it  to  the  parties  interested.  Being  satisfied, 
on  the  present  occasion,  that  no  good 
could  result  from  this  Committee,  and  that 
no  proposition  on  this  subject  could  now 
be  acceded  to  by  the  House  which  would 
not  tend  to  place  the  parties  in  a  worse 
situation  than  that  in  which  they  stood, 
he  could  not  vote  for  the  Motion.  That 
no  good  would  result  from  such  a  Com- 
mittee to  this  trade  in  particular,  must  be 
allowed  even  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Boroughbridge  (Mr.  Sadler)  who  admitted 
that  all  the  particular  details  and  argu- 
ments brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  member  for  Worcester  had  been 
demolished  by  the  statement  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had  made  to  the 
House.  He  thought  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Morri- 
son) shewed  that  the  present  distress  of 
the  leather-glove  trade  did  not  arise  from 
foreign,  but  from  home  competition.  Many 
powerful  speeches  had  been  made  in  favour 
of  the  proposition  for  a  Committee,  but 
they  were  chiefly  devoted  to  discussions 
upon  the  question  of  free  trade;  and  that 
was  not  the  immediate  question  before  the 
House ;  though  he  was  glad  to  find  that 
there  was  to  be  a  full  discussion  on  the 
merits  of  that  system,  upon  the  intended 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester 
(Mr.  Robinson).  Nothing,  however,  had 
been  said  by  any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  enlarged  on  that  topic  tending 
to  shew  that  any  beneficial  result  would 
follow  from  the  adoption  of  the  present 
Motion.  One  word  with  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  forThet- 
ford.  The  hon.  Member  thought  it  might 
be  possible  to  give  some  increased  protec- 
tion to  the  glove  trade  by  an  additional  duty. 
The  argument  against  that  plan  was  short. 
In  point  of  fact,  there  was  no  competition 
against  which  the  additional  duty  would 
operate  as  a  protection.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  justifying  that  increased  protec- 
tion, would  carry  us  further  into  the  ques- 
ber  of  free  trade  than  even  the  hon.  n>em- 
tion  for  Boroughbridge.  He  would  give  a 
greater  amount  of  protecting  duty  to  arti- 
cles of  luxury  than  to  necessaries.  Hitherto 
the  system  of  free  trade  had  been  consi- 
dered as.  a  good  system,  provided  its  scope 
could  be  made  to  extend  to  every  commo- 
dity and  every  branch  of  our  foreign  com- 
merce. 


Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  several  petitioot 
from  Somersetshire  had  been  presented 
that  evening  from  the  distressed  glovers  by 
an  hon.  Member,  whom  he  was  much  sur- 
prised had  not  spoken  on  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  He  had  been  requested  to 
support  the  prayer  of  those  petitions 
which  demanded  the  prohibition  of  foreign 
gloves;  but  he  could  not  make- np  his 
mind  to  support  the  petitions  to  that  ex- 
tent, not  then  having  heard  the  arguments 
on  the  subject  to  which  he  had  since  so 
attentively  listened,  although  he  must 
confess  that  he  did  not  see  why  the  luxu- 
ries of  life  should  be  allowed  to  be  freely 
imported,  whilst  one  of  the  chief  necessa* 
ries,  corn,  was  prohibited  by  law.  He  had, 
as  he  said  before,  attentively  listened  to 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  fbr 
and  against  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  cause  of,  and  to 
provide,  if  possible,  a  remedy  for,  the  dis« 
tress  in  the  glove  trade ;  and  he  must  say 
that  he  had  not  heard  a  single  reason  on 
the  part  of  the  Members  of  Government 
why  that  Committee  should  not  be  granted. 
To  some  of  the  opinions  which  had  beeo 
put  forth  in  the  course  of  the  debate  he 
was  directly  opposed.  It  had  been  said, 
that  the  cotton  and  woollen  trades  were. 
comparatively  well  off.  He  was  astonished 
at  that  assertion ;  there  never  was  a  period 
when  the  hand-loom  weavers  were  in  so 
depressed  a  state  as  at  present.  At  all 
events  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that 
the  House  had  better  grant  the  Committee, 
if  it  were  only  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
the  manufacturers  how  much  they  were 
mistaken,  than,  by  refusing  to  inqufre  into 
their  distresses,  to  drive  them  altogether  to 
desperation. 

Mr.  Sanford  said,  that  he  had  given  hii 
opinions  on  this  question  on  a  previoni 
occasion,  and  had  nothing  now  to  induce 
him  to  trespass  upon  the  House,  but  he 
had  been  so  pointedly  alluded  to,  that  he 
could  not  refrain  from  stating  his  reasons 
for  having  remained  silent  during  the  dis* 
cussion  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Worcester.  That  Motion  had  been 
fully  discussed  by  the  gallant  Member, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Uie  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  the 
question  then  diverged  spjridely  from  the 
original  subject  into  an  enlarged  viev 
of  the  general  principles  of  free  tn^, 
that,  as  a  young  and  inexperienced  Mem* 
ber  of  that  House,  he  had  deemed  it  more 
becoming  in  him  to  remain  a  listener  than 
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to  offer  his  sentiments  to  them  ;  and  he, 
in  consequence,  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
give  a  silent  vote  upon  the  Motion,  a  deter- 
mination which,  but  for  the  marked  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  been  alluded  to,  he 
should  have  kept. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  he  would  address 
but  very  few  words  to  the  House  in  reply 
to  the  arguments  which  had  been  urged 
against  his  Motion.  The  persons  who  were 
sniicring  such  severe  distress  from  want 
of  employment  in  the  glove  trade,  attri- 
buted it  to  one  sole  cause,  and  had,  through 
him,  laid  their  case  before  the  House,  on 
which  their  only  hope  rested.  It  appeared 
that  Ministers  had  detenuinod  to  deprive 
the  petitioners  of  this  resource.  He  would 
not  reply  generally  to  the  arguments  of  the 
r^hthon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-president  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  because  they  had  been 
fully  answered  by  several  hon.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  House,  but  he  must 
beg  leave  to  address  one  or  two  remarks 
to  him,  and  to  the  hon.  member  for  Ips- 
wich. Although  it  might  a{)pcar  like  pre- 
sumption for  him  lo  enter  the  lists  with  so 
great  an  authority  as  the  latter,  yet  never- 
theless, as  the  hon.  Member  had  stated 
that  the  French  could  not  make  gloves 
cheaper  than  the  people  of  this  country, 
he  felt  bound  to  say  that  his  information 
wa«  directly  contrary.  He  had  been  as- 
sured by  persons  who  had  carried  on  trade 
with  them  in  these  articles  that  they  could 
completely  undersell  the  English  manufac- 
turer. The  wages  of  the  French  workmen 
were  lower,  from  the  superior  cheapness  of 
food,  and  they  procured  the  raw  material 
at  an  easier  rate.  With  respect  to  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
had  dealt  so  largely  in  figures,  he  must  say 
to  them  he  could  not  reply,  as  he  had  not 
time  to  assure  himself  of  their  being  cor- 
rect, but  he  must  observe,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have  obtained 
his  information  more  from  the  factors  than 
the  manufacturers,  to  the  former  of  whom 
it  was  a  matter  of  comparative  indiffer- 
ence whether  the  English  or  the  French 
maker  was  jn  the  most  prosperous  circum- 
stances. On  one  point,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken.  He  had 
said  there  were  forty  glove  manufacturers 
in  Yeovil,  when  the  fact  was,  there  were 
trat  thirty.  Another  argument  he  must 
notice ;  it  was  said  the  distress  was  tempo- 
rary, but  it  had  been  in  existence  in  1826, 
and  had  continued  getting  worse  ever 
mice.     In  that  year  he  had  waited  on  the 
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present  Lord  Goderich  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  to  represent  the  de- 
pressed state  of  the  trade ;  his  answer  was, 
*'  The  free- trade  system  is  just  established ; 
let  us  see  how  the  system  will  work/'  In 
1 832,  this  answer  was  repeated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  conclasion,  he  must 
say,  that  he  looked  with  great  anxiety  to 
the  result  of  the  decision  on  the  Motion,  for 
the  distress  of  the  glove- manufacturers 
was  altogether  unparalleled,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  see  the  hopes  which  they  had 
formed,  of  obtaining  some  relief  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee — disappointed. 
He  should,  therefore,  persist  in  his  original 
intention  of  pressing  the  House  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

The  House  divided. 

Ayes  168;  Noes  223. — Majority  against 
the  Motion,  55, 

Rf.for  M.]  Lord  A  Ithorp  observed,  that 
he  had  not  anticipated  the  debate  on  the 
glove  trade  would  have  lasted  till  so  late  an 
hour.  He  was,  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
sumption of  the  whole  of  this  evening  on 
this  discussion,  obliged  to  announce  that 
he  should  bring  on  the  Reform  Bill  in 
Committee  to-morrow.  He  moved  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Reform  of  Parliament 
(England)  Bill,  be  appointed  for  to-mor- 
row. 

Lord  Stonnont  said,  he  must  remonstrate 
upon  the  lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  this  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  depart  from  the  understanding 
prevailing  in  the  House  as  to  the  mode  of 
proceeding  on  Wednesday.  It  would 
be  very  inconvenient  to  many  who,  at  so 
short  a  notice,  could  not  arrange  to  be  in 
their  places  to-morrow  evening. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  this  was  the  6rst 
opportunity  he  had  had,  in  consequence  of 
the  continuance  of  the  debate  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for 
Worcester,  of  acquainting  the  House  with 
his  change  of  intention. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  had  taken  it  for 
granted,  with  all  those  who  heard  the  ar- 
rangement announced  by  the  noble  Lord, 
that  Wednesday  was  to  be  an  open  day, 
and  now  he  regretted  to  find  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  resolved  to  devote  it  to 
the  Reform  Bill.  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  offer  any  opposition  of  a  factious  or 
dilatory  nature  to  the  Bill,  so  as  to  impede 
its  progress,  though  he  should  not  com- 
promise the  hostility  he  felt  to  many  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.    He  hoped  the     . 
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so  good  an  authority,  that  the  cotton  spin- 
ners in  Scotland  paid  so  strict  an  attention 
to  the  welfere  and  health  of  those  confided 
to  their  charge,  and  engaged  in  their  fac- 
tories. He  begged  the  friends  of  huma- 
nity, in  this  instance,  to  beware  lest,  in 
then:  anxiety  to  accomplish  too  much  for 
the  young  persons  engaged  in  this  species 
of  manufacture,  they  should  fail  altogether, 
and  render  the  interference  of  the  Legisla- 
ture altogether  ineffective ;  or,  in  the  alter- 
native, if  effective,  injuring  the  poorer 
classes,  by  causing  them  to  be  thrown  out 
of  employment  altogether.  The  hours  of 
labour,  as  now  fixed  by  law,  were  eleven 
hours  and  a  half  out  of  the  twenty-four. 
Whatever  might  be  done  by  his  hon.  friend, 
as  to  lessening  the  number  of  hours,  he 
should  be  very  careful  to  avoid  offering  a 
bonus  to  such  speculators  as  should  per- 
ceive it  was  worth  their  while  to  transfer 
their  establishments  just  over  the  border, 
so  1^  to  avail  themselves  of  the  comparative 
laxity  of  the  law  in  one  place,  while  [they 
escaped  its  provisions  in  another.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  doubt,  but  that,  in 
proportion  as  the  factories  were  small,  they 
were  the  more  liable  to  abuse  and  unkind 
severity  towards  the  children  employed. 

Mr.  Croker  hoped  the  benevolent  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  extended  to 
Ireland.  It  was  true,  she  had  at  present 
no  such  large  factories  as  those  which 
claimed  the  protection  of  the  legislature 
in  the  present  case.  The  day,  however, 
would  probably  arrive  when  Ireland  might 
compete  in  manufactures  wilh  the  other 
parts  of  the  empire.  It  was  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  good  government,  to  take 
care  of  those  peaceable  and  industrious 
classes  who  were  too  severely  occupied  in 
earning  their  daily  bread  to  have  leisure  to 
take  care  of  themselves. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  objects  of  his  hon.  friend,  and 
hoped  that  ne  would  proceed  with  his 
measure  of  relief. 

Mr.  O'Connell  observed,  that  the  case 
of  these  individuals  reminded  him  strongly 
of  that  of  minors  in  law,  who  were  the  first 
class  of  persons  confided  to  that  high 
officer  of  law  and  state,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. The  present  was  an  opportunity 
wherein  sound  policy  and  humanity  were 
legitimately  connected,  in  legislating  on 
behalf  of  those  poor  children ;  and  he 
added  his  thanks  to  those  already  offered 
to  the  hon.  Member,  for  having  directed 
attention  to  such  a  humane  object. 


Mr.  Sadler,  in  moving  that  the  petition 
be  printed,  said,  that  he  had  petitions  froia 
the  operatives  of  Scotland  to  present  to 
the  House,  complaining  of  the  system  as 
it  existed  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, of  employing  children  in  factories. 
One  of  the  most  powerful  statements  he 
had  seen  came  from  the  operatives  of 
Dundee,  complaining  of  the  hours  of 
labour  imposed  on  children,  particularly 
in  spinning  cotton  for  shirting.  The  fact 
was,  ttiat  Scotland,  in  that  respect,  quite 
as  much  as  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  required  the  interposition  of  the 
Legislature  on  behalf  of  over-tasked  and 
abased  infancy.  In  the  Bill  which  he 
intended  again  to  bring  forward  on  this 
subject,  he  meant  to  limit  the  time  of  labour 
to  ten  hours  on  every  day  in  the  week, 
except  Saturday,  on  which  day  be  would 
limit  it  to  eight  hours.  That  appeared 
to  him  by  no  means  too  stringent  a  limi- 
tation ;  and  he  had,  indeed,  been  inform- 
ed by  high  medical  authorities,  whom  he 
had  consulted  on  the  point,  that  even 
such  an  amount  of  labour  was  rather  too 
much  for  children  of  the  age  contemplated 
by  that  bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Banff- 
shire was  of  opinion,  that  the  evil  was 
generated  by  the  operation  of  the  Poor- 
laws,  to  which  he  would  only  at  present 
reply,  if  there  was  a  superabundant  supply 
of  labour  in  the  market,  the  employment 
should  be  equally  divided  among  the 
entire  mass,  and  not  be  thrown  in  an  ac- 
cumulated proportion  upon  those  least 
able  to  bear  it. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  admitted  that 
great  cause  of  complaint  existed  on  this 
head  in  Scotland,  and  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law  relating  to  manufactories 
in  Scotland,  to  prevent  the  cupidity  of 
persons  taking  advantage  of  the  exemption. 

Colonel  Torrens  was  ready  to  bestow 
the  deserved  tribute  of  praise  on  the  bene- 
volence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aldbo- 
rough  ;  but  he  feared  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
ciently enlightened  by  knowledge  to  effect 
much  good.  The  causes  of  distress  lay 
deeper  than  that  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  suppose ;  and  he  must  go  to  the  bottom 
of  them,  and  take  measures  to  remove  the 
pressure  which  weighed  down  the  labour- 
ing poor,  before  he  could  do  any  thing 
towards  their  effectual  and  permanent 
relief.  The  poor  were  distressed,  because 
the  tax-gatherer  took  from  them  a  large 
proportion  of  their  produce,  and  because 
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Legislature,  in  a  moral  point  of  view, 
16  put  an  end  to  this  system,  which,  as  it 
now  existed,  destroyed,  not  only  the 
bodies,  but  even  the  minds,  of  those  chil- 
dren who  were  subjected  to  this  extorted 
labour  in  manufactories.  He  tendered, his 
best  thanks  to  his  hon.  friend,  for  his 
intention  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House.  He  was  sure  it  could  not  be  in 
more  able  hands,  than  those  of  a  man, 
who,  like  his  hon.  friend,  was  actuated  bv 
the  purest  motives  of  philanthropy,  and, 
had  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  evils 
which  he  proposed  to  remedy. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  he  had  been  re- 
quested by  his  constituents  to  support  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners,  which  he  was 
happy  in  having  an  opportunity  of  doing. 
Great  anxiety,  he  would  assure  the  House, 
existed  on  the  subject  before  them 
throughout  the  population  of  the  great 
manufacturing  districts,  and  he,  therefore, 
trusted  the  question  would  be  speedily 
taken  up,  and  satisfactorily  adjusted  by 
the  Legislature.  To  the  performance  of 
this  great  and  humane  duty  they  were 
called,  not  only  by  the  petitioners,  but  by 
their  duties  as  men  and  (christians. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  was  unnecessary  to 
make  any  request  to  him  to  support 
the  prayer  of  this  petition,  for  he  had 
always  lamented  the  practice,  the  horiible 
practice,  which  had  so  long  prevailed  in 
exacting  undue  and  severe  labour  from  the 
children  in  the  manufacturing  districts  of 
this  country.  He  thanked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Sadler)  for  havin;^  taken  np  the 
subject.  He  knew  that  in  the  town  of 
Leeds,  the  ])eople  were  devoted  to  him  for 
his  humane  efforts  in  l)ehalf  of  these  poor 
friendless  working  children.  He  should 
always  be  most  forward  to  crive  his  best 
support  to  measures,  which,  like  that  con- 
templated by  the  petitioners,  promoted  the 
caiiae  of  humanity. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  the  Legislature  was 
peremptorily  bound  to  interfere  for  the 
protection  of  the  unhappy  objncis  whose 
case  was  now  before  them,  and  that  speedi- 
ly. The  feeling  and  excitement  prevail- 
ing against  the  injustice  and  cruelty  of  the 
present  system,  were  so  very  general  in  the 
manufacturing  distric^ls,  that,  ho  trusted, 
Ministers  would  support  the  measure  about 
to  be  introduced  by  the  hon.  meuibcr  for 
Akiborough,  to  abate  tho  evils  complained 
of.  The  huHiness  transaeted  by  fhihlren 
in  those  factories,  wa<i  not  in  itself  uu- 
wbdetome,    It    was     the    extraordinary 


length  of  time  they  were  employed  in  this 
sort  of  labour  that  proved  so  highly  inju- 
rious to  their  constitutions.  If  this  were 
abridged,  the  improvement,  both  in  the 
health  and  morals  of  the  children,  would 
be  very  considerable;  and  all  consi- 
derations of  the  impolicy  of  interfering 
between  masters  and  servants,  must 
give  way  to  the  necessity  of  protecting 
these  helpless  objects,  who  had  no  other 
protectors  than  the  Legislature. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden,  felt  it  was  highly 
necessary  that  the  hours  of  labour  should 
be  limited.  He  was  convinced  that 
nothing  would  more  essentially  operate 
towards  the  improvement  of  a  good  under- 
standing between  the  labouring  classes  iu 
these  factories  and  their  employers  than 
this  manifestation,  on  the  part  of  the  upper 
class  in  these  districts,  of  good  feeling  and 
kindness  towards  the  lower  or  labouring 
order  of  people.  They,  as  legislators,  were 
certainly  bound  to  provide  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  health  and  the  prosperity  of 
infants  engaged  in  laborious  occupations. 
They  ought  to  take  care  that  neither  the 
minds  nor  the  bodies  of  children  were  too 
much  oppressed. 

Mr.  Morison  observed,  that  the  cotton 
manufacturers  generally  paid  the  utmost 
attention  to  the  interests  and  welfare  of 
the  young  persons  employed  by  them  in 
the  manufactories  throughout  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  with  which  he  was 
particularly  connected.  There  were,  he 
firmlv  believed,  no  children  under  the 
age  of  Ion  years,  employed  in  these  manu- 
factories ;  and  their  education  and  morals 
were  regularly  attended  to,  and  the  hours 
of  labour  abridged.  In  some  large  fac- 
tories, schoolmasters  were  retained  to 
instruct  them.  And  here  he  could  not 
help  hazarding  a  conjecture,  that  was  con- 
firmed by  daily  experience,  that  most  of 
the  evils  experienced  in  this  and  other 
instances,  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
were  indebted  for  their  origin  to  the  effects 
of  the  poor-laws  of  this  country.  By  their 
operation,  a  young  man  frequently  bettered 
his  condition  by  marriage,  being  then 
entitled  to  more  relief  from  the  parish. 
An  increase  of  pauper  population  was  the 
neces'«ary  result,  and,  to  relieve  the  poor- 
rates,  the  young  children  were  dispatched 
to  taetories  as  apprentices,  where  they 
were  worked  like  slaves,  without  compunc- 
lion  or  remorse  on  the  part  of  some  of  the 
employers. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  happy  to  hear,  from 
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into  all  the  rc}x>il8  of  the  difl'ereiit  Coni- 
inittccSy  and   hn<l  examined  the  mass  of 
evidence  that  bad    l>ecn    laid  Lieforc   the 
House  on  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  sec 
whether,   from  that  evidence,  and   front 
the  reports  of  the  Committees,  any  thing 
could  be  collected  bo  definite  and  clear  as  to 
point  out  the  proper  mode  of  proceeding 
OD  this  subject,  or  to  lay  a  distinct  founda- 
tion  for  any  measure  with  regard  to  it. 
He  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  the  gene- 
'  ral  question  of  the  Poor-laws  was  a  subject 
of  such  great  magnitude,   and    involved 
such  a  variety  of  important  considerations, 
that  any  Member  of  the  Government,  or 
of  that  House,  would  not  be  justified   in 
bringing   forward  a  measure   that  would 
apply  generally  to   the  whole  collective 
system  of  the  roor-laws  of  this  country. 
The  proper  and  the  better  course  would 
be,  to  bring  forward  some  measure  that 
should  apply  to  the  amendment  of  such 
parts  of  the  Poor-laws  as  clearly  required 
amendment    and    alteration.       He   must 
observe,  that  all  the  evidence  which  hud 
been  taken  before  the  diflTercnt  Commit- 
tees on  this  subject  had  been  derived  from 
gentlemen  who  came  before  those  Com- 
mittees with  preconceived  opinions  on  the 
subject,  and  who  seemed  to  want  a  know- 
ledge of  the  working  of  the  diiierent  sys- 
tems that  prevailed  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.     Such  a  knowledge  as  that  was 
absolutely  necessary  before  they  would  be 
justified  in  bringing  forward  any  measure 
for  the  amendment  of  any  portion  of  the 
law  which  might  clearly  require  considera- 
tion, but  with  regard  to  which  any  mis- 
take might  be  productive  cf  much  evil. 
Under  such  circumstances,  his  Majesty *s 
Government  was  of  opinion,  that  the  best 
course  to  pursue  was,  by  means  of  inves- 
tigation and  inquiry  on  the  spot,  to  Hnd  out 
the  effects  of  the  different  systems  as  they 
existed  in  different  parishes  throughout  the 
country ;  and  accordingly  commissioners 
were  to  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  as* 
ccrtaining  how  the  different  systems  worked 
in  different  parishes  throughout  the  king- 
dom. That  was  the  state  in  which  the  ques- 
tion at  present  stood.  It  did  not  appear  that 
this  comparative  inquiry  as  to  those  differ- 
ent systems  would  take  up  much  time, 
and  when  the  result  of  it  was  before  Mi- 
nisters, they  would  then  be  able  to  de- 
termine whether  they  could  propose  any 
measure  on  the  subject. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  was  of  opinion  that 
the  reason  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord  for 


the  non-production  of  the  estimates  up  to 
the  present  time  was  any  thing  but  a 
satisfactory  one.  lie  apprehended  tlie 
cause  of  the  delay  was,  that  Ministers 
were  fully  engaged  with  their  Reform  Bill; 
but  the  finances  of  the  country  in  tlieir 
present  deranged  state,  when  there  was  an 
actual  deficiency  of  revenue  ought  surely 
to  have  engaged  their  attention. 

Parliamentary  Reform  Bill  for 
Enolani) — Committee — Fifth  Day.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  Reform  of  Parliameot 
(England)  Bill. 

Mr.  Davics  Gilbert  wou\d  take  that  op- 
portunity to  say,  that  he  was  not  by  any 
means  opposed  to  all  Reform,  though  he 
certainly  could  not  approve  of  the  extent 
to  which  the  present  Bill  went.  HewouJd 
recommend,  however,  to  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  no  longer  to  oppose  the  principle 
of  it,  but  to  seek  to  amend  its  details.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  great  object  of 
the  Bill  should  be  to  extend  the  frauchite, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  all  persons  of  intelli- 
gence and  property,  so  as  to  combine  them 
against  the  friends  of  anarchy  and  con- 
fusion. He  thout;;ht  that  the  10/.  house- 
holders* clause,  as  it  now  stood,  would 
give  the  franchise  to  persons  of  no  pro- 
perty, and  who  were  not  entitled  to  iu  In 
London,  and  in  other  large  towns,  he  un- 
derstood that  houses  of  that  description 
were  in  the  possession  of  a  very  low  and 
poor  description  of  persons,  who  made  their 
livelihood  by  letting  them  out  in  lodgings. 
He  would,  therefore,  when  they  caaie  to 
that  clause,  propose,  as  an  atuendmeut, 
that  in  London  and  other  large  towns, 
they  should  deduct  from  the  value  of 
houses  rated  at  1 0/.  whatever  ihe  propr  e- 
tors  of  them  derived  from  occupancy,  so  as 
to  exclude  the  tenants  of  mere  low  lodging- 
houses  from  the  elective  franchise. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  any  sug- 
gestion coming  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  meet  with  every  attention  from  him 
iu  the  Committee,  though  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  at  present  he  could  not  see 
how  this  amendment  could  be  applied  to  the 
clause  in  question,  or  if  it  were  so  applied, 
what  good  it  would  effect.  He  had  him- 
self two  alterations  to  propose  iu  Com- 
mittee, which  were — 1st,  that  as  the  oc- 
cupier of  a  warehouse  in  Leeds,  though 
resident  in  London^  might  vote  for  that 
town  as  the  BUI  at  pr^tent  stood,  it  wm 
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they  existed  in  a  country  where,  on  account 
of  the  Corn  Laws,  a  great  quantity  of  la- 
bour was  necessary  to  get  a  small  quantity 
of  food. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  .that  this  question  in- 
volved the  interests  of  suffering  humanity, 
and  it  was  not  necessary  to  recur  to  the 
dogmas  of  political  economy  to  find  a  just 
solution  of  it. 

Sir  James  Macintosh  was  anxious  to 
avow  himself  a  political  economist ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  differed  so  far  from 
the  hon.  Member  behind  him  (Colonel 
Torrens),  that  he  would  not  allow  even  the 
principles  of  political  economy  to  be  ac- 
cessary to  the  infliction  of  torture,  or  to 
set  aside  the  rights  of  humanity.  He  was 
leady  to  support  the  proposition  of  the 
bon.  Member,  or  the  proposition  of  any 
other  hon.  Member  who  had  that  object 
in  view. 

Colonel  Torrens  observed,  that  he  had 
not  said,  that  he  would  oppose  the  mea- 
sure, which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aldborough  to  bring 
forward  on  this  subject ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  should  certainly  give  any  such  measure 
his  cordial  assent.  All  he  had  said  was, 
that  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  go  to  the  bottom  of  the  evil,  and  that 
unless  ulterior  measures  should  be  adopted, 
the  distress  complained  of  would  not  be 
removed. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

MuHici  PAL  Police.]  Sir  Robert  Feel 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  tlie  noble  Lord 
opposite  as  to  a  measure  which  had  been 
announced  in  his  Majesty's  Speech  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Government  were 
prepared  with  any  measures  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Municipal  Police  in  the 
cities  and  large  towns  of  the  kingdom, 
which  at  present  were  not  properly  pro- 
vided for  in  that  respect,  and  when  such 
measures  would  be  brought  forward. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  measures  of  that 
nature  had  been  under  the  consideration 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  that  he 
could  not,  at  present,  say  that  they  were 
in  such  a  state  of  maturity  that  Govem- 
ment  was  prepared  to  bring  them  forward. 

FiNAKCE  AND  Poor  Laws.]  Sir 
Robert  Peel  remarked,  that  such  being  the 
case,  they  should  not  have  departed  from 
that  good  old  principle  of  not  announcing 
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the  Government  was  not,  at  the  time,  pre- 
pared to  bring  forward.  He  had  another 
question  to  put  to  the  noble  Lord,  as  to 
when  the  estimates  for  the  present  year 
would  be  ready  to  be  laid  before  the 
House.  According  to  a  resolution  of  the 
House,  which  had  originated  some  years 
ago  on  that  (the  opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  if  Parliament  met  before  Chrismas, 
the  estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  were  to 
be  presented  on  or  before  the  15th  of  Jan-> 
uary.  This  was  the  first  year  that  that 
resolution  had  not  been  observed.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  any  distinct  and 
specific  grounds  could  be  laid  for  such  a 
departure  from  it. 

Mr.  Weyland  was  also  anxious  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  put  a  question  to  the 
noble  Lord.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  propose  any  measure  for  the 
amelioration  of  the  Poor-laws,  or  of  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes  of  this 
kingdom  ;  or,  if  such  was  not  the  intention 
of  Government,  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  woolsack,  who  stood  pledged  to  the 
matter,  to  bring  forward  any  such  measure 
on  the  subject  ? 

Lord  Althorp,  in  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  to  whether 
spec i  6c  grounds  existed  for  not  having  the 
estimates  of  the  year  already  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  had  to  state,  that  al- 
though Parliament  had  met  in  this  in- 
stance before  Christmas,  and  although, 
under  such  circumstances,  according  to 
a  resolution  of  the  House,  the  estimates 
should  have  been  presented  before  the 
15th  of  January,  yet,  that  as  Parliament 
usually  did  not  meet  until  February,  the 
estimates  were  not  in  such  a  forward  state 
as  to  admit  of  their  being  presented  at 
that  time.  He  would,  however,  pledee 
himself  that  they  should  be  placed  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  at  the  earliest  possible 
period.  With  respect  to  the  other  ques- 
tion that  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  opposite,  it  related  to  a  subject  of  the 
deepest  and  gravest  importance.  That 
hon.  Member  had  asked,  whether  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  prepared  to  bring 
forward,  on  their  own  responsibility,  any 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  an 
alteration  or  amelioration  in  the  Poor-laws 
of  this  country.  In  reply  to  that  question, 
he  had  to  state,  that  the  subject  had  been 
under  the  serious  consideration  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's OoverDment,     They  had  looked 
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into  all  the  rc}K)rls  of  the  diflerent  Com- 
mittccSy  and   had  examined  the  mass  of 
evidence  that  had   been   laid  before   the 
House  on  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  see 
whether,   from  that  evidence,  and    from 
the  reports  of  the  Committees,  any  thing 
could  be  collected  so  definite  and  clear  as  to 
point  out  the  proper  mode  of  proceeding 
on  this  subject,  or  to  lay  a  distinct  founda- 
tion for  any  measure  with  regard  to  it. 
He  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  the  gene- 
ral question  of  the  Poor-laws  was  a  subject 
of  such  great  magnitude,   and    involved 
such  a  variety  of  important  considerations, 
that  any  Member  of  the  Government,  or 
of  that  House,  would  not  be  justified  in 
bringing  forward  a  measure  that  would 
apply  generally  to    the  whole  collective 
system  of  the  Poor-laws  of  this  country. 
The  proper  and  the  better  course  would 
be,  to  bring  forward  some  measure   that 
should  apply  to  the  amendment  of  such 
parts  of  the  Poor-laws  as  clearly  required 
amendment    and    alteration.       He   must 
observe,  that  all  the  evidence  which  had 
been  taken  before  the  different  Commit- 
tees on  this  subject  had  been  derived  from 
gentlemen  who  came  before  those  Com- 
mittees with  preconceived  opinions  on  the 
subject,  and  who  seemed  to  want  a  know- 
ledge of  the  working  of  the  diflerent  sys- 
tems that  prevailed  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.     Such  a  knowledge  as  that  was 
absolutely  necessary  before  they  would  be 
justified  in  bringing  forward  any  measure 
for  the  amendment  of  any  portion  of  the 
law  which  might  clearly  require  considera- 
tion, but  with  regard  to  which  any  mis- 
take might  be  productive  cf  much  evil. 
Under  such  circumstances,  his  Majcsty*B 
Government  was  of  opinion,  that  the  best 
course  to  pursue  was,  by  means  of  inves- 
tigation and  inquiry  on  the  spot,  to  lind  out 
the  efTcctsof  the  dilTcront  systems  as  they 
existed  in  different  parislies  throughout  the 
country ;  and   accordingly  commissioners 
were  to  be  appointed  for  the  purpor^e  of  as- 
certaining how  the  diflerent  systems  worked 
in  ditFcrent  parishes  throughout  the  king- 
dom. That  was  the  state  in  which  the  ques- 
tion at  present  stood.  It  did  not  appear  that 
this  comparative  inquiry  as  to  those  differ- 
ent systems  would   take  up  much  time, 
and  when  the  result  of  it  was  before  Mi- 
nisters, they  would  then   be  able  to  de- 
termine whether  they  could  propose  any 
measure  on  the  subject. 

^\x  Richard  Vyvyan  was  of  opinion  that 
the  reason  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord  for 


the  non-production  of  the  estimaletup  to 
the  present  time  was  any  thing  but  a 
satisfactory  one.  He  apprehended  (he 
cause  of  the  delay  was,  that  MiDisten 
were  fully  engaged  with  their  Reform  Bill; 
but  the  finances  of  the  country  in  tlieir 
present  deranged  state,  when  there  was  an 
actual  deficiency  of  revenue  ought  surely 
to  have  engaged  their  attention. 


Parliamentauy  Reform  Bill  roa 
England— Committee — Fifth  Dat.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  resolvinff  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  Reform  of  Parliament 
(England)  Bill. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  would  take  that  op- 
portunity to  say,  that  he  was  not  by  any 
means  opposed  to  all  Reform,  though  he 
certainly  could  not  approve  of  the  eitent 
to  which  the  present  Bill  went.     Ha  wouki 
recommend,  however,  to  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  no  longer  to  oppose  the  principle 
of  it,  but  to  seek  to  amend  its  details.    It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  great  object  of 
ihe  Bill  should  be  to  extend  the  franchise, 
as  far  us  possible,  to  all  persons  of  inteiii- 
gcnce  and  property,  so  as  to  combine  ihem 
against  the  friends  of  anarchy  and  coo- 
fusion.     He  thought  that  the  10^.  house- 
holders* clause,   as  it  now  stood,   would 
give  the  franchise  to  persons  of  no  pfo- 
peitY,  and  who  were  not  entitled  to  iL    In 
London,  and  in  other  large  towns,  he  un- 
derstood that  houses  of  that  descriptMNi 
were  in  the  possession  of  a  very  low  and 
poor  description  of  persons,  who  made  their 
livelihood  by  letting  them  out  in  lodgiofs. 
He  would,  therefore,  when  they  came  to 
that  clause,  propose,  as  an  auieDdment, 
that   in  London   and  other  large  towns, 
they   should    deduct  from  the   value  of 
houses  rated  at  10/.  whatever  the  propre- 
tors  of  them  derived  from  occupancy,  so  as 
to  exclude  the  tenants  of  mere  low  lodging- 
houses  from  the  elective  franchise. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  any  sug- 
gestion coming  from  the  hon.  GenUemsn 
should  meet  with  every  attention  from  him 
in  the  Committee,  though  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  at  present  he  could  not  see 
how  this  amendment  could  be  applied  to  the 
clause  in  question,  or  if  it  were  so  applied, 
what  good  it  would  effect.  He  had  him- 
self two  alterations  to  propoae  in  Com- 
mittee, which  were — 1st,  that  as  the  oc- 
cupier of  a  warehouse  in  Leeds,  thoagli 
resident  in  London,  might  vote  for  tlmt 
town  as  the  Bill  at  present  atoodi  ii 
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deemed  right  to  pul  such  occupiers  on 
the  footing  of  freemen,  and  iherefoie  he 
should  propose  that,  to  entitle  thf!Ui  to  vote, 
they  must  reside  wiihin  scven-niiles  from 
the  town,  in  respect  to  occupancy » in  wliich 
they  were  to  vole.  'I'lie  other  amendment 
was,  that  as  freeholders  for  life  were  not 
to  be  allowed  to  vote  in  rig;lit  of  any  such 
freehold  when  of  less  vulue  than  10/. 
a-year,  and  as  the  counties  of  cities  had 
been  assimilated  to  other  counties  in  cer- 
tain rcst)ect8,  he  should  move  the  inser- 
tion of  words  to  give  equal  rights  to  the 
voters  of  all  counties  of  cities. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  now  stated  it  to  be  the  intention 
of  Ministers  to  limit  the  ri<>ht  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  warehouses  to  vole  for  any 
particular  place  to  such  only  us  were  resi- 
dent within  seven  miles  of  the  spot,  he 
be^pj^ed  to  t^u^gest  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
pro|)riety  of  limiting,  in  the  like  manner, 
Uie  right  of  another  class  of  voters.  He 
ailuded  to  the  tielilious  annuitanl  free- 
holders, who  were  created  for  election- 
eering purposes  in  many  counties  of  cities 
and  towns,  it  was  highly  expedient,  he 
thought,  that  none  of  this  clai-s  of  voters 
should  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  elective 
franchise,  except  such  as  were  resident 
within  seven  miles,  lie  knew  of  one  place 
in  which  twenty  freeholders  had  been 
created  out  of  a  freehold  of  seven  acres. 

Lord  John  Russell :  it  is  the  intention 
of  Ministers  to  re(|uire  that  the  class  of 
voters  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
alluded  should  be  resident  within  seven 
miles. 

Tlie  Iiou!;e  in  Committee. 

The  Cfutirman  then  read  the  iirst  part 
of  the  KUh  clause  as  follows, viz  :  -**  And 
be  it  enacted  that  the  isle  of  \Vip;ht  in 
the  county  of  Southampton,  shall,  for  the 
pur|>oaes  of  this  Act,  be  a  county  of  itself, 
separate  and  apart  from  the  county  of 
£K)uthampton  and  shall  return 
Koights  of  the  Shire  in  every  future  Par- 
liament.*' It  was  proposed  that  the  blank 
.should  befille<l  up  with  the  word  ^^  one,"  by 
which  it  is  proposed  tli at  the  Isle  of  Wight 
should  be  considered  for  the  pur))0sc8  of 
this  Billy  as  a  separate  county,  and  should 
have  the  right  of  returning  one  Member. 

Mr.  CroAer  said,  that,  iii  the  Committee 
on  the  former  Bill,  he  had  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  addition  of  this  Member  to 
iJie  Isle  of  Wight,  upon  the  ground  that, 
by  other  provisions  of  the  Bill,  the  county 
of  UaBt»|  to  which  the  island  bolongcd. 


and  which  in  the  whole  contained  only 
270,000  inhabitants,  would  have  the 
rij»ht  of  returning  five  Members  to  Par- 
liament, lie  confessed  that  he  still  felt 
many  of  the  objections  which  ha  had 
urged  when  the  clause  was  last  under  their 
consideration,  but  at  the  present  moment 
he  was  willing  to  waive  them  liecause,  the 
Isle  of  Weight  wasto  lose  four  of  its  borough 
Representatives,  and  it  was  not  unrea- 
sonable to  let  it  have  one  county  Member  in 
return.  The  ({uestion,  however,  would  re- 
(piirc  to  be  more  fully  considered  hereafter, 
because  he  could  not  make  up  his  mind  to 
the  inconsistency  of  giving  live  Members 
to  such  a  county  as  Hampsliire,  and  a 
less  number  to  other  counties  of  infinitely 
gi eater  size  and  importance. 

Sir  Cliarles  Wcthcrell  said,  as  the  Isle 
of  Wight  was  still  an  integral  part  of  the 
county  of  Hants,  he  thought  the  clause 
ought  to  be  postponed  until  the  whole 
case  of  the  county  came  before  them. 

Lord  Althorp  saw  no  necessity  to 
postpone  the  clause,  as  there  appeared  no 
objection  to  the  Isle  of  Wight  having  a 
Member. 

Sir  Thomas  Baring  trusted  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  recollect  that  the  Isle  of 
Wi«;ht  lost  four  borough  Members  by  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  he,  therefore,  thought 
it  but  reasonable  that  it  should  have  one 
county  Member  in  return. 

'Mr.  Stuart  JVortley  8;i\d,  the  hon.  Baro- 
net seemed  to  thmk  that,  because  Hamp- 
shire was  to  lose  borough  Members,  it  was 
hut  fair  to  give  that  county  an  accession, 
of  Kni;i^hts  of  the  Shire  in  their  place.  If 
thai  principle  was  fair  with  regard  to  the 
county  of  Hants,  he  hoped  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  apply  it  to  other 
places. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  natural 
for  hon.  Members  connected  with  tlie 
county  to  put  forward  the  loss  of  borough 
Mcnd)ers  as  a  reason  for  an  increase  of 
county  Members,  but  the  hon.  Member 
knew  that  the  Ministers  did  not  assign 
that  as  A  reason  for  proposing  to  give  the 
Isle  of  Wight  a  separate  Member.  The 
case  had  been  most  fully  discussed  last 
Session,  and  there  was  no  necessity  now 
to  repeat  all  the  arguments  in  its  favour. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  he  had  not 
yet  discovered  why  the  Isle  of  Wight  was 
to  have  a  Member,  except  that  it  was  said 
to  be  an  island  ;  he,  therefore,  hoped  it 
would  be  allowed  to  float  in  the  opon  sea 
of  the  Bill  until  they  had  heard|  as  they 
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0(K>ii  tliem  without   iiitcrti'riiig  with    the 
other  ]>artx  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  hud  wished  to  ado|)t  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  when 
ho  had  first  proposed  it,  but  he  was  unable 
to  find  any  satisfactory  manner  in  which  it 
could  be  carried  into  execution,  and  there- 
fore  he  was  compelled  to  ^\y^  up  his  in- 
tention. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  it  would  probably 
be  necessary  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  on  the  propriety  of  establishing 
a  re;;istry  at  all. 

The  insertion  of  the  words  '*  respective 
elections,**  was  then  a»j:rood  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  as 
aiuendcd,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Oisbome  wished  to  know  exactly 
how  the  measure  would  operate  with 
regard  to  the  clergy.  He  thought  the  word 
"ecclesiastical**  ought  to  be  put  before 
"  benefice." 

Mr.  James  L.  Knight  said,  the  single 
word  *'  benefice'*  was  fru(|uently  used  in 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  it  was  understood 
fully  to  express  "ecclesiastical  benefices.^ 
There  was,  therefore,  no  occasion  for  tlie 
adoption  of  any  other  than  the  single  word 
"  benefice." 

Clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

The  I9th  Clause,  extending  the  right 
of  voting  in  counties  to  10/.  copyholders, 
was  read. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  words  of  the 
clause  as  they  stood  at  present  had  been 
ohjectcfl  to.  The  words  **  customary 
tenure"  were  thouglit  to  include  what 
were  called  "  su|)erior  tenants/*  who  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  freeholders.  There  were 
two  classes  of  tenants  of  ancient  demesne 
— common  tenants,  and  superior  tenants. 
It  was  intended  that  this  clause  should 
embrace  the  former  only,  and  not  the 
latter,  who  was  considered  in  point  of  law, 
as  belonging  to  the  class  of  freeholders. 
He,  therefore,  begged  leave  to  move, 
that  the  words  ''  any  other  tenure  what- 
ever, except  freehold,**  be  inserted. 

Agreed  to. 

On  its  being  proposed  to  fill  up  the  blank 
with  the  words  "  ten  pounds,'* 

Colonel  Wood  tliought,  that  the  right 
of  voting  ought  to  be  extended  to  40s. 
copyholders  as  well  as  to  the  \0L  copy- 
holders. He  saw  no  difference  between 
copyholders  and  freeholders,  but  as  his 
opinion  had  been  overruled  last  Ses- 
sion, he  would  not  again  press  it,  although 
^^  desired  to  have  Ibis  opportunity  to  say, 


that  his  sentiments  remained  unchanged* 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  20th  Clause,  extending  the  right  of 
voting  in  counties  to  10/.  leasehoidera 
for  a  term  of  sixty  years,  to  50/.  lease- 
holders for  a  tcnn  of  twenty  years,  and 
to  50/.  tcnants-at-will,  was  next  read. 

Mr.  FreshfiM  objected  to  this  clause, 
because  it  g^ve  parties  the  power  of  creat- 
ing three  votes  for  one  property.  The 
freeholder  of  course  would  have  his  vote. 
The  leaseholder,  if  he  holds  to  m  certain 
amount,  and  for  a  certain  length  of  time, 
would  have  a  second  vote,  and  by  a  pro- 
viso at  the  end  of  the  clatise,  the  sub- 
leaseholder  was  also  to  have  a  third  vote, 
if  he  was  in  actual  possession  of  the  pro- 
perty. There  was  no  limitation  as  to  the 
term  of  tlie  lease  remaining,  which  was  to 
confer  this  third  right,  and  the  holder  of  it 
might  not  have  the  lease  for  all  (he  term 
that  the  first  lessee  held  it.  The  Poor-rales, 
which  formed  so  prominent  a  ciiterion  in 
the  last  Bill,  had  been  given  up,  because 
they  involved  the  question  of  value,  and 
on  that  account  would  prove  a  most  fertile 
source  of  litigation,  and  yet  in  the  present 
case,thc  cpKstion  of  value  was  again  raised. 
In  the  first  instance,  the  Overseer  must 
determine  what  was  the  value  of  the  lease- 
hold ;  it  must  then  be  referred  to  the  Bar- 
rister. Besides  this,  there  were  otlier 
objections.  By  the  provisions  of  the 
clause  a  sixty  years'  lease  (whether  de- 
terminable or  not  on  a  life  or  lives)  of  pro- 
perty of  the  annual  value^of  10/.  gave  tlie 
right  of  voting ;  there  was  nothing,  there- 
fore, to  prevent  persons  from  manufacturio; 
votes,  by  giving  sixty  years  leases  on  very 
old  lives,  which  would  consequently  de- 
termine in  a  short  time  after.  This  ^^asa 
provision  which  he  considered  operated 
against  the  lauded  interest,  because  he  did 
not  think  the  landed  proprietors  would 
be  the  persons  to  manufacture  votes  in 
that  way. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  that  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  completely  met  by  a  provision  that  was 
to  be  introduced  into  the  Bill,  viz.,  that  the 
sub-lessee  should  be  the  holder  df  tiie 
original  lease,  and  tliat  he  should  not 
have  a  vote  unless  he  was  in  actual  pos- 
session of  the  premises.  He  did  not  see 
that  it  would  be  more  difficult  to  ascertain 
the  value  of  this  leasehold  property  than 
of  a  40s.  freehold,  and  he  thought  that 
very  few  persons  would   be   inclined  to 
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ability  with  the  10/.  householders  on 
whom  it  was  the  main  object  of  the  Bill 
to  confer  the  franchise.  He  must  allow, 
however,  that  there  would  be  considerable 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  case  so  as  to  ex- 
clude improper  voters,  and  he  doubted 
whether  the  words  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  remedy  the  evil.  They  had 
not  heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  however, 
the  exact  extent  of  property  which  he 
proposed  should  confer  a  vote,  but  if  the 
40s.  possessor  of  the  corpus  of  land  was 
to  TOte,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  40s, 
holder  of  the  value  of  the  land  was  to  be 
deprived  of  that  right.  But  then  it  was 
said,  a  devise  might  be  fraudulently  made ; 
no  doubt  it  might,  and  there  would  be  great 
difficulty  in  distinguishing  the  fraudulent 
from  the  real  transaction.  If,  however,  by 
postponement  the  clause  could  be  amended 
to  meet  the  case,  he  should  be  happy  to 
assist  in  attaining  the  object. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  was  of  opinion  that 
the  cases  of  hardship  cited  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  very  few,  and  the  alteration 
he  proposed  would  lead  to  great  complica- 
tion and  fraud.  In  illustration  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  might  operate,he  would  state 
a  case  that  had  occurred: — In  Weymouth, 
where  a  devise  constituted  a  vote,  half  a 
house  was  given  to  an  old  woman ;  of  this 
half  house  she  again  made  a  devise,  di- 
viding it  between  300  persons,  every 
one  of  whom  had  thereby  a  vote.  In 
Bristol  also  such  practices  were  com- 
mon. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  had  observed  that  he  had 
heard  do  reason  why  the  exact  sum  of 
10/.  should  be  fixed  upon,  but  the  reason 
was  that  this  sum  was  to  confer  the  right 
of  voting  upon  copyholders,  and  he  thought 
freeholders  for  life  ought  to  be  placed  in  a 
similar  situation. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  the  clause  was  not  so 
worded  as  to  exclude  fictitious  freeholders 
only,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Bill  of  last 
Session.  Jn  that  there  were  some  words 
which  allowed  fee-simple  40s.  freeholders 
to  vote,  and  he  apprehended  the  efFect  of 
the  present  clause  would  be  to  exclude  all 
such  "persons  hereafter. 

Lord  Althorp  assured  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  that  the  words  of  the  clause 
did  not  in  any  way  whatever  apply  to  the 
real  40s.  freeholder. 

Mr./oTiessaid,  the  operation  of  the  clause 
might  deprive  some  clergymen  of  their 
TOtes.  He  believed  there  were  some  cases  of 
lifings  in  Wales  under  the  value  of  10/.| 


the  principal  part  of  the  incumbent's 
income  being  derived  from  Queen  Anne  s 
bounty. 

Mr.  James  L,  Knight  had  no  doubt 
there  were  many  cases  such  as  had  been 
described  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  a  very 
few  words  would  meet  the  difficulty,  he 
would,  therefore,  propose,  that  the  words 
*'  except  in  the  right  of  any  benefice,"  be 
added  to  the  clause. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  he 
would  freely  consent  to  the  adoption  of 
these  words. 

The  words  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
clause. 

J^rd  Milton  begged  leave  to  move  a 
further  amendment.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  parish  clerks  were  not  to  have  votes. 
His  objection  to  the  clause  was,  that  it 
was  one  of  disfranchisement,  for  no  good 
purposes ;  he  wished  the  words  "  or  office" 
to  be  added  after  the  word  "  benefice." 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  the  word 
'  office,*  comprehended  many  other  persons 
besides  parish  clerks,  and  with  regard  to 
these,  any  person  who  recollected  the 
famous  Middlesex  election,  knew  what 
use  was  then  made  of  the  holders  of  such 
offices,  humble  as  they  were ;  but  as  such 
offices  could  not  be  acquired  by  fraud,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  either  parish  clerks, 
sextons,  or  bell-ringers  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded ;  if,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  would 
include  the  words  "  of  office,  place,  or 
employment,"  he  would  vote  with  him,  if 
he  pressed  the  amendment  to  a  division. 

Lord  John  Russell  objected  to  the 
amendment,  for  the  reasons  assigned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — that  it 
would  admit  many  more  persons  than  the 
noble  Lord  intended ;  such  hurried  amend- 
ments were  by  no  means  desirable. 

Lord  Milton  saw  no  reason  why  some 
selection  of  offices  might  not  be  made ; 
he,  however,  would  not  press  his  amend* 
ment.  * 

Two  of  the  blanks  were  then  filled  up 
with  the  words  "  ten  pounds,*'  and  "forty 
shillings,"  after  the  word  **  statutes  or 
uses,"  were  inserted. 

On  the  question  that  the  words  **  elec- 
tion" be  omitted,  and  that  in  lieu  thereof, 
the  words  **  respective  elections"  be  in- 
serted. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  he  had  already 
suggested  that  the  registry  clauses  should 
be  separated  from  the  other  parts  of  the 
measure,  and  brought  forward  by  them- 
selves when  the  debate  could  be  Ukeo 
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ii|K)ii  tliein  without   itilerferiiig   with    the 
other  pans  of  the  Hill. 

Lord  Althorp  had  wished  to  adopt  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  when 
he  had  first  proposed  it,  but  he  was  unable 
to  Bud  any  satisflictory  manner  in  which  it 
could  be  carried  into  execution,  and  there- 
fore he  was  compelled  to  give  up  his  in- 
tention. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  it  would  probably 
be  necessary  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  on  the  propriety  of  cstabh'shing 
a  rci^istry  at  all. 

The  insertion  of  the  words  **  respective 
elections,"  was  then  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Gisborne  wished  to  know  exactly 
how  the  measure  would  operate  with 
regard  to  the  clergy.  He  thought  the  word 
'*  ecclesiastical"  ought  to  be  put  before 
"  benefice." 

Mr.  James  L,  Knighl  said,  the  single 
word  '*  benefice"  was  frequently  used  in 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  it  was  understood 
fully  to  express  '*  ecclesiastical  benefices.'*' 
There  was,  therefore,  no  occasion  for  the 
adoption  of  any  other  than  the  single  word 
**  benefice." 

Clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

The  I9lh  Clause,  extending  the  right 
of  voting  in  counties  to  10/.  copyholders, 
was  read. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the  words  of  the 
clause  as  they  stood  at  present  had  been 
objected  to.  The  words  '*  customary 
tenure"  were  thought  to  include  what 
were  called  '*  su|)erior  tenants,"  who  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  freeholders.  There  were 
two  classes  of  tenants  of  ancient  demesne 
— common  tenants,  and  superior  tenants. 
It  was  intended  that  this  clause  should 
embrace  tlie  former  only,  and  not  the 
latter,  who  was  considered  in  point  oflaw, 
as  belonging  to  the  class  of  freeholders, 
lie,  therefore,  begged  leave  to  move, 
that  the  words  **  any  other  tenure  what- 
ever, except  freehold,"  be  inserted. 

Agreed  to. 

On  its  being  proposed  to  fill  up  the  blank 
with  the  words  **  ten  pounds," 

Colonel  Wood  thought,  that  the  right 
of  voting  ought  to  be  extended  to  40s. 
copyholders  as  well  as  to  the  10/.  copy- 
holders. He  saw  no  diiierence  between 
copyholders  and  freeholders,  but  as  his 
opinion  had  been  overruled  lust  Ses- 
sion, he  would  not  again  press  it,  although 
be  desired  to  have  tbU  opportunity  to  say, 


that  his  sentiments  remained  unchanged- 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  20th  Clause,  extending  the  right  of 
voting  in  counties  to  10/.  leaseholders 
for  a  term  of  sixty  years,  to  50/.  lease- 
holders for  a  term  of  twenty  years,  and 
to  60/.  tcnants-at-will,  was  neit  read. 

Mr.  Freshfield  objected  to  this  claiiae, 
because  it  gave  parties  the  power  of  creat- 
ing three  votes  for  one  property.  The 
freeholder  of  course  would  hare  his  rote. 
The  leaseholder,  if  he  holds  to  a  certain 
amount,  and  for  a  certain  length  of  time, 
would  have  a  second  vote,  and  by  a  pro* 
viso  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  the  sub- 
leaseholder  was  also  to  have  a  third  vote, 
if  he  was  in  actual  possession  of  the  |m>- 
perty.  There  was  no  limitation  as  to  the 
term  of  the  lease  remaining,  which  was  to 
confer  this  third  right,  and  the  holder  of  it 
might  not  have  the  lease  for  all  the  terra 
that  the  first  lessee  held  it.  The  Poor-rates, 
which  formed  so  prominent  a  criterioa  in 
the  last  Bill,  had  been  given  up,  because 
they  involved  the  question  of  value,  aod 
on  that  account  would  prove  a  niost  ferule 
source  of  litigation,  and  yet  in  the  present 
case,the  qwestion  of  value  was  again  raised* 
In  the  first  instance,  the  Overseer  mast 
determine  what  was  the  value  of  tlie  lease- 
hold ;  it  must  then  be  referred  to  the  Bar- 
rister. Besides  this,  there  were  other 
objections.  By  the  provisions  of  the 
clause  a  sixty  years'  lease  (whether  de- 
terminable or  not  on  a  life  or  lives)  of  pro- 
perty of  the  annual  value;  of  10/.  gave  the 
right  of  voting ;  there  was  nothing,  thefe- 
fore,to  prevent  per  sons  from  manufacturing 
votes,  by  giving  sixty  years  leases  on  vefy 
old  lives,  which  would  consequently  de- 
termine in  a  short  time  after.  This  was  a 
|>rovi$ion  which  he  consklered  operated 
ngainst  the  landed  interest,  because  he  did 
not  think  the  lauded  proprietora  would 
bo  the  persons  to  manufacture  votes  ia 
that  way. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  that  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Ocntlcunan  would 
Ije  completely  met  by  a  provbion  that  was 
to  be  introduced  into  the  Bill,  viz.,  that  the 
sub- lessee  should  be  the  holder  tff  the 
original  lease,  and  Uiat  he  should  not 
have  a  vote  uuless  he  was  in  actual  pos- 
session of  the  premises.  He  did  not  see 
that  it  would  be  more  difficult  to  ascertain 
the  value  of  this  leasehold  property  than 
of  a  40s.  freehold,  and  he  thought  that 
very  few   persons  would   be  inclined  to 

make  use  of  leaaeholds  of  the  value  of  IQL 
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a-year  for  a  long  term  merely  for  the  pur- 
pofte  of  manufacturing  votes. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  wished  to  propose 
as  an  amendment,  that  the  words  *'  copy- 
hold or  customary*'  be  left  out,  and  that 
the  words  **  or  of  any  other  tenure  what- 
ever/' be  inserted. 

Mr.  Jamei  L.  Knight  said,  the  alteration 
was  right  in  the  former  clause,  but  he  saw 
no  reason  for  the  amendment  in  the  pre- 
sent one,  there  were  uo  other  tenures  that 
he  was  aware  of  than  freehold,  copyhold, 
or  customary. 

Mr.  C.  W.  JVi/nn  was  afraid  there  was 
confusion  as  to  the  intention  of  this  clause. 

The  Solicitor  General  observed,  that 
the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  create  a  new 
right  of  voting,  and  then  to  divide  that 
right  into  two  classes,  the  Hr5t  having 
reference  to  the  orc:inal  leaseholder,  and 
the  second  to  the  sub- leaseholder,  provided 
the  latter  was  in  actual  possession. 

Mr.  C  IV,  Wynn  feared  the  arrange- 
ment would  create  the  difficulty  of  call- 
iDg  in  the  Barrister  to  decide  on  the  valid- 
ity of  leases :  this  was  a  very  great  objec- 
tion. 

Lord  Altliorp  said,  that  if  the  title  was 
disputed  the  leases  would  not  confer  a 
vote  either  on  the  original  lessee  or  his 
sub-lessee. 

Mr.  James  L»  Knight  obsorvcd,  that  the 
word  '*hold"  which  was  introduced  into  this 
clause  in  the  last  Bill,  indicated  an  actu<il 
or  virtual  possession,  and  it  would  be  well, 
therefore,  to  retain  that  word  in  the  pre- 
■ent  clause. 

Lord  Althorp  believed,  that  an  opinion 
prevailed  that  an  original  leaseholder 
would  have  the  power  of  creating  smaller 
voters  by  way  of  sub-lease,  btit  tliat  rould 
not  be  done  under  this  clause.  As  to 
whether  particular  leases  were  good  or  not, 
that  of  course  might  be  open  to  dispnte  in 
the  same  manner  as  freehold  or  any  other 
property. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  that  the  original 
leaseholder  would  be  able  to  divide  his 
lease.  Suppose  he  held  one  for  30/.  a-year 
for  sixty  years, might  he  not  divide  it  among 
three  sul>-leaseholders  of  10/.  each,  and 
create  three  voles  out  of  one  property. 
There  would  be  great  difficulty  under  any 
circumstances  of  detecting  fictitious  lease- 
holders. Unless  their  votes  were  objected 
to  when  a  registry  took  place,  there  was  no 
rabflequentopportunity  of  api)ealing  against 
their  votes  but  by  petition  to  that  House, 
which  would  iavoive  a  most  serious  ex- 


l>ense,  and  by  that  means  do  away  with 
the  benefit  that  was  expected  to  result 
from  the  Bill  in  diminishing  the  expense 
of  elections.  It  would  be  bad  policy  for 
any  Gentleman  to  interfere  and  object  to 
the  registry  of  votes,  for  he  could  not  know 
how  they  would  be  given,  whether  for  or 
against  his  own  interest.  For  these 
reasons  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
more  simple,  and  be  attended  with  better 
effects,  to  give  but  one  vote  to  leaseholds, 
and  to  confine  that  to  the  person  in  actual 
possession  of  the  premises  leased. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  first  objection  of 
his  right  hon.  friend  was  obviated  by  con- 
ferring the  franchise  on  the  original  lease- 
holders, and  on  the  person  actually  in 
possession.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that 
it  would  be  the  particular  business  of  no 
person  to  object  to  doubtful  votes  being 
placed  on  the  registry,  but  as  the  registra- 
tion would  be  conducted  in  ordinary  times, 
and  without  the  excitement  consequent 
upon  an  immediate  election,  the  chances 
were,  that  there  would  be  small  induce- 
ment for  unqualified  persons  desiring  to 
have  their  names  placed  on  the  List. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  wished  to  be 
tolerably  certain  of  the  operation  of  the 
clause ;  and  he,  therefore,  desired  to  know 
if  a  person  had  a  valuable  lease  for  sixty 
years,  and  underlet  fifty  portions  at  10/. 
a-year  each,  did  he  not  create  as  many 
votes  ? 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergnsson  thought,  as  he 
read  the  clause,  that  a  person  might 
possess  the  right  of  voting  by  being  the 
holder  of  an  original  lease  of  the  annual 
value  of  100/.,  although  he  was  not  in 
actual  possession  of  the  property,  and 
three  other  persons  might  be  qualified  by 
him  to  vote  under  the  same  lease  as  his 
under-tenants,  on  bemg  in  possession  of 
parts  of  the  property  amounting  to  10/. 
a-year  each.  This  splitting  of  estates  was, 
in  his  opinion,  giviug  too  great  a  latitude 
to  creating  votes. 

Mr.  C  /r.  Wynn :  suppose  a  man  having 
possession  of  a  lease  of  competent  value, 
assigned  it  to  a  company  of  100  share- 
holders, and  that  those  persons  divided 
the  property  among  them  into  10/.  shares 
or  upwards,  would  not  each  of  those  per- 
sons have  a  vote,  and  if  so,  might  not  a 
multiplicity  of  votes  be  created  particularly 
in  mining  districts  ? 

Mr.  James  L.  Knight  said,  no  doubt 
could  exist,  as  the  clause  stood  at  present, 
but  that  if  a  lease  of  property  of  IVU.  a 
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year  was  granted  to  a  man,  and  he  as- 
signed to  twelve  persons,  each  having  a 
share  equal  to  10/.  annual  value,  that  they 
would  also  each  obtain  a  vote. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  clause  was  in- 
tended to  operate  in  the  manner  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  If  a 
person  entered  into  possession  of  freehold 
property  worth  100/.  per  annum,  the  effect 
would  be  the  same  if  he  divided  it  by  sale 
into  smaller  parcels. 

Mr.  Warburton  could  not  understand 
the  difficulty  which  had  been  raised.  As 
he  read  the  clause,  the  party  holding  the 
original  lease  was  to  have  the  right  of 
voting,  but  if  he  assigned  it  for  only  a 
part  of  his  original  term  (which  was  com- 
mon as  assigning  the  whole  term,  carried 
with  it  all  the  liability  of  the  original  lessee), 
he  created  no  vote,  but  if  he  assigned  the 
whole  term,  and  his  sub-lessee  was  in 
actual  possession,  then  that  person  would 
have  the  right  of  voting. 

Lord  Althorp's  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  next  part  of  the  clause,  "  or  who 
shall  occupy  as  tenant  any  lands  or  tene- 
ments for  which  he   shall  be   honajide 
liable  to   a  yearly  rent  of  not  less  than 
,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote." 

Lord  Althorp  moved  that  the  blank  be 
filled  up  with  the  words  "  fifty  pounds." 

Sir  Robert  Heron  had  hitherto  refrained 
from  addressing  the  House,  from  a  desire 
to  avoid  delaying  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
but  a  strong  sense  of  duty  induced  him  on 
the  present  occasion  to  depart  from  the 
line  of  conduct  which  he  had  prescribed 
to  himself.  If  he  differed  from  Ministers, 
it  was  some  consolation  to  him  to  know 
that  he  had  not  deserted  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Bill.  His  object  was, 
to  have  the  clause  before  them  reconsi- 
dered, and  he  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
vote  according  to  their  real  opinion  of  the 
bearing  of  the  clause,  and  not  act  on  the 
principle  of  carrying  the  Bill  with  this 
defect,  rather  than  endangei' other  parts  of 
it.  The  noble  Marquis  who  had  intro- 
duced the  clause  which  conferred  upon 
te'nants-at-will  the  right  of  voting  in  coun- 
ties, had  acted  like  an  able  General.  He 
had  inflicted  a  serious  wound  on  the  Bill, 
which  could  not  be  hereafter  healed,  if 
not  corrected  by  a  vote  that  night,  except 
bv  the  Ballot.  He  therefore  hoped  that 
all  hon.  Members  who  were  opposed  to 
the  Ballot  would  support  the  Motion  with 

which  he  meaDt  to  conclude.    It  appeared 


to  him  to  be  impossible  that  tenants-at- 
will  generally  could  give  independent  votes. 
The  chief  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  get  rid 
of  nomination  influence;  but  the  effect  of 
the  clause  under  consideration^  would  be 
to  convert  small  counties,  or  the  difision 
of  counties,  into  a  species  of  nominatbn 
boroughs.  The  number  of  votes  created 
by  the  clause  would  be  immense.  He 
had  good  reason  to  believe  also,  that  tea- 
ants-at-will  throughout  the  country  were 
by  no  means  desirous  of  having  the  fran- 
chise conferred  upon  them.  They  knew 
that  it  would  expose  them  to  the  tyranny 
of  their  landlords.  For  these  reasons  he 
would  move  the  omission  of  all  the  words 
which  proposed  to  confer  the  franchise  on 
tenants-at-will,  as  follows  :  —  "Or  who 
shall  occupy  as  tenants  any  lands  or  tene- 
ments for  which  he  shall  be  bom&  fide 
liable  to  a  yearly  rent  of  not  less  than 
50/." 

Colonel  Sibthorp '  was  very  much  sur- 
prised by  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  He  certainly,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  was  very  inconsistent  in  hb 
opinions;  for  he  recollected  perfectly 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  addressed  him- 
self to  those  very  individuals  whom  he  now 
supposed  incapable  of  giving  an  inde- 
pendent vote.  No  longer  ago  than  the 
1 8th  of  November  last,  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  cried  out,  "  Ho  for  Lincoln  and  Re- 
form !"  To  whom  was  that  cry  addressed, 
but  to  the  farmers  of  Lincoln  ?  Tempora 
mutantur,  ct  nos  mutamur  in  illit.  The 
hon.  Baronet  said,  that  these  tenanti 
would  not  be  independent,  but  would  be 
subject  to  the  influence  of  their  landlords. 
This  was  hardly  fair  of  him,  for  he  had 
courted  the  support  of  those  very  pereoos 
when  he  had  looked  forward  to  represent 
the  county  of  Lincoln,  and  he  now  stigma- 
tized them  as  being  dependent.  Why,  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  so  ready  to  enfranchise 
certain  other  classes  of  dependent  persons — 
he  alluded  to  the  10/.  householders,  who 
certainly  bore  no  comparison  in  point  of 
respectability  to  the  50/.  tenants-at-will—- 
he  left  the  hon.  Baronet  to  tell  the  House. 
But  the  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  know  that 
they  must  be  independent;  for  in  the 
present  times  landlords  were  too  wise  to 
turn  away  good  tenants  because  they 
differed  in  politics.  He  would  assert  that 
there  was  not  a  more  respectable  body  of 
people  than  the  class  now  proposed  to  be 
made  voters,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for  re* 
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new  Bill  was  to  have  that  influx  of  people 
from  the  small  boroughs,  those  multifarious 
classes  of  voters  out  of  the  Cholera  Morbus 
places  —  when  they  were  to  have  such 
people,  why  was  the  right  of  voting  to  be 
refused  to  the  healthy  country  farmers  ? 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  the  class  of  tenants-at-will  in 
the  country  could  form  an  independent 
class  of  voters.  The  amount  of  capital 
they  had  expended  on  their  farms  would 
make  them  fear  to  incur  the  risk  of  being 
turned  out  of  possession  at  a  short  notice. 
It  was  not  so  with  the  voters  in  large 
towns,  who,  if  compelled  to  quit  one  street, 
might  remove  into  the  adjoining  street 
with  comparatively  little  trouble,  and  with 
no  injury  to  their  interests.  He  thought  that 
the  clause  was  against  the  wishes  and  the 
interests  of  the  farmers  themselves,  and  he 
was  convinced,  that  if  the  House  really 
desired  that  the  yearly  tenants  should  be 
independent,  they  must  aHbrd  those  per- 
sons the  protection  of  the  Ballot.  He  had 
not  himself  made  up'  his  mind  in  favour 
of  that  measure,  but  he  should  at  once 
declare,  that  if,  from  experiment,  it  should 
be  found  that  any  large  body  of  men  were 
not  capable  of  voting  independently,  the 
Ballot  must  be  accorded  them  for  protec- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  unwillingness 
of  landlords  to  turn  out  good  tenants,  he 
should  only  observe,  that  in  election  matters, 
passion  and  party  views  would  often  over- 
power feelings  of  interest. 

Mr.  Trevor  opposed  the  amendment. 
He  could  not  admit  that  the  person  pay- 
ing 10/.  rent  in  a  town  was  more  inde- 
pendent than  a  farmer  who  rented  100, 
or,  perhaps,  500  acres  of  land.  That, 
however,  was  the  conclusion  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  desired  the  House  to  arrive 
at,  and  his  amendment  went  to  declare,  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  yeomanry  of 
England  were  servile  and  dependent,  and 
not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  the  elective 
franchise.  But,  independent  of  this  rea- 
son,  there  was  another  which  had  much 
weight  with  him.  He  considered  the 
agricnltural  interests  were  neglected  by 
the  Bill,  and  this  provision  in  some  degree 
protected  them.  He  fully  believed  there 
would  be  found  but  few  instances  of  a 
landlord  attempting  to  eject  a  good  ten- 
ant from  his  land,  who  had  given  no  other 
cause  of  offence  than  voting  against  his 
wishes. 

Mr.  Benett  thought,  that  the  hon. 
nember  for  Kircudbright  was  mistaken 


in  supposing  that  the  landlords  of  houses 
in  towns  could  not  influence  their  tenants 
as  much  as  landlords  in  the  country,  when 
it  was  well  known  that  many  houses  in 
boroughs  were  let  under  their  value  upon 
those  very  conditions ;  and  that  number 
would  be  increased  by  the  operation  of 
the  present  Bill,  which  conferred  the  right 
of  voting  upon  all  houses  of  a  certain 
value.  He  did  not  know  what  was  the 
state  of  the  landed  interest  in  Scotland  ; 
but  he  knew  that  in  this  country  an  obli- 
gation was  conferred  on  the  landlord  by  a 
good  tenant  taking  his  land,  and  that  a 
landlord  would  be  most  anxious  to  retain 
such  a  tenant.  He  did  not  think  the 
clause  would  give  to  the  landed  interest 
the  great  influence  that  was  supposed ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  it  would  give  the 
farmers  throughout  the  country  the  greatest 
satisfaction  if  it  were  adopted. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  had  never  meant 
to  assert,  that  a  landlord  who  possessed 
many  houses  and  let  them  under  their 
value,  would  not  possess  more  influence 
over  his  tenants  than  a  landed  proprietor 
would  over  his  farmers,  although  they 
were  tenants-at-will.  But  he  objected 
to  voters  of  both  these  descriptions,  and 
wished  to  confine  the  franchise  to  inde- 
pendent leaseholders,  particularly  as  re- 
spected leases  on  land.  A  tenant  of  that 
description  calculated  upon  his  capital 
being  returned  to  him  during  his  occupancy 
of  the  land,  and  was,  therefore,  independ- 
ent of  his  landlord  ;  but  the  case  was  very 
difierent  with  regard  to  the  tenant  who  was 
liable  to  be  ousted  at  a  very  short  notice. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  clause  in 
question  had  not  been  introduced  into  the 
original  Bill ;  but,  as  he  now  had  proposed 
it  in  the  present  Bill  in  consequence  of  the 
decision  ofthe  large  majority  of  that  House, 
to  which  he  bowed,  he  thought  it  was  his 
duty  to  support  it.  He  did  not  feel  that 
he  should  be  acting  as  an  honest  man,  if, 
after  having  thus  introduced  it,  he  was 
not  to  vote  for  it.  He  believed  that  the 
number  of  votes  that  would  be  added  by 
the  operation  of  this  clause  was  not  very 
considerable,  for  most  of  those  persons 
who  held  land  as  tenants-at-will  for  50/., 
had  other  qualifications  to  eniitle  them  to 
a  vote  ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken,  that  it  would 
give  great  satisfaction  to  the  farmers 
throughout  the  country.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Abel  Smith  said,  he  was  convinced 
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the  yearly  tenantry  of  the  class  proposed 
by  this  clause  to  receive  the  right  of 
voting  would  be  found  to  be  an  independ- 
ent body  of  men.  They  were,  in  fact,  as 
independent  of  their  landlords  as  any 
other  class  of  men  ;  for  it  was  usual  now, 
and  one  condition  of  their  holding  was, 
that  if  they  were  suddenly  ejected  by 
their  landlord,  he  must  pay  them  a  rate- 
able proportion  of  the  capital  tliey  had 
expended  on  the  land.  He  knew  that 
the  persons  forming  this  class  of  tenantry 
were  most  anxious  to  enjoy  the  right  of 
voting,  and  knew  that  many  of  theiu  had 
purchased  a  40s.  freehold  to  entitle  them 
to  that  right.  Surely  persons  who  were 
competent  to  do  that  wore  better  entitled 
to  the  franchise  than  10/.  householders, 
many  of  whom  were  not  worth  a  farthing  in 
the  world. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Althorp)  for 
the  frank  and  manly  manner  in  which  he 
had  adopted  the  clause  in  question.  He 
was  sure  it  would  give  great  satisfaction 
to  the  farmers,  and  he  begged  leave  to  tell 
the  hon.  Baronet,  who  would  exclude  them 
from  the  riglit  of  voting,  that  they  were  an 
independent  body  of  men.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  unjustly  traduced  the  whole  ten- 
antry of  the  country,  and  he  was  sure  that 
he  would  not  stand  upon  the  hustings  of 
Lincoln,  and  tell  the  occupiers  of  land  in 
that  county,  that  they  were  servile  persons, 
and  incapable  of  giving  an  honest  and  in- 
dependent vote.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  know  the  fact  he  could  point  out  to  him 
many  cases  where  the  tenantry  had  voted 
against  the  wishes  of  their  landlords. 
Further,  he  was  quite  sure  that  they 
wished  in  general  to  have  the  elective 
franchise  extended  to  them.  They  would 
receive  it  with  gratitude,  and  exercise  it 
fur  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Lord  Milton  viewed  the  clause  with 
much  apprehension.  He  conceived  that 
its  principle  was  opposed  to  that  of  the 
Hill,  which  was  said  to  be  intended  to 
increase  the  numbers  of  the  independent 
and  uncontrolled  electors  of  England.  He 
would  not  embark  in  angry  discussion, 
neither  had  he  any  desire  to  incur  the  ill- 
will  of  the  persons  whose  pretcniions  to 
vote  he  felt  it  his  duty  lo  oppose.  With- 
out any  personal  views,  but  urtinir  solely 
fri)ni  what  \\v.  eonsideri'd  the  best  inti-n-sts 
of  the  eonimnnitv,  he  miist  derlarc,  that 
when  they  were  selecting  new  trustees  for 


the  people  of  England,  when  one  of  the 
complaints  was,  that  the  elective  franchiie 
was,  in  effect,  in  the  power  of  a  few  indi- 
viduals, this  clause  would  go  to  increue 
that  power,  by  the  authority  it  would  vest 
in  landlords.  After  much  considenlion, 
he  had  arrived  at  the  conclntion  that  the 
clause  was  calculated  to  mar  the  general 
beneficial  tendencies  of  the  measure,  of 
which  it  was  at  present  a  part,  inasranch 
as  the  class  of  electors  it  went  to  create 
must,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  more  or 
less  dependent  on  their  landlords,  and  to 
far  incapacitated  from  exercising  an  un- 
trammelled voice  in  the  election  of  their 
Ilepresentative.  With  respect  to  an  opin- 
ion that  had  been  given  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  by  an  hon.  Member  (Mr.Smitb), 
that  the  tenants-at-will  had  generally  an 
agreement  with  their  landlords,  by  which,  if 
they  were  hastily  ejected,  they  had  a  ririit 
to  claim  a  compensation  for  the  capital 
laid  out  upon  the  land,  he  was  con- 
vinced such  a  regulation  was  local.  He 
had  never  before  heard  of  it,  and  he 
suspected  its  real  consequence  was,  to 
increase  the  dependence  of  the  weaker 
party.  The  effect  of  the  clause  would  be, 
as  it  appeared  to  him,  to  place  the  electkm 
of  at  least  half  the  Members  of  the  coun- 
ties, indeed,  of  all  the  counties  exdusively 
agricultural,  not  in  the  hands  of  individuals, 
but  of  an  oligarchy  chiefly  composed  of  the 
members  of  the  Bench  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
No  person,  he  believed,  however  large 
might  be  his  property  —  not  even  the 
noble  Lord,  who,  it  was  said  by  those  who, 
by  a  strange  inconsistency,  advocated  this 
clause,  could  not  influence  the  election  of 
Members  for  one  portion  of  the  county  of 
Lincoln,  would  be  able  to  return  the  Mem- 
ber by  himself.  The  oligarchy  would  efiect 
their  purpose  of  confining  the  county  Re- 
presentation to  themselves  by  making  the 
general  tenure  of  these  lands,  a  tenant-at- 
wili  tenure.  Their  freehold  and  leaaehoM 
leases,  as  they  fell  in,  would  be  converted 
into  tenures-at-will,  so  as  to  give  the  land- 
lord a  control  over  the  tenantry.  By 
multiplying  their  votes  they  would  efiect- 
ualiy  overpower  the  voices  of  the  smaller 
iVecholdcrs.  In  doing  this,  they  would 
only  be  acting  in  obedience  to  the  ordinary 
principles  of  human  action,  which  lead 
tu(Mi  to  promote  what  they  conceived  their 
own  intercHis  and  aggrandizement.  They 
had  i.ii  iiistiinct.'  of  the  mischievous  work- 
ings of  those  ])rinciple8  in  Ireland,  where 
landlords,  in  order  to  secure  an  undue  io- 
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fluence  at  elections,  created  a  horde  of  40«. 
freeholders  on  their  estates,  who,  lill  lately, 
were  at  shackled  in  the  exercise  of  their 
franchise  rights  as  the  veriest  lover  of  the 
nomination  system  could  desire.  What 
the  Irish  landlords  did  in  Ireland  with 
respect  to  the  40s.  freeholders,  he  feared 
the  English  landlords  would,  under  the  i 
Bill,  do  with  respect  to  the  tenure-at-wiil  | 
franchise.  How  far  this  would  operate 
against  the  improvement  of  the  cultivation 
of  the  country,  was  a  question  he  did  not 
stop  to  inquire  into  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, but  his  view  of  the  case  brought 
him  to  the  question,  whether  it  was  desir- 
able there  should  be  any  powerful  interest 
enjoyed  by  the  landlord  in  reference  to  the 
qualification  of  his  tenant  to  vote  at  elec- 
tions, which  was  not  concurrent  with  the 
iDterest  he  had  as  owner  of  the  estate. 
He  thought  there  should  be  no  such  con- 
flicting interests,  and  therefore,  he  had 
objected  to  granting  the  franchise  to  the 
leaseholder ;  but,  of  course,  his  objections 
were  much  stronp^er  when  applied  to  the 
tenants-at-will.  lie  should,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  amendment  proposed  by  llie  hon. 
Baronet,  because  the  clause  would  create 
a  class  of  voters  who,  most  undoubtedly, 
would  depend  on  another.  He  held  it  to 
be  quite  impossible  that  any  half  do/en  of 
the  Meml)cr8  of  that  House  could  meet  in 
a  private  manner  and  not  admit  that  the 
tenants-at-will  were  a  dependent  set  of 
men  ;  if  that  was  the  case,  the  ett'octs  pro- 
duced by  this  clause  would  be  to  convert  a 
Jarge  majority  of  the  counties  of  Kntrland 
into  mere  oligarchies,  so  fur  as  Ke))resenta- 
lion  was  concerned. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  confirmed,  by  the 
noble  Lord's  statement,  in  his  opinion  of 
llie  excellence  of  the  pre>ent  clause ;  for, 
he  was  sure  that  if  any  valid  obiections  to 
it  could  be  adduced,  they  would  have  been 
urged  by  the  noi)le  Lord.  In  his  opinion, 
however,  the  noble  Lord  had  utterly  failed 
to  make  out  a  case  for  the  amendment. 
Tlie  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  eilcct  of  the 
clause  would  be,  to  convert  the  present 
usual  leasehold  tenures  of  land  into  te- 
nures held  by  the  will  of  the  landlord  ;  and, 
by  such  means,  invest  him  with  an  undue 
influence  in  the  election  of  county  Hepre- 
fsentatives.  The  noMo  l>ord  had  cited,  as 
a  case  in  point,  the  breaking  up  of  faruis 
in  Ireland  into  nominal  M)$.  freeholds,  the 
owners  of  which  wei»'  dcbairt-d  (d*  all 
freedom  of  voire  at  the  hnstiuLCs.  In  reply 
to  this  argument,  he  would  be;^'  to  ask  the 
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noble  Lord,  whether  it  was  to  be  credited 
that  a  gentleman  possessing  an  estate,  say, 
of  600/.  a-year,   let  out  to  six  solvent 
tenants,  would  divide  that  estate  among 
twelve  50/.  tenants-at-will,  in  order  to  have 
an  influence  over  six  additional  voters  ?  To 
enable  him  to  have  which,  he  must  build 
six  new  farm  houses,  with  all  the  outbuild- 
ings necessary.     As  to  the  Irish  40^.  free- 
holds, all  he  could  say  was,  abuses  of  equal 
magnitude  mi^ht  and  would  exist  under 
every  form  of  tenure,  so  long  as  landlords 
violated  the  best  feelings  of  humanity  for 
their    own   sordid   purposes.     The   noble 
Lord  said  that  the  principle  of  the  clause 
was  opposed  to  that  of  the  Dill.     He  de- 
nied the  statement ;   and  would,  on  the 
contrary,   maintain,  that  not  to  adopt  it 
would  be  acting  in  opposition,  not  only  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  to  the  dictates 
of  common  sense  and  consistency.     The 
Bill   would   create  a  numerous  class  of 
electors  in  towns,  by  the   10/.  household 
clause ;   and  surely  it  could  not  be  said 
that  the    10/.  voters  would  be   more  re- 
spectable   and    independent,    and    better 
entitled  to  a  voice  in  the  election  of  their 
Representatives,  than   the  50/.  tenant-at- 
w ill  farmers.     Independent  of  this  consi- 
deration, however,  he  was  surprised  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  overlooked  the  fact, 
that  many  of  this  class  of  persons  would, 
by  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  have  had  votes 
in  the  borouo^hs  which  were  to  have  certain 
districts  attached  to  them,  in  order  to  make 
up  300  10/.  householders.     Any  tenant- 
at-will  occupying:  a  10/.  house  in  such  dis- 
trict, would,  of  course,  have  been  entitled 
to  a  vote.     He  would  not  argue  the  clause 
upon  consistency,  but  whether  the  prin- 
ciples contained   in  it  were  consonant  to 
common  sense  and  reason.     He  wished  he 
had  the  power  to  compare  the  amount  of 
fiscal  burthens  borne  by  the  landed  occu* 
pier  to  those  borne  by  the  10/.  householder. 
Such  a  return  would  most  assuredly  set 
the  question  at  rest  as  to  which  of  them 
had  the  best  right  of  voting,  if  properly, 
contributions   to   the   Statu,  and    intelli- 
gence,   constituted   the    foundations    on 
which    the    franchise   was   to   rest.     For 
these  reasons  he  had  p^iven  his  consent  to 
the   proposition  of  his  nol)le  friend  (the 
Marquis  of  Chandos)  and  he  begged  to 
thank    the   noble    Lord   op|)Osite    (1x>rd 
Althorp)    for  the    handsome    manner    in 
which  he  had  acceded  to  the  wishes  of  the 
House. 
Mr.  Adcnne  supported  the  clause — not 
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of  establishing^  a  county  Representation 
upon  wbatcvor  basis  it  pleased,  it  was  al- 
most impossible  for  him  to  conceive  that  a 
reasoning  assembly  of  gentlemen  should 
adopt  the  anomalous  mass  of  inconirruitios 
which  apnear(Ml  before  them,  than  which, 
he  would  defy  human  inonenuity  to  con- 
trive a  more  al)9«rd  and  complicated  col- 
lection of  clashing  privileges  and  rights.  If 
a  Committee  had  been  appointcfl  expressly 
to  discover  the  most  pu/zliu!;  system  of 
Representation,  they  would  in  vain  endea- 
vour to  surpass  the  present  Bill  in  that 


not  answer  the  noble  Lord's  object — name- 
ly, that  of  diminishing  expense,  and  ena- 
bling counties  to  choose  men  of  intelli- 
gence, and  possessing  a  stake  in  the  coun- 
try, to  represent  them.  There  was  ano- 
ther susfiT^stion  which  he  would  bej;  to 
ofler,  which  appeared  to  him  infinitely 
better  than  the  present  plan,  and  even  pre- 
ferable to  fixing  a  rate  as  the  qualification 
of  voting;  it  was  to  take  a  proportion  of 
the  f>opulation  who  paid  the  higliest  rates; 
for  instance,  Dorsetshire  had  polled  at  the 
late  election  4,000  voters — say  5,000.  Let 


particular.    Amongst  its  other  ])rovision8,    the  />,000  ])er8ons  who  where  highest  rated 


an  Assistant- Barrister  was  to  he  sent  down 
to  ascertain  the  (jualifications  of  voters. 
Now  he  took  upon  him  to  say,  that  in  some 
counties  that  practice  would  l>e  entirely 
neglected,  or  would  lie  a  mere  farce ; 
while  in  counties  like  Dorsetshire,  which 
were  likely  to  be  frequently  contested,  it 
would  be  necessary  in  order  to  have  justice 
done,  that  a  scrutiny  should  take  place 
every  year.  The  Assistant-Barrister  must 
remain  for  a  considerable  time,  aii<l  the 
parties  who  should  happen  to  Ik?  placed  in 


be  entitled  to  the  elective  franchise.  There 
was  a  difficulty  in  fixing  any  money  scale 
of  voting  to  embrace  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  inhabitants  which  was  this:  tliat  it 
would  in  some  counties,  include  those 
rated  at  10/.  and  in  others  those  rated  at 
50/.  Moreover  money  itself  was  su^fecC  to 
fluctuation.  A  Bank  reatriction  Act,  a 
severe  pressure,  or  a  sudden  panic,  wouM 
alKct  the  value  of  monev,  and  render  an? 
standard  fixed  on  as  conferring  the  right 
of  voting  uncertain  and  precariou<«.    An 


the  situation  of  Lord  Ashley,  and  Mr.  Pon-  ]  alteration  in  the  corn  laws,  too,  atifccting 


son  by  at  the  late  election,  would  be  under 
the  necessity  of  having  their  agents  and 
witnesses  in  attendance  for  the  purpose  of 
protesting,  or  defending,  or  rebutting  ob- 
jections; so  that  we  should  be  in  this  pre- 
dicament— either  the  duty  of  the  Assis- 


the  value  of  agricultural  property,  might 
have  a  similar  effect.  On  the  whole,  how- 
evtr,  he  preferred  fixing  a  right  of  voting, 
say  any  certain  numlier  or  given  propor- 
tion of  those  |H^rsons  paying  county  rates. 
If  for  ex  ;i  in  pie,  the  number   fixed  on  for 


tant- Barrister  would  be  neglected,  or  there  j  Dorset  were,  .5000,that  would  give  at  once 
would  be  a  sort  of  county  election  every  j  an  intelligent  and  respectable  constitu- 
year  accompanied  by  all  its  heart  burnings.  \  ency,  embracing  all  classes.  Either  of  tbf 
Kven  if  the  actual  expenses  at  the  county  I  plans  he  had  liinted  at  would  simplify 
election  were  diminished,  yet  the  annual  ,  the  matter  very  much,  and  would  be  likely 
expenses  to  prepare  for  it  would  be  greatly  to  give  more  ]>ermanent  satisfaction  than 
increased.  Could  not  some  gentleman  '  the  system  proposed  by  the  Bill.  He 
devise  a  more  simple  plan  of  voting  in  ;  should  not  detain  the  Committee  longer, 
counties,  which  would  be  divested  of  all  .  but  he  could  not  suHer  the  clause  to  pass 
these  diOicidties,  and  would  not  leave  the    without  oiFering  these  observations. 


county  at  the  mercy  of  every  attorney — 
a  plan  which  should  be  well  understood, 
and  calculated  to  give  counties  the  means 
of  choosing  men  of  character  and  sub- 
stance. He  would  beg  leave  to  suggest, 
whether  the  system  of  voting  by  ratintr, 
would  not  be  much  sim[)ler  and  better 
than  by  the  present  plan,  and  by  that  they 
would  get  rid  of  all  the  lumber  of  tenure 
with  which  the  Bill  was  now  encumbered. 
It  would  take  in  evei-y  class,  and  would 
at  once  also  get  rid  of  the  encumbrance  and 
expense  of  Barristers;  for  no  Barristers 
would  be  necessary.  If  the  present  absurd, 
complicated,  expensive,  and  extravagant 
plan  were  adopted,  he  was  sure  it  would 


Lord  John  Russell  nM^  it  was  quite  riglit 
that,  when  hon.  Members  went  into  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Reform  Bill,  they  should 
be  reafly  to  agree  to  some  reform ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  in  adopting  that 
spirit,  had  gone  further  than  was  necessary, 
and  had  proposed  a  more  radical  Reform 
than  he  should  deem  advisable.  He  cer- 
tainly had  not  expected  to  hear,  from  an 
hon.  Meml>er  who  was  so  much  an  enemv 

0 

to  disfranchisement  of  any  kind,  a  plan 
for  doing  away  with  all  the  fre<*holders  of 
England,  under  the  rather  cavalier  title  of 
getting  rid  of  the  lumber  of  tenure.  He 
must  say,  that  throwing  overboard  the 
40s.     freeholders   Qf    England  was    the 
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(Chandos),  in  reference  to  him,  were  un- 
called for,  and  unfounded.  He  must  deny, 
in  the  most  distinct  terms,  that  he  had  ca- 
lumniated the  farmers  of  Lincolnshire,  or  of 
any  part  of  England,  as  had  been  insinu- 
ated. Nothing  was  further  from  his  in- 
tention ;  and  he  defied  any  Gentleman  to 
produce  a  landlord  who  lived  on  better 
terms  with  his  tenants  than  he  did.  There 
was  one  observation  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  which  he  felt 
it  necessary  to  notice.  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  no  landlord  would 
subdivide  his  estate  to  make  votes ;  but 
there  might  be  such  a  practice  as  letting  a 
fann  nominally  to  a  whole  family  for  this 
purpose,  while  one  member  of  it  only  was 
the  responsible  tenant.  As  to  the  motives 
attributed  to  him,  they  were  such  as  he  was 
not  ashamed  of,  and  he  was  sure  that  the 
House  would  not  consider  that  his  conduct 
required  any  defence. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment. 

Ayes  32 ;  Noes  272— Majority  240. 


List  of  the 

Atheriey,A. 
Buller,  J.  W. 
Blackney,  \V. 
Blamire,  W. 
Cradock,  (lolonel 
Dundas,  Uou.  T. 
Duodas,  lion.  J.  C 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
DixoD,  J. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Evans,  W.  B 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fergiisson,H.  (-. 
Foley,  Hon.  T.  II. 
Gratlan,  11. 


Minority. 

Howard,  F.  11. 
Hawkins,  J.  II. 
Ileywood,  U. 
Marshall,  \V. 
Milton,  Visoounl 
Paget,  T. 
I*e|)ys,  (.'. 
Uamsden,  J.C. 
Sheil,  R.  I.. 
Strult,  E. 
Thickncsse,  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Williams,  ArV.  A. 
Wyse,  T. 
Wiiitmore,  W.  W. 

Tr.u.EK. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 


On  the  question  that  the  clause  as 
amended  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Baring  hoped  that  as  this  clause 
related  to  the  qualification  for  county 
electors,  he  might  be  allowed  to  take  this 
^opportunity  of  stating  his  views  on  the 
county  constituency  established  by  this 
Bill.  A  more  complicated  and  absurd 
system,  in  his  opinion,  had  never  been  de- 
vised by  the  wit  of  man.  The  best  mode 
of  legislation  was  that  which  attained 
itsend  by  simpleanddirectmeans,and  which 
could  dispense  with  complicated  machinery, 
and  unnecessary  expense.  Themeasurenow 
proposed  was  not  calculated  to  effect  those 
olriects;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  would 
evidently,  in  his  mind,  tend  to  aggravate 

VOL.  IX.  {KS} 


thedifficulties  which  already  existed.  With 
respect  to  the  expense  and  vexation  at- 
tending county  elections,  if  they  should  be 
increased,  ought  not  they  to  consider 
whether  some  other  and  more  efficacious 
means  might  not  be  devised  ?  As  to  that 
principle  upon  which  a  large  proportion 
of  the  country  had  set  their  hearts — 
namely,  the  destruction  of  borough  nomi- 
nation— surely  it  would  be  practicable  to 
satisfy  them  on  that  point  without  forming, 
at  the  same  time,  such  a  complicated  and 
anomalous  system  ofcounty Representation 
as  would  increase,  instead  of  diminishing, 
the  present  evils.  Let  the  House  consider 
that  they  could  not  be  every  year  recasting 
and  remodelling  the  Representation,  and, 
therefore,  this  was  the  time  to  ascertain 
whether  the  system  of  county  Representa- 
tion to  be  established  by  this  Bill  was  such 
as  gave  the  best  hope  of  its  attaining  so 
desirable  an  object  as  that  of  lessening  the 
expenses  of  elections.  If  it  could  be  shewn 
that  the  plan  would  not  work  well,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  country  would 
support  the  House  in  making  such  funda- 
mental alterations  as  would  be  necessary  to 
adapt  a  better  system  to  be  applied  to  the 
improvement  of  the  constituent  body. 
What  was  the  present  right  of  county 
Representation  ?  First,  there  were  the  old 
40s.  freeholders.  Every  man  who  had  any 
knowledge  of  county  elections  would  say, 
that  the  40s.  franchise  was  as  complicated, 
as  full  of  intricacies  and  legal  difficult- 
ies, as  any  that  it  was  possible  to  devise. 
What  was  the  case  of  the  late  election 
in  the  county  of  Dorset,  which  had 
been  so  often  referred  to  ?  After  the  county 
was  entirely  polled  out,  the  election  hav- 
ing lasted  the  whole  fifteen  days,  the 
Assci'Sor,  a  gentleman  of  high  legal 
character,  and  of  unquestioned  impartial- 
ity; a  man,  too,  who  was  intimately 
conversant  with  all  the  details  afTecting 
the  right  of  voting  in  that  county,  was 
obliged  to  leave  400  votes  undecided. 
Such  was  the  intricacy  of  the  freehold  right 
of  voting  already  existing,  and  that  right 
was  to  remain  the  same  under  this  Bill, 
with  the  exception  of  some  unimportant 
modifications.  To  that  intricate  right  of 
voting  were  now  to  be  added  copyholders, 
leaseholders  of  different  amounU,  and  for 
different  tenures ;  and  then  came  ^i**."^ 
at  will,  with  different  other  rights,  which 
would  add  immensely  to  the  complication 
and  intricacy  of  the  elective  nghu.  Me 
said  that,  when  Uie  House  had  the  power 
20 
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tee  bad  a  beneficial  interest  in  a  property, 
he  would  be  entitled  to  vote  independent 
of  tbe  clause. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  believed,  according  to 
tbe  existing  law,  trustees  could  not  le^ly 
vote,  whether  in  possession  or  not.  The 
clause,  however,  ought  not  to  pass  without 
the  bearing^  of  it  being  fully  considered. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  knew  many  cases  in 
which  trustees  executed  their  powers  in 
the  manner  described  by  the  clause,  but 
who  had  no  beneficial  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty, and  it  would  be  absurd  to  give 
such  persons  the  right  of  voting. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  knew  the  general 
practice  was  in  perfect  conformity  to  the 
Clause.  If,  however,  alterations  were 
deemed  necessary,  it  would  be  better  to 
introduce  them  at  a  subsequent  stage. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  an  actual  trustee,  re- 
ceiving rents  and  profits,  but  having  no 
beneficial  interest,  was  to  be  allowed  to 
vote? 

Lord  Althorp  understood,  that  in  a  va- 
riety of  cases  the  Courts  of  Law  had  al- 
lowed that  individuals,  thus  situated  had 
a  right  to  vote. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  if  the 
clause  was  so  interpreted,  the  trustee  was 
invested  with  the  power  of  voting  contrary 
to  the  feeling  of  the  individual  on  Vhose 
behalf  he  held  the  trust,  which  was  a  com- 
plete anomaly,  and  he,  therefore,  called 
upon  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  to  strike 
out  the  part  of  the  clause  which  related  to 
trustees. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  words  had 
been  copied  from  an  Act  of  William  3rd 
and  the  principle  which  they  involved  had 
long  been  recognized  as  law.  He  certainly 
had  no  intention  to  alter  the  clause  in  any 
respect. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  24th  Clause  read :— <<  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  notwithstanding  any  thing 
hereinbefore  contained,  no  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  a  Knight 
or  Kniehts  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament  in  respect  of  his  estate 
or  interest  as  a  freeholder  in  any  house, 
warehouse,  counting-house,  or  shop,  occu- 
pied by  himself,  or  in  any  land  occupied 
by  himself,  together  with  any  house,  ware- 
house, counting-house,  or  shop,  if,  by  rea- 
son of  the  occupation  thereof  respectively, 
he  might  acquire  a  right  to  vote  in  the 
election  of  a  Member  or  Members  for  any 
iMity  or  borough^  whether  he  shall  or  shall 


not  have  actually  acquired  the  right  to 
vote  for  such  city  or  borough  in  respect 
thereof." 

Mr.  Praed  rose  to  offer  an  objection  to 
entering  on  the  discussion  of  the  clause  at 
so  late  an  hour.  He  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  an  amendment  on 
this  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  as  that  amend- 
ment had,  during  the  prog^ss  of  the  last 
Bill,  been  debated  no  less  than  three  times, 
he  really  did  not  consider  it  possible  to 
give  it  that  full  attention,  at  that  late 
hour,  to  which  its  importance  entitled  it. 
Feeling,  also,  that  he  was  not  able  to  urge 
his  arguments  with  all  the  force  to  which 
he  thought  they  might  be  applied  in  fiiTOur 
of  this  amendment,  he  haa  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  request  the  aid  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge; and  he  had  received  a  note  in 
reply  from  that  hon.  Member  on  T^iesday 
morning,  saying,  that  he  was  quite  willing 
to  bring  forward  the  amendment,  bnt  that, 
as  the  Belgian  question,  and  the  discussion 
of  the  glove  trade  would  probably  occapy 
the  whole  of  the  evening,  he  should  not  be 
in  his  place.  The  unexpected  manner  in 
which  the  Reform  Bill  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  after  other  business, 
prevented  the  hon.  Member  from  being 
m  attendance  that  evening;  and  he 
trusted  that,  combining  the  circumstances 
of  the  late  hour  at  which  this  clause  wis 
now  brought  forward,  with  the  unexpected 
progress  of  the  Bill  on  that  day,  and  also 
the  importance  of  the  discussion,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  would  consent  to  its  post- 
ponement until  the  right  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  could  attend 
to  give  the  amendment  his  support. 

Lord  Althorp  saw  no  reason  whatever 
in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  for 
postponing  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Praed  then  said,  that  he  must  de- 
mand credit  for  his  assertion  when  he 
assured  the  House  he  was  not  actuated  b; 
any  factious  motives  in  pressing  forward 
his  amendment,  but  that  he  was  impelled 
solely  by  the  desire  which  he  felt  to  ameli- 
orate, as  far  as  possible,  the  condition  of 
that  class  of  persons  whose  interests  would 
be  affected  by  this  clause.  He  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  deep  regret 
that  the  amendment  which  had  been  sug- 
gested during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  in 
the  last  Session  had  not  been  made  a  part 
of  the  present  Bill,  for  it  was  so  perfectly 
oonsbtent,  as  well  with  the  old  Ccwstita- 
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boldest  and  most  radical  proposition  of 
reform  that  had  ever  been  made  in  that 
House  by  any  Member  ;  and  when  he  con- 
sidered that  it  came  from  one  who  was  so 
strongly  opposed  to  every  species  of  dis- 
franchisement, it  certainly  produced  in  his 
mind  no  small  dejjree  of  astonishment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  in  proposing  liis 
changes,  objected,  as  he  well  might,  to  the 
expense  of  county    elections.       But   he 


overwhelmed  by  the  multitude  of  new 
voters  introduced.  The  registry  proposed 
would  cause  a  perpetual  contest;  each  party 
would  be  desirous  of  knowing  the  number 
on  both  sides,  and  the  right  of  being  regis- 
tered would  be  openly  disputed,  so  that 
there  would  be  a  small  annual  election 
from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  the  other, 
and  he  feared  it  would  engender  bitter 
feelings,  for  the  contests  would  be  local, 


imagined  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  parties  arraigning  each  other's 
would  be  found  to  be  attended  with  the  rights  would  be  generally  neighbours.  By 
same  evils  as  that  which  he  wished  to  re-  |  this  means  political  feuds  would  be  carried 


medy.  The  proposition  of  taking  the  .5,000 
highest-rated  inhabitants,  in  Dorsetshire, 
for  instance,  would  prove  as  complicated, 
as  difficult  of  execution,  and  as  hard  to  be 
bronght  to  bear  with  any  degree  of  accu- 
racy, as  any  system  of  franchise,  no  mat- 
ter how  complicated.     The  framers  of  the 


into  every  hamlet  and  every  house  in  the 
country. 

Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  21st  Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question  on  the 
S^nd  Clause,  which  provides  that  county 
voters  need  not  be  assessed  to  the  Land 


Reform  Bill  set  out  on  the  principle  not  of ..  Tax. 
wholly  reconstructing  the  constituency!  Colonel  IFooJ  suggested  that  the  certi- 
iipon  any  theory  of  their  own,  but  (;f  taking  i  ficate  of  qualification,  which  each  voter 
such  parts  of  the  present  system  as  they  ,  would  become  entitled  to,  had  much  better 
conceived  likely  to  furnish  an  independent  ,  be  granted  on  production  of  the  receipt  for 
Representation,  and  they  considered  the  i  the  j)uyment  of  the  Poor-rate,  on  an  estate 
405,  freeholders  a  body  most  useful  of  the  value  of  405.  than  by  the  10/.  cer- 
to   be   intrusted   with    the  franchise,    as  ;  tificate  of  the  register ;    for  one  was  an 


being  capable  of  exercising  it  with  ho- 
nesty and  independence,  and  being  at- 
tached to  the  right,  on  which  account 
they  merited  to  be  the  more  regarded  in  any 
change  which  was  made.  They  had  add- 
ed to  them  possessors  of  copyhold  tenures, 


easy  and  simple  process,  whereas  the  mode 
proposed  to  be  adopted  by  the  clause,  as 
it  now  stood,  was  altogether  complicated. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  23rd  clause  read,  viz.,  "  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  no  person  shall  be  allowed  to 


making  them,  however,  of  hijrher  value,  as  have  any  vote  in  the  clectiun  of  a  Knight 
also  leasehold  tenants,  and  by  the  vote  of .  or  Knij^hts  of  the  Shire  for  or  by  reason  of 
to-night  501,  tenants  at  will.  These  were  j  any  trust  estate,  or  mortgage,  unless  such 
undoubtedly  classes  connected  with  tenure ;  trustee  or  niorti;agee  be  in  actual  possession 
but  they  were  also  directly  connected  with  or  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the 
the  property  of  the  country,  and  there  was  '  same  estate  ;  but  that  the  mortgager  or 
not  one  class  ainong<it  them,  to  whom,  in  ,  the  cestuique  trust  in  possession  shall  and 
his  judgment,  a  reasonable  objection  could  n)ay  vote  for  the  same  estate,  notwith- 
be  made.  As  to  the  objections  which  the  !  standing  such  mortgage  or  trust." 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  on  the  ground  Sir  Edward  Sugden  observed,  that  the 
of  the  intricacy  of  the  machinery,  they  re-  clause  as  it  now  stood,  gave  a  right  of 
lated  more  particularly  to  the  system  of  I  voting  to  individuals  whom  his  Majesty's 
registry,  and  the  discussion  ought  to  be  I  Ministers,  he  supposed,   could  not  have 


reserved  until  that  part  of  the  Hill  came 
on.  He  would  only  say,  at  present,  that  ho 
was  not  prepared  lo  go  so  far  as  the  hon. 


contemplated.  He  conceived  that  a  trus- 
tee in  possession  for  another,  and  having 
no  beneficial  interest  himself  in  the  estate, 


Gentleman  opposite,  and  to  destroy  at  i  ought  not  to  acquire  a  right  of  voting,  but 
once  the  whole  body  of  the  freeholders  of '  he  apprehended  this  clause  conferred  that 
England.  !  right  upon  such  a  person. 

Sir  JFcfwarr/ »S^M(;r?c;i  said,  that  the  noble  I  The  Solicitor  General  was  of  opinion, 
I.ord,  bv  his  own  Bill,  destroved  the  t'vA\U  \  that  a  trustee  in  the  receipt  of  rents  of  a 
«f  the  40$.  freeholders,  which  he  now  pro- I  property,  ought  to  possess  the  right  of 
fesnt'd  himself  so  anxious  to  prot(  ct.  Many  ;  votin^^,  as  he  must  be  considered  the  holder 
of  thcni  who  had  life  interests  woidd  be  in  the  place  of  the  beneficial  proprietor. 
disfranchised,  aitd  the  remainder  would  be       Sir  Edward  Sugden  observed;  if  a  trus- 
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tee  had  a  beneficial  interest  in  a  property, 
he  would  be  entitled  to  vote  independent 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.  C  W.  Wynn  believed,  according  to 
the  existing  law,  trustees  could  not  legally 
vote,  whether  in  possession  or  not.  The 
clause,  however,  ought  not  to  pass  without 
the  bearings  of  it  being  fully  considered. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  knew  many  cases  in 
which  trustees  executed  their  powers  in 
the  manner  described  by  the  clause,  but 
who  had  no  beneficial  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty, and  it  would  be  absurd  to  give 
such  persons  the  right  of  voting. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  knew  the  general 
practice  was  in  perfect  conformity  to  the 
Clause.  If,  however,  alterations  were 
deemed  necessary,  it  would  be  better  to 
introduce  them  at  a  subsequent  stage. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  an  actual  trustee,  re- 
ceiving rents  and  profits,  but  having  no 
beneficial  interest,  was  to  be  allowed  to 
vote? 

Lord  Althorp  understood,  that  in  a  va- 
riety of  cases  the  Courts  of  Law  had  al- 
lowed that  individuals,  thus  situated  had 
a  right  to  vote. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  if  the 
clause  was  so  interpreted,  the  trustee  was 
invested  with  the  power  of  voting  contrary 
to  the  feeling  of  the  individual  on  whose 
behalf  he  held  the  trust,  which  was  a  com- 
plete anomaly,  and  he,  therefore,  called 
upon  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  to  strike 
out  the  part  of  the  clause  which  related  to 
trustees. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  words  had 
been  copied  from  an  Act  of  William  drd 
and  the  principle  which  they  involved  had 
long  been  recognized  as  law.  He  certainly 
had  no  intention  to  alter  the  clause  in  any 
respect. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  24th  Clause  read :— "  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  notwithstanding  any  thing 
hereinbefore  contained,  no  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  a  Knight 
or  Kniffhts  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament  in  respect  of  his  estate 
or  interest  as  a  freeholder  in  any  house, 
warehouse,  counting-house,  or  shop,  occu- 
pied by  himself,  or  in  any  land  occupied 
by  himself,  together  with  any  house,  ware- 
house, counting-house,  or  shop,  if,  by  rea- 
son of  the  occupation  thereof  respectively, 
he  might  acquire  a  right  to  vote  in  the 
election  of  a  Member  or  Members  for  any 
city  or  borough,  whether  he  shall  or  shall 


not  have  actually  acquired  the  right  to 
vote  for  such  city  or  borough  in  respect 
thereof." 

Mr.  Praed  rose  to  offer  an  objection  to 
entering  on  the  discussion  of  the  clause  at 
so  late  an  hour.  He  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  an  amendment  on 
this  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  as  that  amend- 
ment had,  during  the  progress  of  the  last 
Bill,  been  debated  no  less  than  three  timei, 
he  really  did  not  consider  it  possible  to 
give  it  that  full  attention,  at  that  late 
hour,  to  which  its  importance  entitled  it 
Feeling,  also,  that  he  was  not  able  to  urge 
his  arguments  with  all  the  force  to  which 
he  thought  they  might  be  applied  in  favoor 
of  this  amendment,  he  had  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  request  the  aid  of  the  fight 
hon.  Member  for  the  Unirersity  of  Cun- 
bridge;  and  he  had  received  a  note  ii 
reply  from  that  hon.  Member  on  Tundaj 
morning,  saying,  that  he  was  quite  willing 
to  bring  forward  the  amendment,  bat  that, 
as  the  Belgian  question,  and  the  discossioo 
of  the  glove  trade  would  probably  oocnpy 
the  whole  of  the  evening,  he  should  not  be 
in  his  place.  The  unexpected  manner  m 
which  the  Reform  Bill  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  after  other  businea, 
prevented  the  hon.  Member  from  being 
in  attendance  that  evening;  and  he 
trusted  that,  combining  the  circnmstancei 
of  the  late  hour  at  which  this  clause  «u 
now  brought  forward,  with  the  unexpected 
progress  of  the  Bill  on  that  day,  and  abo 
the  importance  of  the  discussion,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  would  consent  to  its  post- 
ponement until  the  right  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  could  attend 
to  give  the  amendment  his  support. 

Lord  Althorp  saw  no  reason  whateter 
in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  far 
postponing  the  immediate  consideratioQ  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Praed  then  said,  that  be  most  de- 
mand credit  for  his  assertion  when  be 
assured  the  House  he  was  not  actaated  b? 
any  factious  motives  in  pressing  forward 
his  amendment,  but  that  he  was  impdlcd 
solely  by  the  desire  which  he  felt  to  ameli- 
orate, as  far  as  possible,  the  condition  of 
that  class  of  persons  whose  interests  wooU 
be  affected  by  this  clause.  He  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  deep  regiet 
that  the  amendment  which  had  been  sug- 
gested during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  m 
the  last  Session  had  not  been  made  a  part 
of  the  present  Bill,  for  it  was  so  perfectly 
consistent,  as  well  with  the  old  doMtita- 
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lion  as  with  the  new  Constitution  about  to 
be  established  by  the  Bill,  and  was  also  in 
such  strict  conformity  to  the  principles  of 
truth,  reason,  and  justice,  that  he  could  in 
no  wise  account  to  himself  for  the  reasons 
by  which  the  House  had  been  guided  in 
its  rejection,  not  being  able  to  find  them  in 
the  arguments  which  had  been  urged  on 
its  discussion  during  the  last  Session.    He 
was  disposed  to  press  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  with  which  he  should  have  the 
honour  to  conclude  upon  the  attention  of 
Uie  Committee,  because  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  agricultural  interest,  to  which  it 
was  meant  to  give  additional  strength,  had 
been  unfairly  treated  by  the  Ministers  in 
framing  this  Bill ;  and,  in  proof  of  this  as- 
sertion, he  must  beg  to  recall  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  the  fact  that  the  Bill 
proposed,  in  schedule   A,  to  disfranchise 
fifty-six  boroughs, and  in  schedule  B,  thirty, 
taking  away  from  those  places  142  Mem- 
bersy  which  it  was  impossible  for  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  to  deny,  chiefly  repre- 
sented the  agricultural  interests.     On  the 
other  hand,  in  schedule  C,  it  was  proposed 
to  establish  twenty-two  new  boroughs,  and 
in  schedule  D,  nineteen,  giving  in  all  sixty- 
three  new  Representatives  to  the  commer- 
cial and  manufacturing  interests — a  change 
which,  it  was  also  impossible  to  deny,  would 
greatly    affect  the  agricultural  interests. 
By  the  combined  operation  of  these  causes 
they  would  find  themselves  placed  under 
the  new  Constitution,  in  a  much  weaker 
position  than  that  they  now  held.      He 
would  not  go  into  very  lengthened  details 
to  prove  this,  but  he  must  refer  to  one  or 
two  counties  from  the  returns  on  the  Table 
to  illustrate  his  meaning.     In  the  county 
of  York,  the  population,  exclusive  of  the 
boroughs,    amounted    to     850,000,    the 
amount  of  assessed  taxes  was  127,000/., 
and  the  number  of  Representatives  six ;  the 
boroughs  of  that  county,  however,  con- 
tained only  322,000  inhabitants,  the  taxa- 
tion was  90,000,   and  yet  they  were  to 
return  thirty  Representatives.     In  Lanca- 
shire, the  county  population,  exclusive  of 
the  borou^s  was  570,000,  and  that  of 
the  boroughs,  482,000;    the  taxation  of 
the  county  was  80,000/.,  and  that  of  the 
boroughs  140,000/.,  the  number  of  county 
Representatives    was  to  be  five,  but  the 
boroughs  were  to  return  eighteen.  Again, 
hi  the  county  of  Stafford,  the  county  popu- 
lation was    217,000,    and   that  of    the 
boroughs  124,000,  the  taxation  for  the 
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latter  17,000/.,  but  the  county  was  to  re- 
turn only  four  Members  while  the  boroughs 
were  to  return  eleven.     If  the  Committee 
would  take  the  trouble  to  compare  the 
whole  of  the  counties  in  the  same  manner 
it  would  become  manifest  that  the  agri- 
culturists were  to  have  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion of  Members  by  the  new  Constitu- 
tion than  they  had  by  the  existing  one  in 
relation  to  their  numbers  and  the  amount 
of  taxes  paid  by  them.     Indeed  this  Bill 
was,   in   some  respects,  worse  than   the 
former,  and  he  thought  by  a  very  simple 
statement  he  should  make  that  position 
evident  to  the  House.    There  was  to  be 
an  increase  of  Members  in  two  classes  of 
manufacturing,  and  commercial  boroughs, 
while  those  in  schedule  B,  which  were 
likely   to    return    agricultural  Members^ 
were  to  be  reduced;  the  natural  conse- 
quence would  be,  that  one  interest  was  ex- 
alted,and  the  other  depressed .  He  implored 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  connected 
with  agriculture  to  this  statement,  as  they 
well  knew  that  the  agricultural  interests 
did  not  return  more  Members  at  present 
than  were  necessary  to  their  own  adequate 
protection .    I  f  the  present  clause,  however, 
was  carried,  a  new  class  of  voters  would 
be  introduced,  whose  inclinations  would 
lead  them  to  use  every  exertion  to  prevent 
the  return  of  Members  for  the  counties 
connected  with  the  agriculture ;  and  thus 
a  greater  preponderance  would  be  given 
to  that  interest  which   he  had  already 
shewn  was  extending  its  influence.     He 
professed  himself  contented  with  the  pre- 
sent Constitution,  but  if  they  were  to  have 
a  new  one,  he  desired  to  have  it  as  similar 
to  the  existing  one  as  he  could  obtain  it. 
With  that  feeling,  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
every  man  ought  to  vote  for  that  place  in 
which   his  property  was  situated.     The 
Knights  of  the  Shire  were  those  who  were 
supposed  to  represent  the  agriculturists, 
and  therefore  their  return  ought  not  to  be 
influenced  by  those  who  had  no  direct  con- 
nection with  that  interest;  on  the  other 
hand,  the  cities  and  towns  ought  to  return 
individuals  to  represent  the  manufactur- 
ing and  commercial  interests.    This  doc- 
trine was  clearly  recognized  by  Blackstone. 
That    distinguished    author    said,  "  The 
Knights  of  the  Shire  are  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  landholders,  or  landed  interest 
of  the  kingdom ;  their  electors  must,  there- 
fore, have  estates  in  lands  or  tenements 
within  the  country  represented,"    Again, 
<<  As  for  the  election  of  citiseus  and  bar« 
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tee  bad  a  beneficial  interest  in  a  property, 
be  would  be  entitled  to  vote  independent 
of  tbe  clause. 

Mr.  C  W.  Wynn  believed,  according  to 
tbe  existing  law,  trustees  could  not  legally 
vote,  whether  in  possession  or  not.  The 
clause,  however,  ought  not  to  pass  without 
the  bearings  of  it  being  fully  considered. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  knew  many  cases  in 
which  trustees  executed  their  powers  in 
the  manner  described  by  the  clause,  but 
who  had  no  beneficial  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty, and  it  would  be  absurd  to  give 
such  persons  the  right  of  voting. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  knew  the  general 
practice  was  in  perfect  conformity  to  the 
Clause.  If,  however,  alterations  were 
deemed  necessary,  it  would  be  better  to 
introduce  them  at  a  subsequent  stage. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  an  actual  trustee,  re- 
ceiving rents  and  profits,  but  having  no 
beneficial  interest,  was  to  be  allowed  to 
vote? 

Lord  Althorp  understood,  that  in  a  va- 
riety of  cases  the  Courts  of  Law  had  al- 
lowed that  individuals,  thus  situated  had 
a  right  to  vote. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  if  the 
clause  was  so  interpreted,  the  trustee  was 
invested  with  the  power  of  voting  contrary 
to  the  feeling  of  the  individual  on  whose 
behalf  he  held  the  trust,  which  was  a  com- 
plete anomaly,  and  he,  therefore,  called 
upon  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  to  strike 
out  the  part  of  the  clause  which  related  to 
trustees. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  words  had 
been  copied  from  an  Act  of  William  3rd 
and  the  principle  which  they  involved  had 
long  been  recognized  as  law.  He  certainly 
had  no  intention  to  alter  the  clause  in  any 
respect. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  24th  Clause  read :— "  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  notwithstanding  any  thing 
hereinbefore  contained,  no  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  a  Knight 
or  Kniehts  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament  in  respect  of  his  estate 
or  interest  as  a  freeholder  in  any  house, 
warehouse,  counting-house,  or  shop,  occu- 
pied by  himself,  or  in  any  land  occupied 
by  himself,  together  with  any  house,  ware- 
house, counting-house,  or  shop,  if,  by  rea- 
son of  the  occupation  thereof  respectively, 
he  might  acquire  a  right  to  vote  in  the 
election  of  a  Member  or  Members  for  any 
city  or  borough,  whether  he  shall  or  shall 


not  have  actually  acquired  tbe  right  to 
vote  for  such  city  or  borough  in  respect 
thereof." 

Mr.  Praed  rose  to  offer  an  objection  to 
entering  on  the  discussion  of  the  claose  at 
so  late  an  hour.  He  had  ghren  notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  an  amendment  on 
this  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  as  that  amend- 
ment had,  during  the  progress  of  the  last 
Bill,  been  debated  no  less  than  three  times, 
he  really  did  not  consider  it  possible  to 
give  it  that  full  attention,  at  that  late 
hour,  to  which  its  importance  entitled  it 
Feeling,  also,  that  he  was  not  able  to  urge 
his  arguments  with  all  the  force  to  which 
he  thought  they  might  be  applied  in  favour 
of  this  amendment,  he  had  Mi  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  request  the  aid  of  the  fight 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cui- 
bridge;  and  he  had  received  a  note  ia 
reply  from  that  hon.  Member  on  Tnwlay 
morning,  saying,  that  he  was  quite  willing 
to  bring  forward  tbe  amendment,  but  that, 
as  the  Belgian  question,  and  the  diacoisioa 
of  the  glove  trade  would  probably  occopy 
the  whole  of  the  evening,  he  should  not  be 
in  his  place.  The  unexpected  manner  in 
which  the  Reform  Bill  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  after  other  busincsi, 
prevented  the  hon.  Member  from  being 
in  attendance  that  evening;  and  he 
trusted  that,  combining  the  circumatinces 
of  the  late  hour  at  which  this  clause  wis 
now  brought  forward,  with  the  unexpected 
progress  of  the  Bill  on  that  day,  and  abo 
the  importance  of  the  discussion,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  would  consent  to  its  post- 
ponement until  the  right  hon.  member  Ibr 
the  University  of  Cambridge  could  attend 
to  give  the  amendment  bis  support. 

Lord  Althorp  saw  no  reason  whatever 
in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  far 
postponing  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Praed  then  said,  that  he  must  de- 
mand credit  for  his  assertion  when  he 
assured  the  House  he  was  not  actuated  by 
any  factious  motives  in  pressing  forward 
his  amendment,  but  that  ne  was  impdkd 
solely  by  the  desire  which  he  felt  to  ameli- 
orate, as  far  as  possible,  tbe  condition  of 
that  class  of  persons  whose  interests  wooU 
be  affected  by  this  clause.  He  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  deep  regret 
that  the  amendment  which  had  been  sur- 
gested  during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  m 
the  last  Session  had  not  been  made  a  part 
of  the  present  Bill,  for  it  was  so  peiftetly 
consistent^  as  well  with  tbe  old  CoMtita- 
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lion  as  with  the  new  Constitution  about  to 
be  established  bv  the  Bill,  and  was  also  in 
such  strict  conformity  to  the  principles  of 
truth,  reason,  and  justice,  that  he  could  in 
no  wise  account  to  himself  for  the  reasons 
by  which  the  House  had  been  guided  in 
its  rejection,  not  being  able  to  find  them  in 
the  arguments  which  had  been  urged  on 
its  discussion  during  the  last  Session.    He 
was  disposed  to  press  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  with  which  he  should  have  the 
honour  to  conclude  upon  the  attention  of 
tlie  Committee,  because  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  agricultural  interest,  to  which  it 
was  meant  to  give  additional  strength,  had 
been  unfairly  treated  by  the  Ministers  in 
framing  this  Bill ;  and,  in  proof  of  this  as- 
sertion, he  must  beg  to  recall  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  the  fact  that  the  Bill 
proposed,  in  schedule   A,  to  disfranchise 
fifty-six  boroughs, and  in  schedule  B,  thirty, 
taking  away  from  those  places  142  Mem- 
bers, which  it  was  impossible  for  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  to  deny,  chiefly  repre- 
sented the  agricultural  interests.     On  the 
other  hand,  in  schedule  C,  it  was  proposed 
to  establish  twenty-two  new  boroughs,  and 
in  schedule  D,  nineteen,  giving  in  all  sixty- 
three  new  Representatives  to  the  commer- 
cial and  manufacturing  interests — a  change 
which,  it  was  also  impossible  to  deny,  would 
greatly    affect  the  agricultural   interests. 
By  the  combined  operation  of  these  causes 
they  would  find  themselves  placed  under 
the  new  Constitution,  in  a  much  weaker 
petition  than  that  they  now  held.      He 
would  not  go  into  very  lengthened  details 
to  prove  this,  but  he  must  refer  to  one  or 
two  counties  from  the  returns  on  the  Table 
to  illustrate  his  meaning.     In  the  county 
of  York,  the  population,  exclusive  of  the 
boroughs,    amounted    to     850,000,    the 
amount  of  assessed  taxes  was  127,000/., 
and  the  number  of  Representatives  six ;  the 
boroughs  of  that  county,  however,  con- 
tained only  322,000  inhabitants,  the  taxa- 
tion was  90,000,   and  yet  they  were  to 
return  thirty  Representatives.     In  Lanca- 
shire, the  county  population,  exclusive  of 
the  boroughs  was  570,000,  and  that  of 
the  boroughs,  482,000;    the  taxation  of 
the  county  was  80,000/.,  and  that  of  the 
boroughs  140,000/.,  the  number  of  county 
Representatives    was  to  be  five,  but  the 
boroughs  were  to  return  eighteen.  Again, 
in  the  county  of  Stafford,  the  county  popu- 
lation was    217,000,    and    that  of    the 
boroughs  124,000,  the   taxation  for  the 
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latter  17,000/.,  but  the  county  was  to  re- 
turn only  four  Members  while  the  boroughs 
were  to  return  eleven.     If  the  Committee 
would  take  the  trouble  to  compare  the 
whole  of  the  counties  in  the  same  manner 
it  would  become  manifest  that  the  agri- 
culturists were  to  have  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion of  Members  by  the  new  Constitu- 
tion than  they  had  by  the  existing  one  in 
relation  to  their  numbers  and  the  amount 
of  taxes  paid  by  them.     Indeed  this  Bill 
was,  in   some  respects,  worse  than   the 
former,  and  he  thought  by  a  very  simple 
statement  he  should  make  that  position 
evident  to  the  House.    There  was  to  be 
an  increase  of  Members  in  two  classes  of 
manufacturing,  and  commercial  boroughs, 
while   those   in  schedule   B,  which  were 
likely   to    return    agricultural   Members, 
were  to  be  reduced;  the  natural  conse- 
quence would  be,  that  one  interest  was  ex- 
alted,and  the  other  depressed.  He  implored 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  connected 
with  agriculture  to  this  statement,  as  they 
well  knew  that  the  agricultural  interests 
did  not  return  more  Members  at  present 
than  were  necessary  to  their  own  adequate 
protection .    I  f  the  present  clause,  however, 
was  carried,  a  new  class  of  voters  would 
be  introduced,   whose  inclinations  would 
lead  them  to  use  every  exertion  to  prevent 
the  return  of  Members  for  the  counties 
connected  with  the  agriculture ;  and  thus 
a  greater  preponderance  would  be  given 
to   that   interest   which    he   had   already 
shewn  was  extending  its  influence.     He 
professed  himself  contented  with  the  pre- 
sent Constitution,  but  if  they  were  to  have 
a  new  one,  he  desired  to  have  it  as  similar 
to  the  existing  one  as  he  could  obtain  it. 
With  that  feeling,  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
every  man  ought  to  vote  for  that  place  in 
which   his  property   was   situated.     The 
Knights  of  the  Shire  were  those  who  were 
supposed  to  represent  the  agriculturists, 
and  therefore  their  return  ought  not  to  be 
influenced  by  those  who  had  no  direct  con- 
nection with  that  interest;  on  the  other 
hand,  the  cities  and  towns  ought  to  return 
individuals  to  represent  the  manufactur- 
ing and  commercial  interests.     This  doc- 
trine was  clearly  recognized  by  Blackstone. 
That    distineuished    author    said,  **  The 
Knights  of  the  Shire  are  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  landholders,  or  landed  interest 
of  the  kingdom ;  their  electors  must,  there- 
fore, have  estates  in  lands  or  tenements 
within  the  country  represented."    Again, 
<<  As  for  the  election  of  citizooa  and  bur^ 
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gesses,  tlteso  arc  suppuscd  (o  be  tlie  nior- 
canlilo  part  or  trading;  interest  uf  this  | 
kingdom."  Again,  Wiiitclockc,  in  his 
Memorials,  savs,  **  The  gentlemen  who 
are  Knights  of  the  Shire,  are  more  espe- 
cially the  Representatives  of  the  country 
interests,  and  the  Yeomanry;  while  the 
merchants  and  traders  chiefly  elect  the 
Representatives  for  the  cities  and  bo- 
roughs; and  thus  it  is,  that  all  the  various 
interests  are  represented  in  the  Parliament 
of  England/*  Each  class — the  agricultural 
interest  and  the  commercial  interest — had 
its  proper  Representatives ;  the  former 
elected  by  the  landholders,  for  the  coun- 
ties; the  latter  by  the  citizens  and  bur- 
gesses, for  cities ;  and  it  was  just  and 
right  that  it  should  be  so.  It  was  to  pre- 
serve this  fair  balance  that  he  meant  to 
propose  his  amendment.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
sions ho  had  heard  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters give  their  sanction  to  the  same  prin- 
ciple. He  had  heard  the  noble  Lord  who 
intioduced  the  Bill  say,  that  he  de- 
sired the  towns  to  have  their  proper 
share  of  Representation,  but  he  did  not 
wish  them  to  interfere  with  the  county 
Representation;  and,  on  the  17th  of  last 
August,  he  was  present  when  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
declared,  that  one  of  the  objects  of  CJo- 
vernment  was  to  diminish  the  iniiucncc  of 
towns  on  county  elections.  Dut  he  had 
a  still  higher  authority  on  this  subject, 
namely,  that  of  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
in  another  place  ;  who  had  said,  in  refer- 
ence to  his  having:  been  formerly  elected 
Knight  of  the  Shire  for  the  county  of  York 
— **  I  can  assure  your  Lordships,  when  I 
was  put  in  nomination  as  a  canlidate  to 
represent  the  county  of  York,  I  did  not 
canvas  the  country  gentlouien  and  the 
stiuires  of  the  county  ;  for,  although  I  was 
personally  acquainted  with  a  large  por- 
tion of  them,  yet  1  knew  that  they  were 
opposed  to  me;  but  I  went  to  the  manu- 
facturers, and  to  the  merchants  of  Shef- 
field, and  Leeds,  and  lludderslield,  for  I 
knew  that  it  was  upon  them  that  the 
result  of  the  election  would  mainly  de- 
pend." If,  therefore,  under  the  old  Con- 
stitution, such  a  result  was  to  be  cx[)ccted, 
was  there  anything  in  the  new  one  to  pre- 
vent the  same  class  of  persons  obtaining 
equal  influence  in  the  counties?  It  ap- 
peared that  formerly  the  freeholders  of 
eeds  and  Sheffield,  and  the  other  large 
towQs,  were  able  to  influence  the  return  of 
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at  least  one  of  the  RepresenUiivts  of  the 
county  of  York,  and  what  was  there  in  the 
present  Bill  to  prevent  the  exercise  of  a 
similar  influence?  Indeed,  was  it  not 
probable  that  the  freeholdiers  of  these 
large  towns  would  be  able  to  exercise 
almost  a  complete  control  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire?  This  was  formerly 
one  of  the  great  causes  of  complaiut 
under  the  present  system,  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  in 
hi  inging  forward  his  Motion  to  give  Re- 
presentatives to  Leeds,  Manchester,  and 
Birmingham,  particularly  dwelt  upon  it 
The  noble  Lord  then  said,  that  it  was, 
rendering  the  county  Members  rather  the 
Representatives  of  the  great  towns,  than 
of  the  landed  interest;  and  went  on  to 
suppose  that  a  collision  of  interests  might 
arise  between  the  manufacturings  intemt 
of  the  county  and  the  agricultural  in- 
terest; and  very  pointedly  asked,  in  that 
case,  how  it  could  be  expected  that  the  Re- 
piesentative,whatevercourse  he  might  puc- 
bue  could  give  satisfaction  to  his  constitu- 
ents ?  Under  such  circunistances,  he 
would  call  upon  the  noble  Lord  to  avoid 
a  state  oi  things  which  he  himself  so 
much  deprecated.  It  was  formerly  ad- 
mitted by  all  Reformers,  that  the  class  of 
town  freeholders  prevented  the  county 
Representation  being  what  it  was  originally 
intended  to  be,  namely,  the  Representative 
of  the  landed  interest.  He  said,  then,  if 
they  Wire  a  bad  class  of  voters  for  the 
counties,  the  objections  formerly  urged 
against  them  could  be  obviated,  bj  letting 
them  have  votes  in  the  towns  with  whicb 
they  were  connected,  and  with  which  they 
had  common  interests,  instead  of  sending 
then)  into  the  county  to  vote,  from  which 
they  had  separate  and  distinct  interests. 
He  was  confident  the  course  the  noble 
Lord  recommended  would  lead  to  a  rctolt 
all  were  most  anxious  to  avoid.  He  was 
perfectly  well  aware,  that,  on  all  great 
points,  the  intcre.<(ts  of  all  classes  were 
identical,  and  that  that  which  tended  to  the 
injury  of  one  class  would  also  injure  all 
other  classes.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
questions  arose  in  which  the  interests  of 
the  agriculturists  and  the  manufacturers 
were  in  some  degree  opposed  to  each  other; 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  throwing  large 
bodies  of  town  voters  into  the  counties 
would  tend  to  generate  feelings  of  animo- 
sity. Hon.  Members  would  recollect  that, 
in  the  old  Statutes  respecting  electionSa 
there  was  nothing  to  compel  residwoe| 
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and  this  was  to  continue  to  be  the  case 
with  regard  (o  the  votes  for  counties  ;  and 
by  this  means  a  class  of  non-iesident  town 
freeholders  would  be  created.  'I'lie  non- 
resident freeman  might  have  some  interest 
in  the  corjioration  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  but  the  interest  of  the  40s.  t(»wn 
freeholder  in  the  countv  where  his  freehold 
was  situated  could  not  be  very  ^veai.  It 
was  urged  such  a  person  ought  not  to 
vote  for  the  town,  because  his  interest  in 
it  was  not  great,  and  yet  he  was  to  be 
allowed  to  vote  for  the  Representation  of 
the  county,  with  which  he  had  no  common 
interest  whatever.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  Ministers  had  been  guilty  of  a  great 
anomaly,  when  they  permitted  the  occu- 
pier of  a  10/.  house,  from  which  he  mi^ht 
be  turned  out  at  a  short  notice,  to  have  a 
vote  for  the  house  because  he  hud  an 
interest  in  the  town,  and  at  the  same  time 
they  refused  a  vote  in  the  town  to  the  40s, 
town  freeholder,  who  must  at  any  rate  be 
equally  zealous  for  its  prosperity.  It  was 
said,  that  this  regulation  had  been  intro- 
duced as  a  counterbalance  to  the  50/.  a- 
year  tonants-at-will,  but  he  was  persuaded 
that  class  of  persons  were  fully  as  intelli- 
gent and  independent  as  the  10/.  house- 
bolder,  or  the  40i'.  freeholder,  in  the  towns. 
By  adopting  the  present  course,  an  invi- 
dious distinction  was  made,  whicl)  ought 
never  to  exist,  and  which  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  exert  itself  to  prevent.  He  was 
satifHed  that  the  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  at 
the  adoption  of  this  principle,  was  daily 
gaining  ground  ;  and  if  the  Dill  should  pass 
into  a  law,  and  an  election  should  follow, 
the  complaints  it  would  cause  would 
compel  an  alteration,  which  it  would  be 
difllicult,  if  not  impossible,  to  carry  into 
eflect,  as  the  town  interest  would  have  a 
preponderating  influence  in  that  House. 
He  contended,  moreover,  that  this  prin- 
ciple was  entirely  new  to  the  Constitution, 
and  at  total  variance  with  the  spirit  of  our 
representative  system.  At  present  there  were 
several  thousand  freeholders  in  the  town 
of  Leeds,  who  had  a  common  interest 
with  the  town,  but  were  to  have  no  votes 
for  it,  and  they  would  be  enabled,  from 
their  number,  to  influence  the  return  of 
Members  for  that  riding  of  the  county  in 
which  tliey  resided.  He  was  anxious  to 
promote  the  interests  of  the  manufacturing 
and  commercial  classes,  but  he  should  be 
•orrv  to  do  that  at  the  expense  of  the 
landed  interests ;  at  any  rate,  he  desired 
to  prevent  anything  like  a  feeling  of  jea- 


lousy growing  up  between  them.  He  was 
confident  that  the  clause  now  under  con* 
sideration  would  lead  to  nothing  but  con- 
fusion. A  fair  balance  ought  to  be  struck 
between  the  agricultural  and  the  commercial 
interests,  and  whatever  number  of  Hcpre- 
sentatives  was  given  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  should  be  given  to  that  alone. 
He  did  not  submit  this  proposition  in 
any  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Bill,  but  as  a 
means  of  improving  it,  and  he  had  drawn 
it  up  after  a  similar  clause  in  the  Scotch 
Bill.  He  trusted  that  he  should  on  that 
account  have  the  support  of  the  learned 
Lord  Advocate  and  his  friends,  for,  if  the 
principle  be  good  in  one  case,  it  must  be 
also  good  in  the  other.  He  should  con- 
clude by  movinp:,  that,  in  the  24th  clause, 
all  the  words  be  omitted  after  the  words 
**  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,"  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  words  to  the  eflbct, 
"  that  no  title  to  vote  for  the  election  of  a 
Knight  of  the  Shire  should  be  conferred 
by  any  property  situate  within  the  limits 
of  a  borough,  which  shouhl,  by  the  provi- 
sion of  this  Bill,  or  otherwise,  return  a 
iMember  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  that  every  man  seized  of  free- 
hold lands  and  tcnementsof  the  clear  yearly 
value  to  him  of  40^;.  above  all  rents  and 
charges,  situate  within  the  limits  of  a 
borough,  returning  a  Member  or  IVIembers 
to  Parliament,  should  have  the  right  to 
vote  in  the  election  of  Members  for  such 
borough." 

I^ord  John  RussfU:  while  he  rose  to 
oppose  this  amendment,  admitted,  that  it 
was  one  which  might  be  fairly  proposed  in 
the  spirit  of  making  a  change  in  the  Re- 
presentation of  the  country,  and  that  it 
was  a  fair  point  for  discussion  when  they 
were  considering  that  subject.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  in  proposing  this 
amendment,  seemed  to  proceed  on  the 
notion,  which  had  the  sanction  indeed  of 
such  authorities  as  Blackstonc,Whitelocke9 
and  other  writers  on  our  Representative 
svstem,  but  which  was  not  borne  out  by 
tfie  practical  constitution  of  that  House, 
that  the  boroughs  represented  the  trade 
and  commerce,  and  the  counties  the  agri* 
cultural  interests  of  tl\e  country.  If  they 
were  to  proceed  on  that  notion,  they 
should  confine  the  Members  of  which  that 
House  would  be  constituted  to  those  large 
cities  and  towns  only  which  were  the  seats 
of  trade  and  commerce  and  to  the  counties* 
But  they  pursued  a  different  course,  and  it 
was  probable  that  they  mi|»kt  attain  tb« 


1 1 43       ParluitHentary  Reform.       {LORDS } 


Poor  Laws. 


1144 


considered  that  a  vote  for  the  county  was 
more  valuable  than  a  vote  for  the  town  or 
borough.  Besides  that,  all  the  freehold- 
ers in  the  old  boroughs  had  a  right  to  vote 
for  the  counties,  by  virtue  of  their  free- 
holds, independent  of  their  rights  as  bur- 
^ses  or  citizens.  These  votes  such  per- 
sons would  entirely  lose  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances of  residence  and  value.  If, 
indeed,  the  amendment  were  confined  to 
the  new  boroughs,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  so  objectionable  as  it  appeared 
to  him  in  its  present  form. 

Sir  Creorge  Clerk  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  believe  that  any  injury  would  be 
done  to  any  party  by  acceding  to  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  There  was  evidently  a  total  dis- 
crepancy,  a  total  variation  of  principle, 
between  the  English  and  Scotch  Bills  as 
to  the  borough  Representation ;  for  while 
it  was  sought  in  England  to  throw  the 
town  constituency  into  the  counties,  it 
was  to  be  limited  m  Scotland  to  the  voters 
in  the  towns,  who  were  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  county  Representation. 
The  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  expressly 
stated  that  when  he  introduced  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill,  and  therefore,would  to-night 
claim  the  honour  of  the  learned  Lord's  vote 
for  the  amendment,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  consistency  of  the  learned  Lord. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  he 
should  be  guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in 
voting  for  this  clause  of  the  English  Bill, 
and  voting  for  confining  the  town  voters  in 
Scotland  to  the  towns,  because  at  present 
the  borough  voters  in  Scotland  had  no 
right  to  vote  for  county  Members,  but  the 
freeholders  in  the  English  boroughs  al- 
ways possessed  that  right.  There  was 
therefore,  no  analogy  between  the  right 
of  voting^  either  for  towns  or  counties  in 
England  and  Scotland,  besides  in  England 
no  right  of  voting  by  "  a  superiority"  ex- 
isted as  it  did  in  the  county  Representation 
of  Scotland. 

Sir  George  C/erA  said,  that  the  learned 
Lord's  right  of  voting  for  him  for  the 
county  of  Edinburgh  was  entirely  owing 
to  ''  a  superiority"  which  he  had  in  a  street 
of  Edinburgh. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  his  right 
of  voting  was  owing  to  any  such  *'  superi- 
ority," and  on  a  future  occasion  he  hoped 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  it  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  led  to  believe,  from 
the  observations  which  be  bad  just  beard. 


that  there  was  a  sort  of  compromise  in  this 
affair,  and  that  the  learned  Lord  Advocate 
was  only  shadowing  out  the  image  of 
what  the  new  Representation  in  ScoUand 
would  be  when  the  new  Reform  Bill  should 
become  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment, 
Ayes  90 ;  Noes  1 8 1— Majority  91 . 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  2,  1832. 

UiNUTKt.]  BiUf.   Committed ;  AibitraUoa.    RMdaieeaod 

time ;  Embenlementi  Preventioii. 
Petitioat  prcwnted.    By  Lord  Cu>ircuuiT»  fhm  Knodo- 

mark  and  Colmelling,  in  Uie  County  of  Meatii,  iV>imt  tte 

Tithe  System. 

Poor  Laws.]  Lord  Teynham  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack ;  if  he  had  any  ioteoDon 
of  proposing,  on  behalf  of  bis  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  to  appoint  a  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  present  state 
of  the  agricultural  population,  with  a  view 
to  some  improvement  or  amelioration 
of  the  Poor-laws,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  employment  for  agricultural 
labourers. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  replied,  that  he 
had  it  in  his  power  to  say,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
before  they  brought  in  any  measure  of  re- 
lief or  improvement,  to  issue  a  Commis- 
sion for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the 
practical  operation  of  the  Poor-laws,  and 
the  different  modes  in  which  they  were 
acted  on  in  the  several  parishes  through- 
out the  country.  Whether  that  Commis- 
sion would  embrace  all  the  objects  re- 
commended by  the  noble  Baron,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  afford  such  information  as  would, 
in  a  great  degree,  facilitate  the  task  of 
legislation  on  the  Poor-laws.  As  he 
was  on  his  legs,  he  would  state,  that,  when 
first  he  heard  of  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  issuing  this  Com- 
mission, he  had  doubts  and  difficulties  on 
his  mind  as  to  its  practicability  and  effi- 
ciency; but,  on  consideration,  these  ob- 
jections were  removed,  and  he  now  was  of 
opinion  that  the  best  results  might  be  ex- 
pected from  it. 

Lord  Ellenborough  regretted  that  this  im- 
portant question  was  put  while  so  few  noble 
Lords  were  in  the  House,  as  he  thought 
the  subject  ought  to  receive  the  fullest  and 
and   most  general    coniideratioo*     Hq 
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further  said,  he  wished  that  the  county 
Members  should  not  exclusively  represent 
the  agricultural  community,  although  he 
inferred  that  the  town  Members  were  ex- 
clusively to  represent  the  manufacturing 
and  commercial  interests.  But  did  the 
noble  Lord  forget,  that  all  the  smaller  free- 
holders of  the  towns  were  to  vote  for  the 
counties ;  and  would  not  the  same  danger 
arise  from  creating  freeholders  in  the  town 
for  that  purpose,  as  for  voting  in  the  towns 
themselves?  would  not  that  increase  the 
influence  of  towns,  in  an  undue  degree, 
over  the  return  of  county  Members?  This 
cvily  too,  be  it  remembered,  would  be  in- 
creased by  the  division  of  counties.  It 
had  been  affirmed  in  the  House,  that  the 
Members  for  one  of  the  divisions  of  War- 
wick, and  one  also  of  Chester  would  be 
returned  by  the  town  interest  almost  ex- 
clusively. For  these  reasons,  and  for  those 
he  had  before  given,  he  should  support 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  object  of  the  amend- 
ment would  go  to  disfranchise  all  the 
town  voters  in  England,  so  far  as  regarded 
their  votes  for  the  counties.  If  such  a 
proposition  was  carried  cither  in  that  House, 
or  in  another  place,  the  Bill  had  better  be 
wholly  given  up.  It  was  bad  enough  as 
it  stood  with  respect  to  the  10/.  franchise, 
and  he  entreated  the  Ministers  not  to  listen 
to  this  proposition.  He  hoped  they  would 
not  suffer  themselves  to  be  entrapped,  for 
if  this  amendment  was  adopted  it  would 
still  further  tend  to  narrow  the  franchise. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  this  proposition, 
coming,  asitdid,  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  he  was  perfectly  as- 
tonished to  hear  a  Reformer  like  his  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  the  member  for  Wor- 
cester support  it.  He  would  do  all  he 
could  to  resist  the  proposed  amendment. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  the 
amendment  now  proposed  was  not  one  of 
disfranchisement  towards  any  class  of 
voters,  as  it  had  been  so  mistakenly  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
whose  general  observations  displayed  a  total 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  original  clause, 
or  of  the  amendment  which  had  this  even- 
ing been  proposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  The  amendment  involved  no  in- 
sidious proposition  ;  it  was  one  taken  out 
of  the  noble  lord's  (Lord  John  RusseU's)  i 
own  book  in  a  former  edition  of  the  Re- 
form Bill ;  but  it  now  appeared  as  if  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  considered 
that  every  thing  which  at  any  time  fell  from 


that  noble  Lord  ought  to  have  his  support, 
while   a   similar    proposition    from    that 
side  of  the  House  would   meet  with  the 
marked  and  warm  disapprobation  of  the 
hon.  Member.     The  hon.   Member  cried 
out  with   a  loud  voice  for  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;  and 
yet  when  the  noble  authors  of    the  Bill 
thought   proper   to  change  it,   the   hon. 
Member   was   equally    loud  in  applaud- 
ing that  change.     The  whole  of  the  grounds 
taken    by  the   noble    Lord    (Lord    John 
Russell)  in  answer  to  the  observations  of 
the  learned   Gentleman  who  proposed  the 
amendment,  were  erroneous.     His  hon.  and 
learned  friend  (Mr.  Praed)  only  contended 
I  that  town  freeholders  should  be  permitted 
to  vote  for  the  towns  or  boroughs  in  which 
they  lived,  and  not  for  the  counties    in 
which  these  towns  might  be  situated,  inas- 
much as  such   permission  would  tend  to 
deluge  the  agricultural  interests  with  voters 
in  the  manufacturing  interest.     It  would, 
in    fact,   give  the   Representation  of  the 
counties  in  some  instances  into  the  hands 
of  the  town  population.     But  one  of  the 
chief  answers  of  the  noble  Lord  to  that 
plain  proposition  was,  that  to  accede  to 
the  amendment    would  be  to  produce  a 
separation  between   the  agricultural  and 
commercial  voters.     By  his  own   Bill  the 
noble  Lord  was  taking  rural  populations 
of  some  miles  in  extent  to  make  up  the 
requisite  number  of  voters  in  boroughs  or 
towns  now  to  have  a  new  constituency. 
The  severance  of  the  agricultural  from  the 
manufacturing  interest  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was 
objected  to  by  the   noble  Lord  for   the 
most  extraordinary  of  all  reasons,  namely, 
because  it  wasnow  too  late  for  investigation. 
Because  it  was  too  late,  was  that  House  to 
give  a  very  inadequate   consideration  to 
such  an  important  subject  ?     It  was,  bow- 
ever,  driven  on  to  it,  because  it  was  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  Government,  and 
their  supporters  in  that  House,  that  on  they 
must  go  at  all  hazards.     Why  not  give  to 
the  agricultural  interest  its  fair  share  in 
the  Representation  of  the  country,  and 
why  deluge  it  with  voters  from  the  towns  ? 
The  noble  Lords  at  the  other  side  said  at 
one  time,  that,  with  a  view  not  to  separate 
the  manufacturing  from  the  agricultural 
interest,  we  must  give  to  town  voters  a  right 
of  voting  for  the  counties  in  which  such 
towns  might  be  situated  ;  but  if  that  prin- 
ciple were  good  for  anything  why  not  ap- 
ply it  generally?    Why  separate  andoi* 
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allow  parishes  to  mortgfage  the  Poor-rates 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  a  fund  to  de- 
fray the  expense  of  removing  to  the  colo- 
nies the  superabundant  population. 

Viscount  Goderich  said,  I  hat  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  propose  to  Parliament  this  Session  the 
same  bill  which  was  submitted  la^t  year. 
Many  practical  objections  were  taken  to 
it  at  the  time,  which,  on  consideration,  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  just  and  reasonable. 
He  had,  therefore,  declined  renewing  the 
bill ;  nor  was  it  either  his  intention  to 
propose  any  measure  similar  to  that  men- 
tioned by  the  Noble  Earl.  Indeed,  he 
did  not  think  that  a  necessity  would  arise 
for  the  Government  going  out  of  its  way  to 
afford  pecuniary  assistance  to  those  per- 
sons disposed  to  emigrate,  as  the  number 
of  voluntary  emigrants  to  the  Canadashad 
considerably  increased  within  the  last 
year,  and  he  was  happy  to  say,  that  their 
settlement  had  been  attended  with  the 
most  beneficial  effects,  both  as  regarded 
themselves,  and  the  places  where  they  were 
located.  The  voluntary  emigration  last 
year  from  England  and  Ireland  was  nearly 
double  that  of  any  former  year;  and  he 
repeated  that  it  was  with  much  satisfac- 
tion he  had  it  in  his  power  to  say,  that  the 
people  who  had  gone  out  had  benefited 
themselves  and  the  country  which  they 
liad  adopted.  Notwithstanding  the  im- 
mense indux,the  price  of  labour  had  not 
fallen  in  the  Canadas,  and  there  was  still 
plenty  of  good  land  and  profitable  occu- 
pation for  those  industrious  persons  who 
sou{j:ht  it. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  thought,  that 
the  good  example  set  in  some  parishes  in 
the  west  of  England  had  induced  other 
parishes  to  afford  the  same  encouragement 
to  emigration.  The  expense  of  transport 
was  now  materially  reduced,  and,  therefore, 
no  measure  similar  to  the  bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion was  called  for. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  begged  to  ask, 
further,  whether  a  rate  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  facilitating  emigration  from  any 
parish  was  not  illegal,  and  if  the  Law 
Courts  would  not  order  it  to  be  quashed 
on  application  to  them. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  replied,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  if  the  whole  of  the 
rate-payers  agreed  to  discharge  the  rate 
they  could  do  so,  but  as  the  law  at  present 
stood,  if  any  one  of  tiie  rate-pavers  ob- 
ected,  it  was  illegal. 


Promotion  op  Avatovical  Sci- 
ence.] The  Duke  of  Sussex:  My  Lords 
— I  have  the  honour  to  present  to  your 
Lordships  the  humble  Petition  of  the  Pre- 
sident and  the  Commonalty  of  the  Faculty 
of  Physic  in  London,  praying  your  Lord- 
ships' serious  and  immediate  attentioD,  to 
enacting  some  legislative  measure  for  (he 
promotion  of  the  study  of  anatomy,  and 
which  they  humbly  submit,  may  be  mate- 
rially aided  by  the  repeal  of  the  act  for 
the  dissection  and  anatomy  of  mnrderere, 
and  by  allowing  the  opening  of  the  body 
of  any  individual,  provided  he  should  not 
have  expressed  any  wish  to  the  contrarj 
previous  to  his  death,  or  that  hia  relations 
should  not  evince  any  objection  on  the 
subject.  The  petitioners  assure  your  Lord- 
ships, that  in  applying  to  your  right  hon. 
House,  they  are  not  prompted  by  any 
motives  of  interest,  either  in  their  mdhn- 
dual  or  corporate  capacity,  but  solely  by 
their  wish  to  promote  the  objects  of  haoaa- 
nity  and  the  welfare  of  society.  From  the 
great  anxiety  that  has  been  expressed  bj 
the  public  on  this  most  interesting  sub- 
ject, I  do  not  conceive  that  a  petition  of 
greater  importance  ^uldcome  before  your 
Lordships,  nor  one  in  which  society  in 
general  is  more  particularly  interwted. 
Your  petitioners  state,  and  they  state  it 
rightly,  that  towards  the  improvement  of 
physic  and  surgery  no  study  can  contribute 
so  much  as  that  of  anatomy ;  that  in  their 
examination  of  applicants  to  practice,  it  is 
one  of  the  peculiar  branches  in  which  tbcy 
make  the  most  minute  and  strict  inqairiei, 
requiring  the  applicants  to  be  well  ac- 
quainted with  it.  Indeed,  such  is  the 
advantage  which  has  already  been  derived 
from  the  improvement  of  medical  science 
in  this  line  of  study,  that,  comparing  the 
value  of  life  as  now  estimated  to  what  it 
was  100  years  ago,  it  has  absolutelT 
doubled.  In  proof  of  this  areoment,  I 
have  only  to  refer  your  Lordships  to  the 
books  of  the  various  insurance  offices. 
Noi  only,  my  Lords,  is  the  study  of  this 
science  enjoined  by  the  Faculty  from  which 
I  present  this  petition,  and  by  all  similar 
institutions  in  various  parts  of  this  empire, 
but  the  law  of  the  land  visits  with  punish- 
ment any  person  who  may  mismanage  his 
patient  through  ignorance  of  his  art;  and 
yet,  at  the  same  time  that  it  thus  requires 
the  student  to  nrake  himself  thoroughly 
acquainted  withhis profession, it^byanMlicr 
law,  prohibits  the  means  by  which  he  may 
acquire  such  information ;  for,  bytheeooh 
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for  the  coiinly.  The  Ministers  did  not 
intend  proposing  any  clause,  neither  had 
they  ever  done  so,  which  would  deprive  a 
man  possessed  of  property  of  the  ric^lit  of 
voting  in  virtueof  that  property  wherever  it 
might  be  situated  ;  the  very  contrary  was 
their  decided  object.  He  had  frequently 
said,  and  he  said  so  now,  that  the  object 
of  this  clause  in  the  Bill  was  pro  tanto  to 
give  an  advantage  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, but  not  an  undue  advantage  as 
against  any  other  in  the  state.  He  con- 
tended that  the  very  clause  they  were  now 
discussing  would  increase  the  agricultural 
voters;  but  that  could  be  no  reason  why 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  complain  of 
the  increased  number  of  voters  in  towns. 
If  in  every  case  the  towns  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  voting  (in  right  of  freehold 
property)  for  counties,  then  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  considerable  injury  would  be 
inflicted  upon  them.  Upon  these  grounds 
he  supported  the  clause  as  it  stood.  He 
hoped  the  House  wouhl  not  now  change 
their  opinions  on  the  subject,  and,  therefore, 
he  trusted,  they  would  reject  tlie  amcnd- 
incnt. 

Sir  Robert  Per/ said,  he  would  support 
the  amendment  if  it  were  only  because  it 
simplified  the  right  of  voting,  and  would 
prevent  boroughs  from  interfering  in  and 
influencing  the  returns  for  counties.  He 
wi&hed  that  whoever  had  a  light  of  vot- 
ing for  property  situated  in  a  town  or  bo- 
rough should  exercise  his  franchise  in  such 
town  or  borough,  and  let  a  similar  right 
be  exercised  by  county  voters  for  the  coun- 
ties only.  The  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex expressed  a  ;;reat  alarm  that  the 
amendment  was  wholly  to  exclude  town 
voters  from  voting  in  the  county,  and  it 
appeared  as  if  that  very  alarm  had  taken 
away  his  power  of  reasoning  upon  this  sub- 
ject. If  the  hon.  Member  had  read  the 
clauses  which  regulated  the  ri^ht  of  voting 
he  would  have  found  that  they  took  away 
all  the  right  of  voting  for  counties,  for  all 
freeholds  situated  in  towns  except  those 
under  10/.  value,  and  the  non-resident 
freeholders.  Oh,  but  the  hon.  Member, 
though  a  county  Representative  never 
deigned  to  ask  the  yeomen,  the  country  gen- 
tlemen, or  sc^uircs,  for  their  votes ;  no,  no, 
he  depended'  n{)on  the  town  voters,  and 
was  exactly  *'  the  great  sublime"  he  drew 
of  a  county  Representative.  On  the  other 
hand,  however,  those  Gentlemen  who  sat 
OD  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  con- 
sidered the  hon.  Member  to  be  rather  a 
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mockery  of  a  county  Representative ;  and 
therefore  they  objected  to  deluging  the 
counties  with  town  constituencies.  The 
simple  argument  used  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell),  in  justification  of  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood,  was,  it  would  pre- 
vent the  Severn  nee  of  the  agricultural  and, 
manufacturing  interests,  and  that  by  blend- 
ing them  both  together  they  would  be  con- 
sulting the  interest  of  all.  But  that  was  a 
proposition  to  which  he  could  not  accede, 
for  it  was  directly  opposed  to  the  common 
sense  and  justice  of  the  case,  as  well  as 
to  the  view  of  it  which  had  been  so  often 
staled  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  must  say,  in  illus* 
tralion  of  his  view  upon  this  point,  as  well 
as  in  support  of  the  amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Praed),  give  to 
the  man  of  property  in  Leeds  a  right  of 
voting  for  Leeds,  but  do  not  by  way  of  a 
most  extraordinary  amalgamation,  give 
him  also  a  right  of  voting  for  the  county 
of  York.  The  neat  and  clear  speech  just 
now  made  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Sir  E.  Sugden)  left  him  indeed  nothing 
to  add,  and  he  would  not  weaken  its  force 
by  any  further  observations. 

Mr.  Ramsden  opposed  the  amendment, 
because  in  his  view,  it  would  tend  to  sever 
the  agricultural  from  the  manufacturing 
interest,  to  which  he  would  never  be  a 
party. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  was  altogether  mistaken  in 
either  thinking  or  stating  that  the  object  of 
his  amendment  was  to  disfranchise  any 
portion  of  the  people.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  willing  to  extend  enfranchisement 
where  it  might  be  just  and  necessary  to  do 
so,  and  if  towns  of  consequence  were  not 
lepresented,  he  would  gladly  assist  them 
in  obtaining  Representatives  ;  and  he  ap- 
prehended his  amendment  would  facilitate 
that  object,  by  laying  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  towns  were  to  have  Representatives 
exclusively  to  themselves.  He  perfectly 
understood  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  the  sense  of  the  country  ;  and  ho 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hume) 
that  he  had  taken  considerable  pains  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  state  of 
public  feeling,  and  he  had  found  it  to  be 
exactly  as  he  had  represented  it. 

Lord  Milton  contended  that  the  amend- 
ment would  tend  to  the  disfranchisement  of 
certain  voters  which  he  should  wish  to  find 
increased  rather  than  diminished.  He 
said  disfranchisement,  because  it  waaoftea 
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considered  that  a  vote  for  the  county  was 
more  valuable  than  a  vote  for  the  town  or 
borough.  Besides  that,  all  the  freehold- 
ers in  the  old  boroughs  had  a  right  to  vote 
for  the  counties,  by  virtue  of  their  free- 
holds, independent  of  their  rights  as  bur- 
gesses or  citizens.  These  votes  such  per- 
sons would  entirely  lose  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances of  residence  and  value.  If, 
indeed,  the  amendment  were  confined  to 
the  new  boroughs,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  so  objectionable  as  it  appeared 
to  him  in  its  present  form. 

Sir  George  Clerk  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  believe  that  any  injury  would  be 
done  to  any  party  by  acceding  to  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  There  was  evidently  a  total  dis- 
crepancy, a  total  variation  of  principle, 
between  the  English  and  Scotch  Bills  as 
to  the  borough  Representation  ;  for  while 
it  was  sought  in  England  to  throw  the 
town  constituency  into  the  counties,  it 
was  to  be  limited  m  Scotland  to  the  voters 
in  the  towns,  who  were  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  county  Representation. 
The  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  expressly 
stated  that  when  he  introduced  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill,  and  thereforc,would  to-night 
claim  the  honour  of  the  learned  Lord's  vote 
for  the  amendment,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  consistency  of  the  learned  Lord. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  he 
should  be  guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in 
voting  for  this  clause  of  the  English  Bill, 
and  voting  for  confining  the  town  voters  in 
Scotland  to  the  towns,  because  at  present 
the  borough  voters  in  Scotland  had  no 
right  to  vote  for  county  Members,  but  the 
freeholders  in  the  English  boroughs  al- 
ways possessed  that  right.  There  was 
therefore,  no  analogy  between  the  right 
of  voting^  either  for  towns  or  counties  in 
England  and  Scotland,  besides  in  England 
no  right  of  voting  by  **  a  superiority"  ex- 
isted as  it  did  in  the  county  Representation 
of  Scotland. 

SirGeorge  CZerA  said,  that  the  learned 
Lord's  right  of  voting  for  him  for  the 
county  of  Edinburgh  was  entirely  owing 
to  "  a  superiority"  which  he  had  in  a  street 
of  Edinburgh. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  his  right 
of  voting  was  owing  to  any  such  "  superi- 
ority," and  on  a  future  occasion  he  hoped 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  it  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  led  to  believe,  from 
the  observations  which  be  bad  just  heard, 


that  there  was  a  sort  of  compromuie  in  this 
affair,  and  that  the  learned  Lord  Advocate 
was  only  shadowing  out  the  image  of 
what  the  new  Representatioa  io  Scotland 
would  be  when  the  new  Reform  Bill  should 
become  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment, 
Ayes  90 ;  Noes  1 8 1 — Majority  91 . 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  February  2,  1832. 

UiNUTKt.]  Bills.   Committed ;  AibttnUon.    RMd  a 

time ;  Embenlementi  Prevention. 
Petitions  presented.    By  Loid  Clonoubbt,  fhiai 

mark  and  Colmelling,  in  the  County  of  Meatb* 

Tithe  System. 

Poor  Laws.]  Lord  Teynham  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Loid 
on  the  Woolsack ;  if  he  had  any  intention 
of  proposing,  on  behalf  of  his  Majesty*! 
Government,  in  the  course  of  the  pretent 
Session  to  appoint  a  Commission  fi>r  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  present  State 
of  the  agricultural  population,  with  a  view 
to  some  improvement  or  amelioration 
of  the  Poor-laws,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  employment  for  agricultiual 
labourers. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  replied,  that  be 
had  it  in  his  power  to  say,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Govenmient, 
before  they  brought  in  any  measure  of  re- 
lief  or  improvement,  to  issue  a  Coamiis> 
sion  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the 
practical  operation  of  the  Poor-laws^  and 
the  different  modes  in  which  they  were 
acted  on  in  the  several  parishes  through- 
out the  country.  Whether  that  Commis- 
sion would  embrace  all  the  objects  re- 
commended by  the  noble  Baron,  he  wis 
not  prepared  to  sa^ ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  afford  such  mformation  as  wouM, 
in  a  great  degree,  facilitate  the  task  of 
legislation  on  the  Poor-laws.  As  he 
was  on  his  legs,  he  would  state,  that,  when 
first  he  heard  of  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  issuing  this  Cosd- 
mission,  he  had  doubts  and  difficulties  on 
his  mind  as  to  its  practicability  and  effi- 
ciency ;  but,  on  consideration,  these  ob- 
jections were  removed,  and  he  now  was  of 
opinion  that  the  best  results  might  be  ex- 
pected from  it. 

Lord  Ellenborough  regretted  that  this  im- 
portant question  was  put  while  so  fewnoUe 
Lords  were  in  the  House,  as  he  thought 
the  subject  ought  to  receive  the  fullest  vsA 
and   most  general   considentioiif     H^ 
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could  not  forbear  expressing  his  apprehen- 
sion that  the  issuing  of  a  Commission 
would  have  the  effect  of  retarding  instead 
of  hastening,  such  remedies  as  were  so 
ranch  required  in  the  operation  of  the 
Poor-laws — remedies  which  the  country 
so  anxiously  looked  for;  and  he  could  but 
feel,  if  such  a  delay  tooic  place,  that  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  people  which  had  been 
excited  by  the  declarations  of  his  Majesty *s 
Ministers  last  Session,  would  be  most 
g^evously  disappointed.  It  was  said,  in 
the  montn  of  June  last,  that  the  Session 
should  not  close  without  some  measure 
being  submitted  to  Parliament,  but  that 
it  was  impossible  anything  effective  could 
be  done  until  the  surplus  population  was 
removed.  He  had  heard  of  no  steps  to 
effect  that  object,  and  now  it  seemed  that 
no  specific  measure  was  prepared,  and  the 
country  had  to  look  to  the  uncertain  pro- 
ceedings and  dilatory  results  of  a  Com- 
mission. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  had  certainly  made 
the  remark  relating  to  the  surplus  rural 
population  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
out,  whatever  anxiety  he  might  have  per- 
sonally felt  to  have  seen  the  question  of 
the  Poor-laws  brought  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  before  Parliament,  or  to  have 
been  the  organ  of  submitting  a  measure 
for  their  improvement,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible that  he  could  have  devoted  his 
mind  to  the  subject,  as,  since  the  close  of 
the  Session,  he  had  been  occupied  with 
his  other  duties  without  any  intermission. 
During  the  long  vacation  he  had  not  more 
than  nine  days  respite,  and  during  the 
Christmas  holydays  he  had  not  such  a 

Srtion  of  time  to  spare  as  was  sufficient 
'  its  due  consideration.  He  believed 
that  the  noble  Baron  would  find  himself 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  issuing  of 
the  Commission  would  retard  the  Bill  of 
Relief  beyond  the  present  Session.  In  his 
opinion  it  would  not ;  and  though  he  did 
not  wish  to  pledge  himself  on  the  point,  he 
thought  he  could  assure  the  House  that  a 
bill  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  Poor- 
laws  would  certainly  be  laid  on  their 
Lordships'  Table  before  their  separation. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  said,  if  a  Commis- 
sion was  to  be  appointed,  he  had  no  desire 
to  urge  it  to  a  hurried  decision.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  all  the  discussions  would 
leceive  very  powerful  assistance  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  had  applied 
lb  mind  to  the  subject  for  many  years. 

The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  would  pro- 


mise if  the  Government  would  give  a 
distinct  pledge  to  appoint  a  Commission, 
and  legislate  upon  its  report,  to  abstain 
from  calling  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
to  the  subject.  But  as  it  was  one  of  para- 
mount importance,  and  to  the  settlement 
of  which  all  classes  of  the  people  were 
anxiously  looking,  if  the  pledge  was  not 
given  he  should  feel  himself  called  upon 
to  submit  a  Motion  on  the  subject.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Ministers  were 
serious  in  their  intentions,  and  he  should 
prefer  that  the  measure  of  relief  should 
originate  with  them. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  not  only 
was  his  Majesty's  Government  disposed  to 
issue  the  Commission,  but  it  had  taken 
some  steps,  in  the  course  of  the  last  fort- 
night, towards  preparing  it,  and  the  only 
difficulty  in  the  way  at  present  was  to 
find  efficient  persons  who  would  act  gra- 
tuitously. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  hoped  that  no  im- 
prudent notions  of  economy  would  deprive 
the  country  of  an  efficient  Commission. 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  folly  to  em- 
ploy less  able  men  without  payment,  if 
more  able  men  could  be  had  for  money. 
The  Government  ought  to  have  only  one 
object  in  view,  the  nomination  of  an  able 
and  effective  Commission,  and  the  collec- 
tion of  a  Body  of  the  best  information 
which  could  possibly  be  obtained. 

Lord  Teynham  expressed  his  gratifica- 
tion at  the  information  his  question  had 
elicited  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
If  Parliament  and  the  country  acted  to- 
gether, and  competent  persons  were  ap- 
pointed, he  had  no  doubt  important  and 
most  beneficial  improvements  would  be  the 
consequence. 

Emigration.]  Lord  Ellenhorough 
begged  leave  to  inquire  from  the  noble 
Viscount,  if  any  paper  could  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  which  would  afibrd  a  view 
of  the  progress  of  emigration  for  the  last 
two  years. 

Viscount  Ooderich  said,  he  would  make 
inquiries,  and  if  such  documents  were  in 
his  office,  he  did  not  anticipate  any  objec- 
tion to  the  producing  of  them. 

The  Earl  of  Carnavon  wished  to  know 
if  his  Majesty's  Government  had  it  in 
view  to  propose  any  legislative  measures 
for  the  facilitating  of  emigration.  He 
wished  to  know  if  a  plan  which  was  men- 
tioned some  time  since  was  still  to  be 
pursued,  by  which  it  was  contemplated  to 
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same   end   by  different  means.      While 
the  a^icultural  interest  would  be  repre- 
sented by  the  Members  for  the  agricultural 
counties,  it  would  also  have  the  Mem- 
bers for  all  the  boroughs  situate  in  those 
counties  whose  population  had  been  made 
up  by  the  addition  of  the  surrounding 
districts,  and  which  boroughs  would  be 
likely  to  send  no  Members  to  that  House 
but  such  as  were  friendly  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest.    He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  Member  might  very  fairly  be  said 
to  reason  in  a  false  assumption,  when  he 
took  the  county  Members  as  the  sole  Re- 
presentatives of  the  agricultural  interest, 
and    the    borough    Members    as    alone 
representing  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial interests.     For  instance,  if  they 
looked  at  a  town  near  them,  Guildford, 
which  was  surrounded  by  an  agricultural 
district,  and  which  did  not  contain  any 
manufactories,  they  might  very  reasonably 
assume  that  the  landed  interest  would  have 
great  weight  there.    He  thought,  therefore, 
that,  as  the  Bill  stood  at  present,  the  agri- 
cultural interest  had  no  cause  for  com- 
plaint.    The  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  have  the  effect  of 
deteriorating  and    injuring  the  borough 
constituencies.     It  would   also   tend   to 
create  a  division  and  a  feeling  of  jealousy 
between  the  agricultural  and  manufactu- 
ring interests,  the  union  and  combination 
of  which  alone  should  be  the  object  of  the 
Legislature.     In  the  end  also,  the  effect 
of  it  would  be  to  produce  too  great  a  pre- 
ponderance •f  the  landed  interests  in  that 
House.       Again,  in  a  city  or    borough 
where  the  constituency  was  not  very  large, 
it  would  introduce  a  system  of  splitting 
land  into  small  freeholds  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  particular  interests.     It  was 
not  probable  that  a  man  who  had  property 
in  a  county,  would  divide  it  for  the  purpose 
of  making  votes,  as  the  number  of  votes 
would   be   so   great  as    to   prevent    any 
number  he  could  create  from  having  any 
material  effect  on  an  election.     The  very 
reverse,  however,  would  be  the  case  in 
towns,  and  the  smaller  they  were,  the 
greater  effect  it  would,  of  course,  have. 
These  were  some  of  the  evils  he  appre- 
hended if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
Motion  was  carried ;  and,  besides,  he  feared 
that  the  further  effect  of  it  would  be  ulti- 
mately to  divide  the  agricultural  from  the 
manufacturing  interests,   which  the  hon. 
and   learned  Gentleman  himself  was  so 
anxious  to  avoid.    The  hon.  and  learned 


Member  had  alluded  to  an  opinion  which 
he  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  formerly  given. 
He  was  now,  however,  ready  to  admit,  that 
he  thought  Members  for  a  county  were 
totally  inadequate  to  represent  the  com- 
plicated interests  of  both  town  and  country ; 
but,  as  it  was  proposed  that  the  large 
towns  were  to  have  Members  of  their  own, 
and    there    was  to  be  a  class  of  small 
boroughs  in  which  both  interests  might  be 
blended,  he  was  anxious  that  the  county 
Representation  should  not  be  excln8i?ely 
confined  to  an  agricultural  constituency. 
He  apprehended  that  thb  union  of  inter- 
ests was  one  of  the  most  desirable  objects 
to  be  obtained,  so  that  Members  in  that 
House  should  not  consider  themselves  as 
attached  wholly  to  one  particular  class  of 
constituents.     If  it  was  determined  that 
the  county  Members  were  to  represent  a 
rural  constituency  alone,  and  that  they 
were  to  be  opposed  to  the  Members  for 
the  manufacturing  and  commercial  classes, 
it  was  impossible  that  a  legislative  assem- 
bly, so  constituted,  could  act  with  harmony, 
or  pursue  a  consistent  and  straight  forward 
course,  calculated  to  advance  the  perma- 
nent interests  of  the  country.     The  adop- 
tion of  the  amendment,  so  far  from  increas- 
ing the  influence  of  the  landed  interest, 
would,  he  verily  believed,  lead  to  quite  a 
contrary  result,  for  the  endeavour  to  make 
its  Representatives  prominent  held  them 
up  to  the  jealousy  of  all  other  classes,  who 
would  consider  it  as  their  joint  interest  to 
reduce  this  comparative  importance.     On 
these  grounds,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  resist 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

Colonel  Davies  supported  the  amend- 
ment. He  had  already  given  his  opinions 
for  pursuing  that  course,  and  would  not 
repeat  them.  It  was  very  true  that  the 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  interests 
should  not  be  placed  in  a  state  of  warfire; 
but  if  this  amendment  was  agreed  to,  he 
did  not  apprehend  it  would  prodooe 
any  such  effect.  He  had  heard  with  coo- 
siderable  surprise  one  of  the  amiments 
made  use  of  by  the  noble  Loid.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  if  the  votes  of  free- 
holders of  the  towns  were  confined  to  such 
places,  it  would  give  much  influence  to 
particular  individuals,  by  dividing  property 
for  the  purpose  of  creating  votes;  bat  this 
imaginary  danger  could  not  take  place  if 
he  understood  Ihe  18th  clause,  for  by  it 
any  life  interest  to  be  created  must  be  of 
the  amount  of  IQl.     The  noblo  I^ 
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further  said,  he  wished  that  the  county 
Members  should  not  exclusively  represent 
the  agricultural  community,  although  he 
inferred  that  the  town  Members  were  ex- 
clusively to  represent  the  manufacturing 
and  commercial  interests.  But  did  the 
noble  Lord  forget,  that  all  the  smaller  free- 
holders of  the  towns  were  to  vote  for  the 
counties ;  and  would  not  the  same  danger 
arise  from  creating  freeholders  in  the  town 
for  that  purpose,  as  for  voting  in  the  towns 
themselves?  would  not  that  increase  the 
influence  of  towns,  in  an  undue  degree, 
over  the  return  of  county  Members?  This 
evil,  too,  be  it  remembered,  would  be  in- 
creased by  the  division  of  counties.  It 
had  been  affirmed  in  the  House,  that  the 
Members  for  one  of  the  divisions  of  War- 
wick, and  one  also  of  Chester  would  be 
returned  by  the  town  interest  almost  ex- 
clusively. For  these  reasons,  and  for  those 
he  had  before  given,  he  should  support 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  object  of  the  amend- 
ment would  go  to  disfranchise  all  the 
town  voters  in  England,  so  far  as  regarded 
their  votes  for  the  counties.  If  such  a 
proposition  was  carried  cither  in  that  House, 
or  in  another  place,  the  Bill  had  better  be 
wholly  given  up.  It  was  bad  enough  as 
it  stood  with  respect  to  the  10/.  franchise, 
and  he  entreated  the  Ministers  not  to  listen 
to  this  proposition.  He  hoped  they  would 
not  suffer  themselves  to  be  entrapped,  for 
if  this  amendment  was  adopted  it  would 
still  further  tend  to  narrow  the  franchise. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  this  proposition, 
coming,  asitdid,  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  he  was  perfectly  as- 
tonished to  hear  a  Reformer  like  his  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  the  member  for  Wor- 
cester support  it.  He  would  do  all  he 
could  to  resist  the  proposed  amendment. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  the 
amendment  now  proposed  was  not  one  of 
disfranchisement  towards  any  class  of 
voters,  as  it  had  been  so  mistakenly  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
whose  general  observations  displayed  a  total 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  original  clause, 
or  of  the  amendment  which  had  this  even- 
ing been  pro{)Osedby  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  The  amendment  involved  no  in- 
sidious proposition  ;  it  was  one  taken  out 
of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  John  RusselFs) 
own  book  in  a  former  edition  of  the  Re- 
form Bill ;  but  it  now  appeared  as  if  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  considered 
that  «Yery  thioj^  which  at  any  time  fell  from 


that  noble  Lord  ought  to  have  his  support, 
while  a  similar    proposition    from    that 
side  of  the  House  would  meet  with  the 
marked  and  warm  disapprobation  of  the 
hon.  Member.     The  hon.   Member  cried 
out  with  a  loud  voice  for  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;  and 
yet  when  the  noble  authors  of    the  Bill 
thought  proper   to  change  it,   the  hon. 
Member   was   equally    loud  in  applaud* 
ing  that  change.    The  whole  of  the  grounds 
taken    by  the   noble    Lord   (Lord    John 
Russell)  in  answer  to  the  observations  of 
thd  learned  Gentleman  who  proposed  the 
amend  ment ,  were  erroneous.     H  is  hon .  and 
learned  friend  (Mr.  Praed)  only  contended 
that  town  freeholders  should  be  permitted 
to  vote  for  the  towns  or  boroughs  in  which 
they  lived,  and  not  for  the  counties    in 
which  these  towns  might  be  situated,  inas- 
much as  such  permission  would  tend  to 
deluge  the  agricultural  interests  with  voters 
in  the  manufacturing  interest.     It  would, 
in   fact,  give  the   Representation  of  the 
counties  in  some  instances  into  the  hands 
of  the  town  population.     But  one  of  the 
chief  answers  of  the  noble  Lord  to  that 
plain  proposition  was,  that  to  accede  to 
the  amendment    would  be  to  produce  a 
separation  between  the  agricultural  and 
commercial  voters.     By  his  own  Bill  the 
noble  Lord  was  taking  rural  populations 
of  some  miles  in  extent  to  make  up  the 
requisite  number  of  voters  in  boroughs  or 
towns  now  to  have  a  new  constituency. 
The  severance  of  the  agricultural  from  the 
manufacturing  interest  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was 
objected  to  by  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
most  extraordinary  of  all  reasons,  namely, 
because  it  wasnow  too  late  for  investigation. 
Because  it  was  too  late,  was  that  House  to 
give  a  very  inadequate  consideration  to 
such  an  important  subject  ?     It  was,  how- 
ever, driven  on  to  it,  because  it  was  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  Government,  and 
their  supporters  in  that  House,  thaton  they 
must  go  at  all  hazards.    Why  not  give  to 
the  agricultural  interest  its  fair  share  in 
the  Representation  of  the  country,  and 
why  deluge  it  with  voters  from  the  towns  ? 
The  noble  Lords  at  the  other  side  said  at 
one  time,  that,  with  a  view  not  to  separate 
the  manufacturing  from  the  agricultural 
interest,  we  must  give  to  town  voters  a  right 
of  votine  for  the  counties  in  which  such 
towns  might  be  situated  ;  but  if  thatpnn- 
ciple  were  g^od  for  anything  why  not  ap- 
ply it  generally  ?    Why  separata  and  qi« 
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vide  counties  to  llic  excliisiuii  of  towns, 
and,  by  the  very  same  Bill,  mix  up  the  Re- 
presentation of  both  together?  It  was 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell), 
that  if  the  manufacturing  voters  in  bo- 
roughs or  towns  were  divided  from  the 
agricultural  voters  there  would  be  a  split- 
ting, and  collision  of  interests;  but  why 
did  the  noble  Lord  take  away  the  right 
of  the  40s.  freeholders,  and  thus  preclude 
the  right  of  occasional  freeholds?  Why 
should  existing  rights  be  cut  down  by  a 
legislation  which  was  inapt  for  its  purpose, 
and  which  could  in  no  degree  effect  the 
object  of  the  noble  Lord  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  and  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, had  used  opposite  arguments  as  to 
the  right  to  be  conferred  upon  towns  to 
vote  in  the  county  Representation;  the 
former  contending  that  it  would  avoid  a 
severance  of  interests  in  the  large  manufac- 
turing and  agricultural  towns,  and  the  latter 
that  the  exclusion  of  town  voters  from  a  fran- 
chise in  counties  would  be  a  great  boon 
to  the  agricultural  interest.  These  opin- 
ions were  now,  however,  inverted  in  a  cer- 
tain degree,  no  doubt,  with  a  view  to  an- 
swer a  very  different  purpose.  The  object 
evidently  was,  to  do  something  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  ai»:ricultural  interest,  for  it 
was  quite  clear  that  the  two  noble  Lords, 
who  knew  so  much  of  the  public  meetings, 
could  not  receive  graces  and  compliments, 
and  write  letters  to  the  chairmen  of  such 
meetings,  if  they  were  not  aware  of  what 
they  said,  which  could  only  mean,  in  his 
opinion,  the  abandonment  of  the  agricul- 
tural for  the  manufacturing  interest.  If 
justice  were  intended  to  be  done,  why  give 
an  undue  preponderance  to  the  towns  and 
boroughs  over  the  county  constituency, 
or  act  e  contral  He  (Sir  E.  SugJen) 
would  never  consent  to  cut  down  any  one 
40s.  freehold  right,  unless,  indeed,  the  so 
doing  would  confer  an  aggregate  benefit 
upon  the  people  at  large.  i3ut  it  was  said 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces,  in  justification  of  his  views,  only 
look  at  the  many  commercial  towns  not 
sending  nor  to  send  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment under  this  Bill,  and  would  you  ex- 
clude them  from  a  share  in  the  county  Re- 
presentation ?  Why,  that  very  argument 
would  completely  cut  the  ground  from  un- 
der the  noble  I^rd,  and  prove  the  ne- 
cessity of  adopting  the  proposed  amend- 
ment. If  commercial  towns  were  to  have 
RepreseDtativeS;  let  the  constitueucy  be 


limited  to  the  towns ;  but  why  should 
they  be  |>ermitted  to  interfere  with  the 
counties  ?  The  inhabitants  being  free- 
holders of  commercial  towns  not  having 
se|)arate  Representatives  had  a  light  to 
vote  for  counties ;  but,  in  the  name  of 
common  sense,  let  that  not  be  mtdean  ar- 
gument for  deluging  the  coanty  with  the 
town  Representation.  Take  Brighton,  a 
town  with  which  most  hon.  Members  were 
acquainted,  as  an  example.  While 
Brighton  had  no  distinct  Representatives 
he  never  objected  to  tlie  great  body  of  its 
freeholders  having  votes  for  the  county. 
But  now  that  Brigfiton  was  to  have  iu  own 
Representatives^  why  should  the  voters 
have  a  double  privilege  for  the  town  and 
county.  It  really  appeared,  however,  u 
if  whatever  changes  were  proposed  by  his 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  various 
editions  of  their  Bill  must  be  right,  while 
every  suggestion  which  came  from  their  op- 
ponents was  to  be  received  with  distrust  and 
disapprobation.  In tiie  Reform  Billfirstpro- 
posed  by  the  noble  I^ord,  the  Paymaster  of 
the  Forces,  the  amendment  now  underoon- 
sidcration  formed  apart  of  it  and  was  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  to  have  been  intended 
as  a  great  boon  to  the  agricultural  interest 
Why  then  the  sudden  and  unaccountable 
alteration  ?  The  noble  Lords  had  another 
purpose  to  answer,  asbehad  already  stated, 
and  no  change  could  they  propose  which 
which  would  not  meet  with  the  approba^ 
tion  and  obtain  the  vote  of  the  hon.  mem* 
her  for  Middlesex.  If  the  Government 
wished  to  cut  down  the  40s.  freeholden, 
let  them  at  least  bring  in  a  proper  clause 
to  cliect  their  object,  but  as  the  whole 
Bill  now  stood,  it  must  work  the  most 
decided  injury  to  the  counties.  Under 
such  circumstances,  he  would  not  at  that 
hue  hour  detain  the  House  longer  than  by 
declaring  his  entire  concurrence  in  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend. 
Lord  Althorp  said,  that  this  question 
had  been  fully  debated  on  previous  oc- 
casions, and  was  fully  decided  upon  by 
large  majorities.  The  object  of  the  daose 
as  it  now  stood  was  not  to  deluge  counties 
with  town  constituencies,  for  the  law  as  it 
existed  at  present  gave  the  right  of  voting 
to  freeholders  in  towns  for  the  coanties  in 
which  they  were  situated.  In  fact^  taking 
part  of  these  rights  away,  they  diminished 
the  influence  of  towns  in  the  return  of 
county  Members  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  freeholders,  who  by  right  of  oc- 
cupancy would  vote  for  the  town,  and  Mi 
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for  the  couiil^.  The  Minislers  did  not 
intend  proposing  any  clause,  ncitlicr  had 
they  ever  done  so,  wliich  would  deprive  a 
man  possessed  of  property  of  the  ri&^ht  of 
voting  in  virtueof  that  property  wherever  it 
might  be  situated  ;  the  very  contrary  was 
their  decided  object.  He  had  frequently 
said,  and  be  said  so  now,  that  the  object 
of  this  clause  in  the  Bill  was  pro  tanto  to 
give  an  advantage  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, but  not  an  undue  advantage  as 
against  any  other  in  the  state.  He  con- 
tended that  the  very  clause  they  were  now 
discussing  would  increase  the  agricultural 
voters ;  but  tliat  could  l>e  no  reason  why 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  complain  of 
the  increased  number  of  voters  in  towns. 
If  in  every  case  the  towns  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  voting  (in  right  of  freehold 
property)  for  counties,  then  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  considerable  injury  would  be 
inflicted  upon  them.  Upon  these  grounds 
he  supported  the  clause  as  it  stood.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  now  change 
their  opinions  on  the  subject,  and,  therefore, 
he  trusted,  they  would  reject  tlic  amend- 
ment. 

Sir  Robert  Per/ said,  he  would  support 
the  amendment  if  it  were  only  because  it 
simplified  the  right  of  voting,  and  would 
prevent  boroughs  from  interfering  in  and 
mfluencing  the  returns  for  countie:^.  He 
wished  that  whoever  had  a  right  of  vot- 
ing for  property  situated  in  a  town  or  bo- 
rough should  exercise  his  franchise  in  such 
town  or  borough,  and  \vi  a  similar  right 
be  exercised  by  county  voters  for  the  coun- 
ties only.  The  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex expressed  a  great  alarm  that  the 
amendment  was  wholiy  to  exclude  town 
voters  from  voting  in  the  county,  and  it 
appeared  as  if  that  very  alarm  had  taken 
away  bis  power  of  reasoning  upon  this  sub- 
ject. If  the  hon.  Member  had  read  the 
clauses  which  regulated  the  right  of  voting 
he  would  have  found  titat  they  look  away 
all  the  right  of  voting  for  counties,  for  all 
freeholds  situated  in  towns  except  those 
under  10/.  value,  and  the  non-resident 
freeholders.  Oh,  but  the  hon.  Member, 
though  a  county  Representative  never 
deigned  to  ask  the  yeomen,  the  country  gen- 
tlemen, ors()uires,  for  their  votes;  no,  no, 
he  depended'  upon  the  town  voters,  and 
was  exactly  "the  great  suhlime''  he  drew 
of  a  county  Representative.  On  the  other 
hand,  however,  those  Gentlemen  who  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  con- 
sidered tho  hon.  Member  to  be  rather  a 


mockery  of  a  county  Representative ;  and 
therefore  they  objected  to  deluging  the 
counties  with  town  constituencies.  The 
simple  argument  used  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell),  in  justification  of  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood,  was,  it  would  pre- 
vent the  Severn  nee  of  the  agricultural  and, 
manufacturing  interests,  and  that  by  blend- 
ing them  both  together  they  would  be  con- 
sulting the  interest  of  all.  But  that  was  a 
proposition  to  which  he  could  not  accede, 
for  it  was  directly  opposed  to  the  common 
sense  and  justice  of  the  case,  as  well  as 
to  the  view  of  it  which  had  been  so  often 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  must  say,  in  illus- 
tration of  his  view  upon  this  point,  as  well 
as  in  support  of  the  amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Praed),  give  to 
the  man  of  property  in  Leeds  a  right  of 
voting  for  Leeds,  but  do  not  by  way  of  a 
most  extraordinary  amalgamation,  give 
him  also  a  right  of  voting  for  the  county 
of  York.  The  neat  and  clear  speech  just 
now  made  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Sir  £.  Sugclen)  left  him  indeed  nothing 
to  add,  and  he  would  not  weaken  its  force 
by  any  further  observations. 

Mr.  Ramnden  opposed  the  amendment, 
because  in  his  view,  it  would  tend  to  sever 
the  agricultural  from  the  manufacturing 
interest,  to  which  he  would  never  be  a 
party. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  was  altogether  mistaken  in 
either  thinking  or  stating  that  the  object  of 
his  amendment  was  to  disfranchise  any 
portion  of  the  people.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  willing  to  extend  enfranchisement 
where  it  ntiglit  be  just  and  necessary  to  do 
so,  and  if  towns  of  consequence  were  not 
represented ,  he  would  gladly  assist  them 
in  outaining  Representatives ;  and  he  ap- 
prehended his  amendment  would  facilitate 
that  object,  by  laying  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  towns  were  to  have  Representatives 
exclusively  to  themselves.  He  perfectly 
understood  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  the  sense  of  the  country  ;  and  ho 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hume) 
that  he  had  taken  considerable  pains  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  state  of 
public  feeling,  and  he  had  found  it  to  be 
exactly  as  he  had  represented  it. 

Lord  Milton  contended  that  the  amend- 
ment would  tend  to  the  disfranchisement  of 
certain  voters  which  he  should  wish  to  find 
increased  rather  than  diminished.  He 
said  disfranchisement,  because  it  wat  ofteo 
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considered  that  a  vote  for  the  county  was 
more  valuable  than  a  vote  for  the  town  or 
borough.  Besides  that,  all  the  freehold- 
ers in  the  old  boroughs  had  a  right  to  vote 
for  the  counties,  by  virtue  of  their  free- 
holds, independent  of  their  rights  as  bur- 
gesses or  citizens.  These  votes  such  per- 
sons would  entirely  lose  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances of  residence  and  value.  If, 
indeed,  the  amendment  were  confined  to 
the  new  boroughs,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  so  objectionable  as  it  appeared 
to  him  in  its  present  form. 

Sir  George  Clerk  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  believe  that  any  injurv  would  be 
done  to  any  party  by  acceding  to  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  There  was  evidently  a  total  dis- 
crepancy, a  total  variation  of  principle, 
between  the  English  and  Scotch  Bills  as 
to  the  borough  Representation ;  for  while 
it  was  sought  in  England  to  throw  the 
town  constituencv  into  the  counties,  it 
was  to  be  limited  m  Scotland  to  the  voters 
in  the  towns,  who  were  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  county  Representation. 
The  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  expressly 
stated  that  when  he  introduced  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill,  and  therefore,would  to-night 
claim  the  honour  of  the  learned  Lord's  vote 
for  the  amendment,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  consistency  of  the  learned  Lord. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  he 
should  be  guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in 
voting  for  this  clause  of  the  English  Bill, 
and  voting  for  confining  the  town  voters  in 
Scotland  to  the  towns,  because  at  present 
the  borough  voters  in  Scotland  had  no 
right  to  vote  for  county  Members,  but  the 
freeholders  in  the  English  boroughs  al- 
ways possessed  that  right.  There  was 
therefore,  no  analogy  between  the  right 
of  voting^  either  for  towns  or  counties  in 
England  and  Scotland,  besides  in  England 
no  right  of  voting  by  **  a  superiority"  ex- 
isted as  it  did  in  the  county  Representation 
of  Scotland. 

^uGeorge  C/erA  said,  that  the  learned 
Lord's  right  of  voting  for  him  for  the 
county  of  Edinburgh  was  entirely  owing 
to  "  a  superiority"  which  he  had  in  a  street 
of  Edinburgh. 

The  Lord  Advocate  denied  that  his  right 
of  voting  was  owing  to  any  such  "  superi- 
ority," and  on  a  future  occasion  he  hoped 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  it  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  led  to  believe,  from 
the  observations  which  be  bad  just  heard, 


that  there  was  a  sort  of  compromise  in  this 
affair,  and  that  the  learned  Lord  Advocate 
was  only  shadowing  out  the  image  of 
what  the  new  Representation  in  Scotland 
would  be  when  the  new  Reform  Bill  should 
become  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment, 
Ayes  90 ;  Noes  1 8 1 — Majority  91 . 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  2^  1832. 

Minutes.]  Bills.   Committed ;  AtfaitnUon.    RMd  a 

time ;  Embenlcmenti  Preventkm. 
PetitioDf  presented.    By  Loid  Clokcuuit*  fhiai 

mark  and  Colmelling,  in  the  County  of  Meatb* 

Tithe  System. 

Poor  Laws.]  Lord  Teynham  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Loid 
on  the  Woolsack ;  if  he  had  any  intention 
of  proposing,  on  behalf  of  bis  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  course  of  .the  preient 
Session  to  appoint  a  Commission  fi>r  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  present  State 
of  the  agricultural  population,  with  a  view 
to  some  improvement  or  amelioration 
of  the  Poor-laws,  and  for  tbe  purpose  of 
providing  employment  for  agricultwai 
labourers. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  replied,  that  he 
had  it  in  his  power  to  say,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Oovernment, 
before  they  brought  In  any  measure  of  re- 
lief  or  improvement,  to  issue  a  Cknnmis- 
sion  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the 
practical  operation  of  the  Poor-Jaws,  and 
the  different  modes  in  which  they  weie 
acted  on  in  the  several  parishes  through- 
out the  country.  Whether  that  Commis- 
sion would  embrace  all  the  objects  re- 
commended by  the  noble  Baron,  he  wai 
not  prepared  to  say ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  afford  such  information  as  wouM, 
in  a  great  degree,  facilitate  the  task  of 
legislation  on  the  Poor-laws.  As  he 
was  on  his  legs,  he  would  state,  that,  when 
first  he  heard  of  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  issuing  this  Com- 
mission, he  had  doubts  and  difficulties  on 
his  mind  as  to  its  practicability  and  effi- 
ciency ;  but,  on  consideration,  these  ob- 
jections were  removed,  and  he  now  was  of 
opinion  that  the  best  results  might  be  ex- 
pected from  it. 

\,or A  Ellenborough  regretted  that  thisfan- 
portant  question  was  put  while  so  fewnoUe 
Lords  were  in  the  House,  as  he  thought 
the  subject  ought  to  receive  the  fullest  wd 
and   most  general    coniidentioii.     H^ 


1145 


Poor  Laws. 


{Feb.  2} 


Emigration, 


1146 


could  not  forbear  expressing  his  apprehen- 
sion that  the  issuing  of  a  Commission 
would  have  the  effect  of  retarding  instead 
of  hastening,  such  remedies  as  were  so 
ranch  required  in  the  operation  of  the 
Poor-laws — remedies  which  the  country 
so  anxiously  looked  for ;  and  he  could  but 
feel,  if  such  a  delay  took  place,  that  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  people  which  had  been 
excited  by  the  declarations  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  last  Session,  would  be  most 
grievously  disappointed.  It  was  said,  in 
the  montn  of  June  last,  that  the  Session 
should  not  close  without  some  measure 
being  submitted  to  Parliament,  but  that 
it  was  impossible  anything  effective  could 
be  done  until  the  surplus  population  was 
removed.  He  had  heard  of  no  steps  to 
effect  that  object,  and  now  it  seemed  that 
no  specific  measure  was  prepared,  and  the 
country  had  to  look  to  the  uncertain  pro- 
ceedings and  dilatory  results  of  a  Com- 
mission. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  had  certainly  made 
the  remark  relating  to  the  surplus  rural 
population  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
Dut,  whatever  anxiety  he  might  have  per- 
sonally felt  to  have  seen  the  question  of 
the  Poor-laws  brought  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  before  Parliament,  or  to  have 
been  the  organ  of  submitting  a  measure 
for  their  improvement,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible that  he  could  have  devoted  his 
mind  to  the  subject,  as,  since  the  close  of 
the  Session,  he  had  been  occupied  with 
his  other  duties  without  any  intermission. 
During  the  long  vacation  he  had  not  more 
than  nine  days  respite,  and  during  the 
Christmas  holydays  he  had  not   such  a 

Srtion  of  time  to  spare  as  was  sufficient 
'  its  due  consideration.  He  believed 
that  the  noble  Baron  would  find  himself 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  issuing  of 
the  Commission  would  retard  the  Bill  of 
Relief  beyond  the  present  Session.  In  his 
opinion  it  would  not ;  and  though  he  did 
not  wish  to  pledge  himself  on  the  point,  he 
thought  he  could  assure  the  House  that  a 
bill  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  Poor- 
laws  would  certainly  be  laid  on  their 
Lordships'  Table  before  their  separation. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  said,  if  a  Commis- 
sion was  to  be  appointed,  he  had  no  desire 
to  urge  it  to  a  hurried  decision.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  all  the  discussions  would 
receive  very  powerful  assistance  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  had  applied 
lb  mind  to  the  subject  for  many  years. 

The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  would  pro* 


mise  if  the  Government  would  give  a 
distinct  pledge  to  appoint  a  Commission, 
and  legislate  upon  its  report,  to  abstain 
from  calling  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
to  the  subject.  But  as  it  was  one  of  para- 
mount importance,  and  to  the  settlement 
of  which  all  classes  of  the  people  were 
anxiously  looking,  if  the  pleoge  was  not 
given  he  should  feel  himself  called  upon 
to  submit  a  Motion  on  the  subject.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Ministers  were 
serious  in  their  intentions,  and  he  should 
prefer  that  the  measure  of  relief  should 
originate  with  them. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  not  only 
was  his  Majesty's  Government  disposed  to 
issue  the  Commission,  but  it  had  taken 
some  steps,  in  the  course  of  the  last  fort- 
night, towards  preparing  it,  and  the  only 
difficulty  in  the  way  at  present  was  to 
find  efficient  persons  who  would  act  gra- 
tuitously. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  hoped  that  no  im- 
prudent notions  of  economy  would  deprive 
the  country  of  an  efficient  Commission. 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  folly  to  em- 
ploy less  able  men  without  payment,  if 
more  able  men  could  be  had  for  money. 
The  Government  ought  to  have  only  one 
object  in  view,  the  nomination  of  an  able 
and  effective  Commission,  and  the  collec- 
tion of  a  Body  of  the  best  information 
which  could  possibly  be  obtained. 

Lord  Teynham  expressed  his  gratifica- 
tion at  the  information  his  question  had 
elicited  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
If  Parliament  and  the  country  acted  to- 
gether, and  competent  persons  were  ap- 
pointed, he  had  no  doubt  important  and 
most  beneficial  improvements  would  be  the 
consequence. 

Emigration.]  Lord  Ellenborough 
begged  leave  to  inquire  from  the  noble 
Viscount,  if  any  paper  could  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  which  would  afford  a  view 
of  the  progress  of  emigration  for  the  last 
two  years. 

Viscount  Goderich  said,  he  would  make 
inquiries,  and  if  such  documents  were  in 
his  office,  he  did  not  anticipate  any  objec- 
tion to  the  producing  of  them. 

The  Earl  of  Carnavon  wished  to  know 
if  his  Majesty's  Government  had   it  in 
I  view  to  propose  any  legislative  measures 
'  for   the   facilitating  of   emigration.      He 
I  wished  to  know  if  a  plan  which  was  men- 
tioned  some   time   since  wSA  still   to  be 
pursued^  by  which  it  was  contemplated  to 
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the  whole  question,  as  to  the  construction 
of  the  treaty,  would  be  at  an  end.  For  the 
Act  said,  in  shorter  terms  than  he  had 
used  from  its  own  text,  that  the  money 
should  be  paid  as  lon^  as  the  engagement 
was  binding  upon  his  Majesty.  In  other 
words,  the  Act  empowered  his  Majesty *s 
Ministers  to  issue  the  money  as  long  as 
the  Crown  should  be  bound  by  the  treaty. 
He  believed  then,  that  he  might  say,  shortly 
and  summarily,  that  the  question  to  be 
referred  to  the  Judges  in  substance,  he 
might  almost  say  in  form,  had  reference 
mainly  to  the  construction  of  those  con- 
ventions. Now,  he  would  have  their  Lord- 
ships pause  one  moment.  He  might  bye 
and  bye  say  one  word  as  to  the  precedents 
brought  forward  by  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  ;  but,  admitting  that  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  laying  a  question  before  the 
Judges  when  there  was  no  question  before 
the  House — when  there  was  neither  a 
trial  pending,  nor  a  legislative  measure  in 
progress — when  the  House  was  engaged  in 
no  proceeding,  judicial  or  legislative,  in 
which  the  advice  of  the  Judges  was  re- 
quired— admitting  that  there  were  prece- 
dents for  such  a  course — he  would  have 
their  Lordships  to  pause  one  moment  to 
consider  the  principle  upon  which  ques- 
tions were  usually  referred  to  the  Judges, 
and  whether  that  principle  applied  to  the 
present  case,  or  rather  was  not  contrary  to 
that  case,  which  was  altogether  excluded 
from  the  scope  of  the  principle.  The  pur- 
pose of  their  Lordships  making  a  reference 
to  the  Judges,  was  to  obtain  the  best  inform- 
ation from  the  most  competent  authority ; 
and  the  House  being  more  or  less  unlearned 
in  such  matters,  resorted  to  those  who 
were  most  learned  in  them,  and  who  were 
professionally  accomplished  in  that  branch 
of  law  ;  who  were  long  practised  and  well 
skilled,  not  only  by  the  lore  acquired  by 
long  study,  but  by  that,  without  which 
abstract  learning  was  as  notliing,  namely,^ 
the  constant,  the  daily,  and  hourly  habit 
of  applying  their  learning  to  the  cases  be- 
fore them.  Those  learned  persons  having 
these  capacities  to  assist  the  imperfections 
of  the  House,  their  Lordships  might  expect 
to  be  usefully  aided  by  their  advice  in  all 
questions  of  daily  practice  in  the  law.  But 
if  the  question  to  be  proposed  was  one 
which  the  Judges  to  whom  they  were  to 
propose  it,  although  by  law  they  might, 
and  although  in  practice,  though  most 
rarely,  yet  sometimes,  they  did,  deal  with 
such  (juestioos ;  if  it  happened  that  that 


kind  of  question  did  only,  at  long  intenr 
sometimes  come  before  some  of  tb 
Judges,  and  if  it  so  happened  that  tfa 
Judges  were  not  the  proper  authoritiet 
consult  on  such  subjects,  would  not  tl 
Lordships  pause  before  they  consented 
his  noble  and  learned  frienas  Motion  ? 
was,  however,  to  those  twelve  Judges, 
they  were  formerly  called,  fifteen  as  t 
now  were,  that  the  question  was  to  be 
ferred  ;  and,  so  far  as  he  knew,  the  Ho 
had  no  power  of  compelling  the  Judge 
the  civil  law  to  attend,  who  deci 
upon  the  law  of  nations,  and  were  | 
eminently  skilled,  from  their  constai 
handling  such  subjects.  These  were 
the  Judges  to  whom  the  House  had 
power  of  referring  the  question ;  but  t 
were  to  send  it  to  the  fifteen  Judges,  « 
except  very  rarely,  and  at  long  inten 
never  could,  and  never  did,  deal  with  s 
matters.  It  was  one  thing  to  constn 
treaty,  which  was  to  be  construed  acci 
ing  to  the  public  international  law,  oi 
it  used  to  be  called,  the  law  of  natioi] 
it  was  one  thing  to  construe  a  giren  tre 
and  another  thing  to  construe  an  Ac 
Parliament,  where  the  treaty  did  noto 
into  operation  at  all — although  he  admit 
that  the  Judges  to  whom  their  Lords! 
were  called  upon  by  his  noble  frieni 
refer  the  question  were  called  upon  fi 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  sometimes  to 
constructions  upon  such  docume 
When  questions  of  international  law  ar 
it  had  not  been  unusual  for  the  Judge 
call  in  two  civilians — one  at  either  sii 
not  that  the  learned  Judges  themselvesi 
not  capable  of  grappling  with  such  qi 
tions,  but  because  public  law  was  abni 
of  the  laws  with  which  the  Judges  were 
familiar,  because  such  questions  prop 
belonged  to  a  C!ourt  in  which  they  did 
practise.  The  question,  in  fact,  belongs 
another  Court,  in  which  the  Judges  neit 
practised  nor  sat,  the  Court  of  Appeal,  wb 
seldom  attends  to  cases  of  thisdescripti 
None  of  the  Judges  ever  presided  in  t 
Court,  or  were  called  upon  to  attend 
though  it  decided  on  questions  of  pnl 
law,  except  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  C( 
inon  Pleas,  who  was  a  Privy  Council 
and  who  might  have  happened  to  prei 
one  day  at  the  Cock-pit,  when  a  quest 
of  public  law  was  under  considerati 
though  that  was  not  at  all  likely.  It  \ 
highly  improbable,  then,  that  anv  of 
Common-law  Judges  had  ever  satin  jw 
ment  on  a  question  of  paUio  hw;  iw 
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was  quite  impossible  they  could  have 
doDe  so,  unless  such  a  question  had  come 
before  them  incidentally,  which  it  rarely 
did.  This  was  one  objection,  then,  to 
sending  the  question  to  the  Judges,  that  it 
arose  upon  a  branch  of  law  with  which  the 
Judges  were  not  familiar.  The  same  ob- 
jection would  not  apply  with  equal  force  if 
it  could  be  sent  to  the  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty;  but  no  such  thing 
had  ever  been  done,  and  he  was  sure  his 
noble  friend  would  not  propose  or  sanction 
a  course  so  inconvenient  in  practice,  and 
so  entirely  unprecedented.  Even  if  the 
proposal  of  his  noble  friend — to  send  the 
question  to  the  Judges — was  supported  by 
precedent,  he  had  endeavoured  to  show 
their  Lordships  its  inefficacy  and  absurd- 
ity in  the  present  instance.  But,  suppos- 
ing that  it  was  not  absurd,  he  was  ready 
to  contend  that  there  were  no  precedents 
to  sustain  the  proposition.  His  noble 
friend,  in  endeavouring  to  produce  pre- 
cedents, had  clearly  proved  that  there 
were  no  precedents.  His  noble  friend  al- 
luded to  the  question  put  to  the  Judges 
at  the  suggestion  of  a  noble  Lord  (the 
Marquis  of  Hastings)  now  no  more,  as  to 
the  rate  of  money  in  India ;  but  it  was  a 
most  important  feature  in  that  case,  that 
there  was  a  Bill  before  the  House  bearing 
directly  on  the  subject-matter  of  the  ques- 
tion submitted  to  the  Judges.  The  Bill 
was  introduced  on  the  17th  of  June,  and 
the  Order  of  the  House  for  the  attendance 
of  the  Judges  was  made  on  the  20th  of 
June,  three  days  after  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  in.  His  noble  and  learned  friend 
passed  over  this  fact,  as  if  it  had  been 
wholly  immaterial ;  but  no  feature  could 
be  more  important,  for  it  proved  that  the 
question  submitted  to  the  Judges  was  in- 
cident to  a  legislative  proceeding  then  de- 
pending before  the  House.  In  the  other 
case  alluded  to — that  of  1737 — the  same 
observation  was  applicable.  There  was 
then  a  private  law  before  the  House  to 
disqualify  the  Lord  Provost  from  holding 
any  office  of  trust  thereafter  under  the 
Crown  ;  and  though  the  proceedings  then 
adopted  occurred  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Hardwicke,  for  whose  memory  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  entertained  the  highest 
respect ;  yet  he  thought  the  precedent  was 
one  which  would  be  more  honoured  in  the 
breach  than  in  the  obscn'ance,  and  which 
oaght  not  now  to  be  followed  by  their 
Lordships,  even  if  the  cases  were  parallel, 
irhicbi  be  contendcd|  they  were  not.  The 


circumstances  of  that  case  were  very  ge- 
nerally known  and  remembered.  The 
questions  put  to  the  Judges  did  not  so 
much  regard  the  conduct  of  the  Magis- 
tracy of  Edinburgh  as  the  conduct  of  the 
Court  of  Justice,  which  had  sentenced 
Captain  Porteous  to  death,  for  ordering 
his  soldiers  to  fire  on  the  crowd  at  the  ex- 
ecution of  a  malefactor.  Without  assert- 
ing that  it  had  been  violent  and  unseemly 
in  the  House  to  call  upon  the  Judges  to 
attend  and  answer  for  their  conduct  in 
trying  Captain  Porteous  according  to  their 
oath  ;  yet  he  would  put  it  to  their  Lord- 
ships, whether  questions  growing  out  of 
such  a  precedent  was  one  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  follow.  Leaving  the  question  of 
precedents,  however — having  established, 
he  thought,  the  total  inapplicability  of 
those  quoted  by  his  noble  and  learned 
friend — he  wished  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  evils  and  inconsistencies 
which  must  attend  the  adoption  of  the 
course  proposed  in  this  instance.  One 
evil  which  would  follow  from  submitting 
this  question  to  the  Judges  was,  that  the 
same  (question  might  come  before  them 
hereafter  in  another  shape.  His  noble 
friend  had  contended  that  the  law  was 
broken,  and  that  money  had  been  issued 
from  the  public  Treasury,  contrary  to  law. 
For  this  breach  of  the  law  some  one  must 
be  responsible,  and  who  could  tell  but  that 
there  might  be  an  impeachment  hereafter? 
When  a  question  was  submitted  to  the 
Judges,  it  was  given  as  a  dry  naked  ques- 
tion of  law,  and  without  hearing  either 
party — for  there  was  no  party ;  and,  with- 
out any  assistance  from  the  arguments  of 
counsel,  the  Judges  found  their  way  in  the 
best  manner  they  could,  and  made  their 
report.  Out  of  the  four  corners  of  the 
paper  containing  the  questions  put  by 
their  Lordships  the  Judges  could  nottravef, 
unless  to  look  at  their  books ;  and,  after 
having  given  their  opinion  on  the  dry  naked 
question  thus  put  to  them,  a  case  might 
come  practically  before  them  in  some  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  where  parties  being  con- 
cerned they  must  hear  counsel,  and  after 
hearing  counsel,  they  might  find  it  fitting 
(as  many  Judges  had  done  before  them)  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  different  from  that 
which  they  had  come  to  upon  the  abstract 
(}uestion  referred  to  them  by  their  Lordships. 
His  noble  and  learned  friend  would  say,  that 
in  such  a  case,  if  the  Judges  saw  it  was 
fitting,  they  ought  and  would  undoubtedly 
come  to  a  different  conclusion,    Perbapi 
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they  would,  but  lie  asked  whether  there 
would   be   no  bins  on  the  minds  of  the 
Judges  to  prevent  thcni  from  (roniin«^  to  a 
difi'crent  conclusion?     Must  they  not  ru- 
mcnib.T  tliat  they  had  already  considered 
and  reported  their  opinion  on  this  question ; 
and  would  that  recollection  tend  to  a  calm 
and  unbiassed  decision  on  the  case  before 
them?     His    noble    and    learned    friend 
laughed  at  the  idea  of  an  impeachment  as 
arising  out  of  this  question,  though  that 
was  not  an  impossible  case.     The  ques- 
tion,  however,   might   come    before    the 
Judges  in   another  shape.     The  oflieers 
might  refuse  to  [»ay  the  money,  and  on  the 
part  of  those  who  put  the  construction  on 
the  Act  of  Parliament  now  contended  for, 
a  Mandamus  might  l)C  granted,  or  at  least 
applied  for.     When  the  Judges  came  to 
decide   on    the  question    brought  before 
thorn  in  that  shnpc,  would  they  not  have 
their  own   hypothetical  judgment  staring 
them   in   the  face?*  and  would   any  man 
deny  that  the  strongest  minds  must  feel 
a  bias  arising,  out  of  the  solenui   fact  of 
having  previously  given  a  deliberate  o\m\- 
ion  in  the  same  case?     Having  endea- 
voured to  impress  on  their  ]x)rd ships  the 
inexpediency  of  the  course  suggested,  of 
referring  this  question  to  the  Judges,  he 
Ix^gged  now  to  be  permitted  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  construction  of  the  treaty  on 
which    this   question    had    arisen.      The 
question  was,  how  far  the  treaty  bound 
this  country  ?  To  determine  that  question, 
they  must  look  for  a  moment  at  what  the 
treaty  was,  as  well  as  at  the  true  construction 
of  the  saving  clause  on  which  the  doubt 
had  arisen.     The  substance  of  the  treaty 
was,    that     this    country     and     Holland 
should  pay   to  I^ussia,  by  way  of  annuity, 
.00,000,000  of  llorins— •2.>,060,000  to  be 
])uid  by  this  country,  and  '2o,000,000  bv 
Holland.     This    burthen    Groat    liritain 
had   not  taken  on  herself  voluntarily  or 
gratuitously,  but  for  a  consideration  ac- 
tually granted,  or  condition  actually  per- 
formed, by    Russia.      He    begged    their 
Lordships'  attention  to  this  point,  because 
he  thought,  if  duly  considered,  it  would 
lead  to  a  more  sound  and  statesman-like 
view  of  this  (question,  and  of  our  obliga- 
tions to  Russia,  than  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed friend,  in  the  zeal  of  his  argument,  or 
rather  his  declamation,  had  adopted.    His 
noble  friend's  speech  was  able  and  learned, 
but  he  must  excuse  him  (Lord  Brougham) 
if  he  said  that,  more  particularly  Ujwards 
the  conclusioDi  it  was  rather  declamatory 


and  eloquent,  than  arguinentati?e.     H 

noble  friend  had  observed  that,  ifhecoul 

save  the  country  the  payment  of  to  Ur| 

a  sum  of  money,  lie  should  congratulal 

himself  on  being  a  better  and  abler  e« 

uomist  than  those  who  made  much  larg< 

professions  on  that  subject.     If  hit  noSl 

and  learned  friend  could  efiect  to  exter 

sivc  a  measure  of  economy,  he  certain] 

would  have  reason  to  bo  proud ;  and  li 

should  envy  him,  if  he  was  satisfied  th< 

the  ecooomy  could  be  cftected  without 

breach  of  faith.     In  his  anxiety  to  econ< 

mize,  however,  he  could  never  consent  t 

pass  over  a  treaty  which  bound  ut  to  pi 

a  sum  to  another  country,  which,  in  n 

s(H>ct  to  that  payment,  hsul  given  a  cm 

sideration  of  great  amount  and  value,  an 

a  consideration  executed  before  thSe  makin 

of  the  treaty.     The  ground  on  which  « 

engaged  to  pay  this  money  to  Russia  wa 

for  hor  assistance  in  delivering  Belgiui 

from  the  power  of  our  then  enemy,  as 

the  enemy  of  Euro|H^ — France];  and,  at  n 

spected  this  ground,  Russia  was  put  in  tli 

place  of  all  the  other  allies — Prussia,  Aui 

tria,  and  the  rest.     Another  consideratia 

on  which  Great  Britain  undertook  to  joi 

Holland  in  the  payment  to  Russia  wai 

that  this  country  should  have  the  Dnic 

colonies  ceded   to  it.     He  did   not  ta] 

whether  those  considerations  were  or  wei 

not  sufiicient.     It  was  no  treaty  of  his- 

he  was  not  even  in  the  House  of  Common 

when  it  was  made ;  and  he  was  not  de 

fending  the  policy  of  those  who  made  i 

— but  he  stated,  as  a  matter  moving  thot 

who  made  the  treaty,  that  they  thoughl 

independent  of  the  colonial  acquisitioni 

that  this  country  derived  great  benefit,  ii 

connuon  with  the  other  powers  of  Europe 

from  rescuing  the  Belgian  provinces  froa 

the  dominiun  of  France.     According  ti 

his  noble  and  learned  friend.  Lord  Casde 

reagh,  and,  he  believed,   Loitl  Liverpoo 

also,  had  distinctly  stated,  that  the  grea 

consideration  in  this  treaty  was,  that  i 

bound  Russia  to  protect  tlic  integrity  o 

Belgium.     From  all  these  circumatancei 

there   were  two  conclusions  which   the] 

must  needs  draw — first,  that  Russia  hac 

performed  her  part  of  the  contract ;  and 

secondly,    that    France    was   the    powei 

against  whom  the  whole  arrangement  hai 

been  directed — France  being  the  powe 

from   which   the   Belgian  provinces  hai 

been  rescued,  and  the  power  which  the] 

were  to  be  prevented  from  returuing  tOi 

Russia  stood  in  the  shoes  of  the  other  AI< 
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lied  Powers,  and  took  whaUwer  they  were 
eDtitied  to  for  delivering  Be]|^iuiii  froni  the 
power  of  PVancCy  and  l>y  tliis  treaty  (ho 
return  to  which  she  was  entitled  was  dis- 
tinctly specified.  Without  having  recourse 
to  learned  Judges,  who  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  public  law — or  without  having 
recourse  to  those  more  learned  Judges, 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  (iealin>^  with  the 
principles  of  public  law- -he  thought  any 
unlearned  person  niiglU  come  safely  to 
this  conclusion — that  Russia,  the  party 
who  had  performed  her  share  of  the  con- 
tract, was  entitled  to  as  lurgi'  and  liberal 
a  construction  as  the  words  of  the  obliga- 
tion would  warrant  them  in  putting  on  it. 
This  was  not  only  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  natural  justice,  but  it  was  in  ac- 
coidancc  with  the  strict  principle  of  law. 
Vattel,  in  his  "  Chapter  on  Treaties,'*  laid 
it  down,  that  all  conditions  or  stipulations 
should  be  taken  strictly  against  the  party 
which  promised  or  bonnd  himself.  The 
parties  who  bound  thcniselves  in  this  treaty 
were  Holland  and  England  ;  and,  there- 
fore* the  promise  or  obligation  should  be 
taken  most  strongly  against  England,  and 
most  favourably  to  Russia.  He  was  now 
putting  the  case  as  a  Russian  Diplomatist 
might  be  supposed  to  put  it,  when  arguing 
the  question  on  behalf  of  his  master  and  of 
his  country ;  and  he  contendod  that  was 
the  proper  way  to  argue  it.  lie  now  came 
to  what  he  called  the  saving  clause,  which 
was  an  exception  introduced  in  the  treaty, 
not  for  the  benefit  of  Russia,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  obligors.  Hut  for  this  (jua- 
Ufying  obligation  or  proviso,  no  question 
at  all  would  arise,  and  wo  should  be  bound 
to  go  on  paying,  until  the  performance  of 
tlie  obligation,  by  the  payment  of  the 
25,000,000  florins  was  completed.  By  the 
saving  clause,  however,  it  was  "  under- 
stood and  agi-eed,  that  the  ))ayment  to 
Russia  should  cease  and  determine,  if  the 
possession  atid  sovereignty  of  the  Belgian 
provinces  should  be  severed  and  pass  away 
from  the  king  of  the  Netherlands."  This  was 
the  exception  on  which  tlie  question  arose, 
and  in  deciding  it  he  concurred  in  the  ap- 
pli<:ation  of  the  [)rinciple  which  his  noble 
and  learned  fiiend  had  (pioled,  upon  the 
venerable  authority  of  Grotius — that,  in  de- 
ciding on  the  construction  of  a  treaty,  they 
should  look  at ''  the  condition  of  t  he  parties*' 
at  the  period  when  the  treaty  was  executed. 
In  deciding  on  this  cpiestion  they  should 
siso  adoptthe  principle  laid  down  by  Vattel, 
who  observedi  **  that  as  it  was  impossible, 
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in  framing  treaties,  to  provide  for  all  cases 
that  might  arise  in  any  unforeseen  con- 
juncture; the  true  principle  was,  to  look  to 
the  views  of  the  parti(;s  at  the  making  of 
the  treaties.'*  A  conjuncture  like  that 
which  arose  in  the  case  of  Belgium,  where 
there  was  a  severance  without  a  transfer — 
a  taking  of  those  provinces  from  the  king 
of  Holland,  without  their  going  to  any 
other  Power — was  precisely  such  an  "  un- 
foreseen conjuncture"  as  Vattel  had  con- 
templated— for  which  the  words  of  the 
treaty  did  not  provide,  and  to  provide  for 
which,  to  apjily  the  words  of  Vattel,  **  they 
ought  to  look  to  the  views  of  the  parties  ** 
at  the  time  of  making  the  treaty.  He  had 
no  objection  to  look  to  the  *'  condition  *' 
of  th(!  parties  according  to  the  principle 
<[uoted  from  Grotius,  but  he  thought  the 
principle  was  Ix^tter  expressed  by  Vattel, 
when  hesaid  they  should  look  to  the**  views" 
of  the  parties.  Without  going  out  of  the 
four  corners  of  the  treaty,  he  thought  he 
could  satisfy  their  Lordships  as  to  the 
views  of  the  contracting  parties.  He  might 
justify  himself  by  a  reference  to  authority, 
if  he  found  it  necessary  to  go  through  the 
progress  of  the  negotiation  on  which  the 
treaty  was  founded,  to  explain  anything 
doubtful  in  it ;  but  the  grounds  on  which 
he  should  [)ut  it  were  so  strong  as  not  to 
require  any  such  aid.  The  state  of  £uro{)e, 
at  the  period  when  this  treaty  was  entered 
into  was  notorious;  and  the  "condition" 
of  the  parties  or  their  '*  views,"  were  not 
involved  in  any  doubt.  Bv  the  severance 
of  the  Belgian  provinces,  and  their  passing 
away  from  the  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
it  was  clearly  and  exclusively  meant, 
that  they  should  be  severed  from  Holland 
and  pass  away  to  France.  That  was  the 
single  mode  of  separation  thought  of  at 
the  time  or  provided  against.  The  erection 
of  a  new  State  was  not  contemplated  by 
the  treatv,  nor  was  it  a  case  ever  contem- 
plated  by  the  public  law.  When  such  a 
case  occurred,  the  public  law  adopted  the 
new  State,  and  when  it  had  established  its 
independence,  it  also  gave  it  the  rights  of 
an  old  State.  Severance  and  transfer  were 
contemplated  ;  but  the  breaking  of  a  State 
in  twain,  and  the  creation  of  a  new  ]X)wer 
was  an  event,  no  more  contemplated  by 
the  public  law  than  Revolution  was  bv  the 
municipal  law.  The  case  which  had  oc- 
curred, therefore,  was  not  provided  for  by 
the  treaty  ;  it  fell  out  within  the  rules  of 
public  law,  and  the  only  fair  mode  of  con- 
struing the  treaty,  as  it  applied  to  the  ua« 
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foreseen  case,  was  by  taking  into  con- 
sideration its  spirit  rather  than  its  words. 
But  suppose  he  should  follow  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  (Lord  Wynford),  and 
take  the  literal  and  technical  construction 
of  the  treaty,  how  would  the  question  stand? 
The  words  of  the  saving  clause  were, 
**  should  the  possession  and  sovereignty  of 
the  Belgian  provinces  pass  away  or  be 
severed  from  the  king  of  the  Netherlands/* 
Now,  he  begged  to  put  a  suppositious  case. 
Suppose  this  country  was  guaranteed  the 
possession  and  Sovereignty  of  Canada, 
after  that  colony  had  been  con(}uercd  from 
France;  would  not  the  guarantee  have 
been  taken  only  to  extend  to  preventing 
France  or  a  foreign  power  from  recovering 
the  possession  of  the  colony  ?  and  could 
any  one  contend,  that  under  the  guarantee, 
such  an  unforeseen  event  was  contem- 
plated as  Canada  throwing  off  her 
allegiance,  and  becoming  an  independent 
power?  Looking  to  the  literal  meaning 
of  the  words  of  this  treaty,  what  were  they? 
The  words  were  **  possession  and  sove- 
reignty." If  the  word  had  been  "  pos- 
session," alone,  then  there  might  be  some 
ground  for  saying,  that  there  should  be  a 
cessation  of  the  payment,  as  the  possession 
was  lost ;  but  "  sovereignty  "  was  added  to 
**  possession"  and  that  gave  a  different 
complexion  to  the  phrase.  Sovereignty 
was  only  to  be  legally  severed  by  recog- 
nition, or  some  formal  act;  and  it  was  not 
clear  that  the  sovereignty,  in  the  legal 
sense  of  the  word,  had  yet  passed  away 
from  the  king  of  Holland.  His  noble  and 
learned  friend  had  referred  to  cases  in 
which  the  distinction  was  drawn  between 
sovereignty  de  jurc^  and  sovereignty  de 
facto.  Without  dwelling  on  those,  he 
would  refer  to  two  or  three  recent  de- 
cisions, bearing  on  this  question.  A  case 
was  lately  decided  in  the  highest  Court  of 
the  I^w  of  nations  known  in  thiscountrv — 
the  Privy  Council — bearing  on  this  ques- 
tion. Though  St.  Domingo  had  been 
severed  from  France  for  sixteen  long  years, 
and  she  had  lost  not  only  the  possession, 
but,  de  facto,  had  exercised  no  sovereignty, 
yet  it  had  been  laid  down  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Privy  Council,  that  St.  Domingo  was 
still  the  co'.ony  of  France,  in  contempla- 
tion of  the  public  law.  It  might  be  thought 
the  course  of  argument  he  was  now  taking 
savoured  too  much  of  what  unlearned  per- 
sons, in  disrespect  for  legal  distinctions, 
called  quibbling.     If  the  line  of  argument 

be  was  pursuing  were  open  to  such  an  ob- 


servation, it  should  not  be  attributed  to 
him.     He  was  compelled  to  follow  his 
noble  and  learned  friend.     He  was  for 
taking  the  large,  sensible,  rational  view  of 
the  question.     He  called  upon  thdr  Lord- 
ships to  look  to  what  GroUus  called  ''the 
condition"  of  the  parties,  and  to  what 
Vattel  called  "  the  views"  of  the  parties. 
This  was  the  view  of  the  questioa  which 
every  man  of  common-sense,  be  he  lawyer 
or  layman,  could  understand — bat  depart- 
ing from  this  more  enlarged  and  liberal 
view  of  the  case,  and  looking  to  the  strict 
rules  of  law,  as  laid  down  in  the  Courts  of 
Law,  for  the  construction  of  the  treaty, 
those  rules,  he    submitted,  justified  the 
course  adopted  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.     A  most  learned  and  venerable 
Judge — whose  absence  from  the  House  he 
regretted,  as  that  noble  Lord,  (he  meut 
Lord  S  to  well)  would,  perhaps,  be  better 
able  to  enlighten  the  House  on  a  question 
of  this  nature  than  any  other  person — had 
recognized   the  principle  of  public  law, 
which  had  been  recognized  in  the  PnTj 
Council,  in  a  peculiarly  stringent  case — t 
case  of  piracy.    The  case  he  alluded  to 
was  that  of  a  Spanish  vessel  taken  bj  a 
Colombian  privateer,  and  she  was  claimed 
by  the  Spanish   Ambassador.    The  pro- 
perty was  Spanish ;  the  vessel  that  cap- 
tured her  was  a  Colombian  cruiser,  and 
she  was  held  by  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  have  been  guilty  of  an  act  of 
piracy.     And  why  was  it  so  held  ?     Be- 
cause Colombia  had  never  been  separated 
from  Spain,  it  was  considered  to  form  put 
of  Spain,  because  our  Government  nad 
not  recognized  the  independence  of  Co- 
lombia, it  was  considered  part  of  Spain  in 
our  Courts,  and  the  vessel  was  ordered  lo 
be  restored  because  the  Colombian  cnuKT 
had  been  guilty  of  piracy.  His  nobb  asd 
learned  friend  must,  he  thougbt,  giast 
that  nothing  had  or  could  be  stated  to 
substantiate  that  a  new  sovereignty,  either 
de  facto f  or  dejure,  was  establidied  in 
Belgium  ;  and  the  only  fact  to  which  his 
noble  and  learned  friend  had  adverted  to 
prove  this  independence  of  Belgium  was 
the  interchange  of  Ambassadors  and  the 
mention  of  the  king  of  Belgium  in  the 
King's  Speech.     It  would  be  difficult  to 
find   any  authority,  nor  had   any  been 
referred  to  by  his  noble  and  learned  friend, 
to  show  that  the  recognition  was  valid  S 
and  that,  if  valid,  it  was  bindinc  on  other 
parties  than  those  who  made  uie  reoog^ 

nition.    He  was  not  awwe  UmK  tiie  hCW" 
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change  of  Ambassadors  established  the  in- 
dependence of  a  country  previously  under 
another  sovereign  and  belonging  to  another 
country.  The  interchange  of  Ambassadors 
might  be  to  negociate  concerning  this  very 
independence.  But  he  would  suppose 
the  Ambassador  sent  to  the  king  of  Bel- 
gium to  make  the  recognition — that  the 
recognition  was,  as  far  as  regards  this 
country,  good;  that  was  surely  very  far 
from  saying,  that  that  recognition  was 
binding  on  other  countries.  It  was  good 
^uoad  this  country,  and  against  herself  in 
relation  to  Belgium :  we  were  bound  by 
our  own  act ;  of  us  it  might  be  said,  that 
we  could  not  use  our  own  act  to  estop  our- 
selves ;  but  our  acknowledgment  of  the 
independence  of  Belgium  could  not  be 
binding  on  Russia,  or  be  a  bar  to  any 
claims  she  might  have  on  us ;  our  own  act 
bound  ourselves,  but  it  did  not  include 
Russia,  and  it  terminated  with  ourselves. 
Suppose,  even  that  the  treaty  for  the  re- 
cognition had  been  completed  before  the 
King's  Speech  was  made,  he  was  prepared 
with  the  authority  of  Lord  Stowcll  to  show, 
that  till  the  treaty  was  ratified  it  was  not 
binding,  and  had  no  legal  authority  what- 
ever. It  had  been  decided  by  Lord  Stowell, 
then  Sir  William  Scott — and  it  was,  rather 
than  a  new  decision  or  a  doubtful  prin- 
ciple, the  mere  recognition  of  a  principle 
which  had  never  been  disputed — it  had 
been  decided  by  Lord  Stowell,  that  a 
treaty  was  not  valid  till  it  was  ratified. 
The  case  was  that  of  a  Swedisli  vessel 
captured  after  the  signature  of  a  Definitive 
Treaty  of  Peace,  and  captured  even  after 
the  ratification  of  the  Treaty  by  one  of  the 
parties.  England  had  ratified  it,  but 
Sweden  had  not;  and  because  Sweden 
had  not  ratified  it,  that  learned  Judge  held 
that  the  act  was  not  complete,  that  to 
make  it  complete  the  ratification  must  be 
reciprocal,  and  that,  till  the  ratification 
was  reciprocal,  it  was  no  treaty  at  all. 
Till  the  treaty  was  fully  settled  on  both 
sides,  it  had  no  legal  effect.  If  England 
only  had  ratified  the  treaty,  and  had  not 
ratified  till  after  the  payments  became 
due,  that  could  not  absolve  her  from  the 
payment  if  Russia  had  not  ratified  the 
treaty  till  this  day.  It  was  clear  that  the 
independence  of  Belgium  had  not  been 
acknowledged  by  Russia,  and  had  not 
been  caused  by  her  act ;  and  if  we  had  ac- 
knowledged it,  that  it  did  not  relieve  us 
from  our  obligations  to  Russia.  They 
existed  in  all  their  pristine  force.     It  was 


said  to  be  a  casus  omissus,  and  it  was  a 
casus  omissus  in  one  sense ;  but  the  omission 
was  only  an  exception.  The  independence 
of  Belgium  was  a  case  not  provided  for  in 
the  exception,  and  the  terms  and  obliga- 
tions of  the  treaty  must  be  acted  on  as  if 
that  exception  did  not  exist.  In  fact  the 
exception  did  not  embrace  the  case  which 
had  occurred.  If  there  were  any  doubt 
as  to  the  force  of  the  obligation,  it  would 
be  their  Lordships  duty  to  free  it  from 
doubt ;  but  there  was  no  doubt ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  merely  a  case  of  exception. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then  adverted 
to  the  doctrine,  that  the  Crown  alone  had 
the  power  to  conclude  treaties,  and  only 
came  to  Parliament  to  confirm  them ;  and 
contended,  that,  if,  as  his  learned  and 
noble  friend  contended,  the  treaty  was  at 
an  end,  the  Crown  must  renew  it,  or  make 
another ;  and  it  was  the  most  monstrous, 
unconstitutional  doctrine  he  had  ever 
heard,  to  say,  that  the  Crown  must  come 
to  Parliament  to  ask  its  consent  to  make 
that  new  treaty.  If  the  treaty  were  in 
force,  the  obligation  on  England  was  per- 
fect; if  it  were  not  in  force,  on  what 
ground  did  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
l3lame  his  Majesty's  Ministers  for  not 
going  to  Parliament  to  tell  it  that  a  new 
treaty  must  be  made?  His  noble  and 
learned  friend  had  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  had  recourse  to  the  best 
advice,  and  he  seemed  to  suppose  that  the 
Government  had  not  had  recourse  to  any 
person  but  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  Gene- 
rals. The  Government  had  consulted  these 
ofHccrs,  but  it  had  also  consulted  the 
Kinp;'s  Advocate.  After  the  most  mature 
consideration,  the  King's  Advocate  g^ve 
that  opinion  on  which  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  acted  :  and  in  that  opinion, 
humble  as  he  was,  and  unworthy  to  give 
an  opinion,  he  most  cordially  and  heartily 
concurred.  His  opinion  was  precisely  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Law  Officers  and  the 
King's  Advocate;  and  acting  on  and  stat- 
ing that  opinion,  he  had  been  ready,  in 
his  responsible  capacity  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  to  give  the  Crown  that  advice 
which  he  had  given.  He  did  not  wish  to 
pry  too  curiously  into  the  thoughts  of 
noble  Lords,  but  he  should  like  to 
know,  and  to  conjecture  what  would  have 
been  said  had  the  Government  acted 
otherwise  ?  If  furnished  with  the  opinion 
of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  such  as 
he  had  descril>ed — if,  their  own  judgment 
differing  from  that  of  the  law  officers,  they 
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had  thrown  that  opinion  behind  the  fire, 
and  had  refused  the  payments,  would  there 
ever  have  been  an  end,  he  would  ask,  to 
the  imputations  of  gross  and  scandalous 
breach  of  faith — would  there  ever  have 
l)een  an  end  to  the  accusations  ag:ain8t 
Ministers?  What  would  have  been  said 
of  the  Ministers'  jealousy  and  dread  of 
that  great  power  ?  and  how  often  would 
their  Lordships  have  been  told,  that  if  it 
were  France,  the  money  would  have  been 
])aid  ?  The  Russian  services  in  the  com- 
mon cause,  it  would  have  been  said, 
arc  all  forgotten,  and  only  the  common 
enemy  is  thought  of.  All  that,  and  more 
than  that,  would  have  been  said,  had  Min- 
isters thrown  the  opinion  of  the  law  offi- 
cers away — had  given  up  their  own  judg- 
ment, and  had  refused  to  pay  the  money. 
Would  they  not  have  heard,  too,  of  low 
petty  jealousy,  of  party  quibbling,  of  base 
envy,  and  of  carping,  under  the  influence 
of  party  feelings,  against  the  treaty  they 
had  not  concluded  ?  It  would  have  been 
said — "  It  is  no  treaty  of  yours ;  if  it  was 
your  treaty,  you  would  have  carried  it  into 
execution  in  the  letter  and  the  spirit — you 
would  never  have  carped  or  quibbled  at  it; 
and  particularly  you  would  not  have  con- 
fined yourselves  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
treaty ;  you  would  have  given  a  liberal 
construction  to  it — you  would  have  found 
means  to  justify  the  payment,  and  the 
payment  would  have  been  made.  But 
now  (they  would  have  said),  as  the  treaty 
is  not  vours — as  it  is  the  work  of  wiser 
and  better  men — as  vou  had  no  share  in 
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making  it,  you  arc  insensible  to  its  value, 
and  put  on  it  no  fair,  manly,  and  liberal 
construction."  Certainly,  the  Ministers 
were  no  parties  to  tliat  treaty,  tliey  had  no 
share  in  approving  its  provisions  ;  ho  had 
himself  warmly  opposed  it ;  but  if  the 
country  was  bound  by  the  treaty,  if  the 
obligation  continued,  God  foibid  that  his 
opinion  of  the  impropriety  of  conlra(!ting 
that  obligation  should  have  any  influence 
over  his  judgment  as  to  the  faet  whether 
the  obligation  existed  or  not,  and  as  to  the 
spirit  in  which  the  obligation  ou^^ht  to  be 
executed.  He  had  entered  very  fully  into 
the  question, and  crmsideriuiJ:  that  it  mi«^ht 
be  right  and  fit  th;it  this  ( )on  vention  shouM 
be  hereafter  renewed,  iIujkc  observations 
might,  he  hoped,  tend  to  smooth  the  dif-  ; 
fieulties  of  those  who  woidd  have  that  ' 
duty  to  prrform,  and  trnd  to  eon<Mli;ih» 
those  who,  like  his  tioblf  friend,  thou«;ht 
that  the  Government  might  not  need  such 


a  labour,  and  sai^  that  it  ought  to  hare 
gone  to  Parliament  to  sanction  its  pro- 
ceedings. On  these  grounds  he  had 
entered  more  at  large  than  he  otbenrise 
should  have  done,  and  beg^ged  to  apologize 
to  their  Loixl ships  for  the  time  he  had  tres- 
passed on  their  attention. 

The  Earl  of  Eltion  said,  he  rose  with 
some  diffidence  upon  the  present  occasioo, 
but,  as  an  honest  man,  he  was  called  upon 
to  state  his  opinion  upon  this  subject.  He 
wished  to  say,  that  he  had  seen  the  Motion 
of  his  noble  friend  before  it  was  submitted 
to  their  Lordships,  and  had  given  it  hii 
approbation ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
that,  since  he  had  come  into  the  House,  be 
reflected  on  the  subject,  and  he  thought  it 
went  too  far.  He  did  not  remember  a 
single  case  in  which  the  opinion  of  Che 
Judges  had  been  asked  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  proceedings  of  the  Minis- 
ters were  authorised  by  law,  and  iu  order 
to  ground  on  that  opinion  a  Parliamen- 
tary proceeding.  He  could  not  reconcile 
his  mind,  after  mature  consideration,  to 
ask  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  in  the  fint 
instance.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  hii 
noble  friend  would  not  press  his  Motion  in 
its  present  terms.  In  what  he  was  about 
to  say,  he  proposed,  therefore,  to  discuss 
the  legality  of  the  course  itself  pursued  by 
Government,  and  thus  to  narrow  the 
grounds  of  the  Motion.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsack  bad 
entered,  at  considerable  length,  info  the 
legality  of  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  pursued,  and  to  such  an  extent 
he  (Lord  Eldon)  would  not  follow  him; 
but  this  he  would  say,  after  the  experience 
of  a  long  political  and  legal  life,  that  he 
never  heard  of  any  thing  more  unwar- 
rantable th:in  the  payment  of  money  to 
Russia  after  the  obligations  of  the  Treaty 
of  1 8 16  had  altogether  '*  ceased  and  de- 
termined.*' He  would  not  say  that  the 
Government,  for  the  sake  of  preserving 
the  general  peace,  might  not  be  justified 
in  what  they  had  done,  but  it  must  be  al- 
ways done  upon  their  own  responsibility. 
If  their  not  doing  so  might  endanger  the 
public  peace,  then  it  would  be  their  duly 
to  come  to  Parliament  to  state  their  case, 
and  ask  for  a  Bill  of  Indemnity.  The 
Treaty  of  1816  was  laid  l)efore  Pariiamentt 
and  the  Parliament  enacted,  that  a  certain 
(hin<^  should  be  dime;  it  adopted  the 
(riMiy  to  ;i  (MTt:iin  extent,  and  provided 
lor  its  e\reutinn  as  long  as  Holland  and 
Belgium  should  be  united  and  not  sepa- 
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paraird  from  his  dominions,  to  render  the 
payments  of  the  money  no  lon<!;cr  just i li- 
able. He  hud  forgotten  to  slate  u  cir- 
cumstance which  it  was  proper  to  mention 
to  their  Ix)rd8hips,  uhhouy;!)  it  might  not 
have  much  weight  with  the  Judges,  if  the 
case  were  sent  to  them.  That  circumstance 
was  this,  Lord  Castlereagh  distinctly  stated 
thatjns  object  in  procuring  this  treaty  was 
to  bind  the  most  powerful  nation  in  Kurope 
to  protect  Molland  and  Belgium.  A  (pies- 
tion  was  put  to  that  Minister  with  respect 
to  the  treaty,  and  his  answer  was,  that  the 
moment  the  possession  should  be  separated, 
the  obligation  of  Holland,  and,  of  course, 
of  this  countrv,  would  ceast* .  Their  l.ord- 
ships  knew  that  long  ago  llie  Bclgic  pro- 
vinces had  declared  themselves  independ- 
ent of  Holland — lon<:;agoihe  Dutch  tioops 
were  driven  out  of  Belgium — long  aiio  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  treated  with  the 
Belgian  authorities  for  the  excliangc  of 
prisoners — long  ago  the  Belgians  electc  d 
for  themselves  a  new  sovereign,  with  the 
approbation  of  this  cotnitry,  so  much  so, 


to  issue  any  money  out  of  the  Consohdated 
Fund  of  (jieat  Britain,  or  any  other  public 
money,  for  the  paymeitt  of  any  paitof  the 
principal  or  interest  of  the  loan  in  the  said 
Act  rc^ferred  to,  at  any  time  after  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  shall  have  ceased 
to  exercise  the  sovereignty  of  the  Bclgic 
provinces,  and  shall  have  treated  with  the 
person  exercising  the  |>ower  of  government 
and  sovereignty  there,  and  after  his  Ma- 
jesty shall  have  announced  in  his  Speech 
from  the  Throne  the  conclusion  of  a  treaty 
with  the  king  of  the  Belgians,  and  other 
Powers,  and  shall  have  appointed  a  Minis- 
ter to  treat  with  the  king  of  the  Belgians, 
and  after  the  Ministers  of  Great  Britain, 
France,  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia,  shall 
have  treated  with  a  minister  announcing 
himself  as  Plenipotentiary  of  the  king  of 
the  Belgians. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  rea- 
son for  which  he  rose  so  early  to  address 
their  I.ordships  was,  that  he  might  state 
what  appeared  to  him  an  insurmountable 
objection  to  their  adopting  the  proposition 


that  when  that  king  was,  on  a  f()ru)er  oc- 1  of  his  noble  and  learned  friend ;  and  he 
casion,  called  by  a  noble  friend  of  his,  ■  thought  that  it  might  be  as  well  to  reverse 
through  inadvertence,  **  Prince  Ixopold,"  the  order  in  which  his  noble  friend  had 
the  noble  Karl  o[)posite  corrected  him,  and  taken  up  the  subject.  Instead  of  follow- 
said,  **  King  l^eopold."  Their  Loidships  !  ing  him  through  his  arguments  respecting 
knew  that  this  country  had  sent  a  Minister  \  the  legality  of  the  construction  put  by  his 
to  Belgium,  and  that  from  the  king  of  iMajesty*s  Klinisters  upon  a  treaty  embodied 
Belgium  a  minister  had  come  to  this  coun-  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  necessarily 
try,  who,  in  his  addresses  to  the  Ministers  taken  with  the  Aet,  he  should  at  once  go 
of  the  live  Powers,  stated,  that  he  was  the  to  that  wliicli  was  more  immediately  before 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  ol  tiie  king  of  the  House,  and  with  which  the  noble  and 
the  Belifians.  He  could  not  doid)t  that  learned  Lord  had  concluded  his  address. 
he  had  made  out  a  case,  to  the  satisf.ictiun  >  From  the  reasons  which  his  noble  friend 
of  their  Lordships' iniuLis,  tliat  the  ^/e/ac/o  hail  given  to  justify  their  Lordships  ac- 
sovereignty  of  Belgium  hutl  passed  away  ^  curding  to  his  Motion,  it  might  be  con- 
from  the  king  of  tiie  Netherlands,  and  tended,  that  the  cpiestion  to  the  Judges 
was  vested  in  the  present  king  of  the  '  was  intended  to  be  substantially  on  the 
Belgians,  as  he  was  called.  He  (Lord  construction  of  the  treaty.  For  this  was 
Wynford)  wished  that  he  were  styhd  the  ,  manifest  from  the  words  of  the  Act,  in 
king  of  Belgium  instead.  He  disliked  ,  which  reference  was  especially  made  to 
these   new-fashioned   titles,  and  although 


he  did  not  entertain  any  other  feelinirs 
than  those  of  respect  for  the  present  king 
of  the  French,  he  could  not  forget  that 
he,  who  first  called  himself  by  that,  to 
him,  odious  and  detestable  title,  was  the 
cause  of  much  sufl'ering  to  Europe,  and  of 
much  disaster  to  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving,  **  that  the 
twelve  Judges  be  authorised  to  lay  before 
the  House  their  opinions,  whether  the  Com- 
missioners of  his  Majesty's  Treasury  are 
empowered,  by   the   Act  of  the  .05th  of 


the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  upon  which 
the  (piestion  turned ;  and  the  whole 
treaty  was  quoted  in  the  Act.  The  words 
were,  "  That  the  money  should  be  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  as  long 
as  it  should  continue  to  be  payable,  accord- 
ing to  the  engagements  of  his  Majesty 
uinler  the  treaty."  Consequently,  until 
their  Lordships  ascertained  what  were  the 
engagements  of  his  Majesty  under  the 
treaty,  they  could  not  ascertain  whether 
the  money  was  payable  or  not  under  the 
Act.     But  it  was  certain,  that  as  soon  as 


Ceo,  3rd  cap.  116»  or  by  any  other  law,    they  should  have  ascertained  that^  ibea 
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lovereignties ;  but  this  he  could  say,  that 
there  was  not  a  man  in  Europe  who 
thought  worse  of  the  transaction  then 
under  discussion  than  his  noble  relative. 
He  did  not  know  what  course  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  meant  to  pursue,  but  if 
a  motion  had  been  made  calling  on  Minis- 
ters to  vindicate  themselves  on  a  charge 
of  committing  a  breach  of  the  laws  of  the 
country,  and  if  the  matter  had  been  gone 
into,  he  felt  that  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  him  to  withhold  his  vote  for 
passing  on  them  the  strongest  censure. 

Lord  Wynford^  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
simple  question  here  was  relative  to  the 
construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
he  knew  of  no  more  competent  persons  to 
decide  it  than  the  learned  Judges  of  the 
land.  All  he  sought  for  by  his  motion 
was  information  for  the  guidance  of  their 
Lordships,  because  he  thought  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Ministry  was  not  only  open 
to  censure,  but  was  such  as  to  render  it 
advisable  to  take  the  most  effectual  steps 
to  prevent  similar  mischief  in  future,  and 
he  had  no  doubt,  notwithstanding  what 
had  been  said  by  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  upon  the  Woolsack,  that  law  and 
justice  were  in  favour  of  his  opinion.  With 
respect  to  the  construction  of  the  treaty, 
he  thought  that  his  noble  friend  on  the 
Woolsack  had  not  met  the  real  question 
before  the  House.  He  had  travelled, 
indeed,  in  the  course,  of  his  speech  all 
over  Europe,  but  the  only  way  in  which 
he  had  met  the  true  point  in  debate  was 


by  a  something  which  sounded  very  much 
like  a  quibble ;  and  without  once  men- 
tioning the  consideration.  This,  he  con- 
tended, was  the  most  material  part  of  the 
case.  After  the  triumphant  answer  which 
bad  been  given  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  by  his  noble  and  learned  friend  who 
immediately  preceded  him,  he  would  not 
trespass  further  upon  their  Lordships,  but 
withdraw  the  Motion. 
The  Motion  withdrawn. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  2,  1832. 

Mfif urn.]  Returns  ordered.  On  Uie  Motion  of  Mr.  Jiph- 
BON,  Co|iies  of  the  Ouurten  granted  by  Elisabeth  and 
Janws  1st  to  the  University  of  Dublin.  On  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  IIUMB,  the  number  of  Informations,  since  5th 
July.  1892,  lodged  at  the  Police  Oflioes  against  the 
Cofbe^KHue  Keepers,  under  Act  Srd  George  4th,  cap. 
55,  and  subsequent  Acts ;  stating  the  amount  of  Penak 
Uci  levied,  and  how  applied ;  of  the  various  Corps  of 
Veotnanry  Infimtry  in  England  and  Wales,  staUiy  the 
dale  when  flnt  cnbodicd,  the  namai  of   the  Can- 


nundhig  OiBeen,  their  oomplcnieBt  of  Mcb.  and  the 
Annual  Expenses  of  eaeh  Corps;  of  the  amoont  of  Rale 
made,  and  the  Mosiey  aeCuaDy  levied,  np  to  this  time,  by 
the  Surveyors  appoiat«d  mider  the  Act  13Ch  Gaoifr  3M» 
cap.  78.  for  the  repair  of  the  Public  Roads  of  the  Panh 
of  Clerkenwell,  for  the  year  1831-S,  caaaueadag  on  tiie 
S<)th  of  November,  1831 :  also,  an  aceount  of  te  Aasooaft 
Expended  for  the  said  Repairs ;  qwcifying  die  Assoand 
under  the  heads  of  Salaries,  Materials,  and  Labour ;  sho^ 
the  date  and  abstract  of  all  Contracts  entered  intD  by  the 
said  Surveyors  for  repairiqg  the  said  Roads,  ststing  tte 
Names  of  the  Parties  to  cadi  oontract ;  abo,  a  Rctun  of 
the  Amount  which  would  be  raised  in  the  year  by  s  Sii> 
peony  Rate  on  the  Parish  of  Clerkenwell,  ai  diieded  by 
the  Act  aforesaid ;  of  the  amount  of  Excise  duty  eoiketri 
on  each  description  of  Bricks  and  Tiles  in  Eaftaad  oA 
Scotland  in  the  year  1831 :— On  the  Mocioa  of  Mr.  Ftoc- 
LiTT  TBOMaoN,  the  number  of  Goat  Skins,  and  Kid 
and  I^amb  Skins,  (distinguishing  them)  on  whidi  Duty  ba 
been  paid,  for  Home  ConsumpCion,  in  each  year,  fioss 
18S0tnl831,induBve. 

General  Drainage.]  Mr.  Penieaze 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  town  of 
Southampton,  praying  that  a  measure 
might  be  adopted  for  a  General  System  of 
Draining  in  that,  and  all  other  towna 
throughout  the  country.  In  the  prayer  of 
this  petition  he  most  fully  concurred. 
There  were  many  suburbs  and  other  placet 
in  the  vicinity  of  Towns  where  there  ex- 
isted no  compulsory  power  to  protect  the 
poorer  classes,  by  whom  such  places  were 
inhabited  generally,  from  the  bad  effects 
arising  from  an  impure  atmosphere,  caused 
by  the  want  of  drains  and  sewers. 

The  Speaker  apprehended  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  petition  could  only  be  ob- 
tained by  a  multiplicity  of  private  Acts 
each  place  having  one  for  itself,  and  if 
any  places  had  a  local  Act  which  was  do 
longer  applicable  from  the  increase  of  the 
town  to  which  it  applied,  the  remedy  wai 
to  bring  in  a  new  Act  to  increase  and  ex- 
tend the  powers  of  the  former  one. 

Mr.  Poiieaze  only  meant  to  suggest 
that  he  thought  a  general  bill  might  be 
introduced  with  great  advantage,  and  when 
the  House  considered  the  misery  produced 
by  pjestilence  in  particular  districU,  the 
predisposition  to  which  was  mainly  owing 
to  want  of  cleansing,  he  thought  his  sag« 
gestion,  particularly  at  the  present  time, 
worth  attending  to. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  exactly  know  the 
practice  of  the  House,  but  it  appeared  to 
him  there  were  precedents  to  attain  the 
object  the  petitioners  prayed  for.  They 
were,  forexample,"  General  Lighting  and 
Police  Acte,  General  Highway  Acts,"  and 
*  General  Inclosure  Act  for  Scotland."  If, 
by  a  general  statute,  local  communities 
could  avail  themselves  of  such  parts  of 
it  as  were  applical>le  to  themselves,  the 
large  expenses  attendant  upon  each  prt- 
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Tate  act  would  be  avoided ;  party  dis- 
putes would  frequently  be  prevented^  and 
the  most  beneficial  measures  for  the  health 
and  convenience  of  local  districts  be  easily 
performed. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  was  fearful  he  had 
not  made  himself  distinctly  understood  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  The 
House  could  undoubtedly  pass  a  general 
billy  but  the  Legislature  hitherto  had  left 
the  particular  communities  to  judge  for 
themselves  as  to  the  propriety  of  obtaining 
local  Acts  for  their  own  regulation  and 
convenience.  But  where  there  was  a 
public  Act  giving  them  at  the  same  time 
the  power  to  effect  such  purposes  without 
that  especial  sanction,  it  was  then  com- 
pulsory upon  them,  and  his  object  was,  to 
draw  the  distinction,  in  order  to  shew  that 
particular  bodies  might  not  obtain  private 
Acts  to  the  injury  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hume  understood  perfectly  the 
wisdom  and  propriety  of  the  rules  laid 
down  by  the  Speaker,  which  had  for  their 
object,  that  private  pro]>erty  should  not  be 
invaded  at  the  convenience  of  individuals, 
or  intruded  upon  without  notice.  But  a 
general  bill  might  be  made  applicable  to 
particular  cases,  by  authorising  any  local 
community  to  meet,  and,  by  a  certain  ma- 
fority,  accept  or  reject  the  proposals  made 
to  them. 

Mr.  Sanford  said,  many  considerable 
towns  felt  the  inconvenience  and  difliculty 
of  obtaining  draining  and  cleansing  Acts. 
Bath  was  in  that  situation  ;  ho,  therefore, 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
■eXy  that  a  general  measure,  the  provisions 
of  which  could  be  applied  hy  local  dis- 
tricts, was  very  desirable. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Anatomical  Scienci:.]  Lord  Mor- 
peth presented  a  Petition  from  the  Surgeons 
of  the  town  and  neighbourhood  of  Halifax, 
praying  that  the  Legislature,  by  an  altera- 
tion in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  would 
afford  them  additional  facilities  for  the 
study  of  Anatomy. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  did  not  wonder  that 
such  a  petition  had  proceeded  fiom  a  num- 
ber of  surgeons,  but  he  had  ns  yet  seen 
no  petHion  of  that  nature  from  the  |)oor, 
who  were  to  be  dissected,  he  wished  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  inform  him  if  those 
persons  who  were  so  ready  to  dissect  others, 
offered  to  give  up  their  own  l)odies  for 
dissection. 

Lord  Mitrpeth  said,  the  petitioners  had 
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made  no  offer  of  the  sort,  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  declared  that  he  had  not  yet 
seen  a  petition  from  those  whose  bodies 
were  likely  to  be  dissected,  he  had  the 
pleasure  to  inform  him,  that  a  petition 
had  been  agreed  to  by  several  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Wakefield,  ofiering  to  give 
up  their  bodies  for  the  benefit  of  anatomi- 
cal science. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  he  had  also  presented  a 
petition  containing  a  similar  prayer. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

General  Registry  Bill.]  Lord 
Morpeth  said,  he  had  been  requested  to 
present  a  very  large  number  of  Petitions 
from  the  county  of  York,  of  great  weight 
and  importance  (a  statement  which,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  conceded  to  him,  when  he 
mentioned  the  parties  and  places  from 
whom  and  which  they  proceeded),  against 
the  bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Staiford, 
for  establishing  a  general  office  for  the 
registration  of  deeds  in  London.  He 
was  sorry,  the  hon.  member  for  Stafford 
was  absent,  but  that  was  not  his  (Lord 
Morpeth's)  fault,  as  he  had  given  no- 
tice that  he  meant  to  present  those  peti- 
tions. The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
occasioned  very  great  excitement  in  York- 
shire, and  the  hon.  Member  must  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  consequences.  The 
measure  was  viewed  with  the  utmost  dis- 
approbation in  the  county  of  York,  by 
every  cla.ss  of  persons  that  was  likely  to 
be  afiected  by  it.  lliey  were  satisfied 
with  their  now  local  registry,  and  were 
dis|K)sed  to  adopt  any  regulations  to  im- 
prove the  operations  of  that,  but  they 
objected  strongly  to  a  general  system  by 
which  their  own  local  regulations  would  be 
abrogated.  The  hon.  member  for  Staf- 
ford had  stated,  that  he  had  received  com- 
munications from  individuals  in  Yorkshire, 
highly  approving  of  his  plan  ;  but  hitherto 
those  persons  were  totally  unknovm,  and 
even  their  existence  was  a  matter  of  con- 
jecture. The  hon.  Member  had  also 
asserted,  that  the  opposition  to  the  bill 
was  got  up  by  attorn ies,  and  other  inter- 
ested persons.  But  from  whom  did  the 
petitions  which  he  now  produced  emanatet 
From  the  great  landed  proprietors,  from 
the  most  eminent  commercial  men,  and 
from  the  whole  body  of  the  yeomen  of 
Yorkshire.  One  of  the  petitions  was  from 
the  owners  of  real  property  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire. — a  second  from  the 
owners  of  real  property  in  the  North  Ri- 
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<lin«^of  Yorkshire — a  third  from  the  Ma- 
j>ist rates  oF  the  North  Riding  of  York- 
shire, assembled  in  quarter  sessions  at 
Northallerton,  signed  by  forty  Magistrates ; 
and  a  series  of  petitions  from  the  bankers, 
&c.,  owners  of  real  property  in  the  follow- 
ing places,  viz.  Ilnddersficld,  Leeds, 
Barnsley,  Sneith^  Shipton,  Doncastir, 
Orsett,  Selby,  Cawood,  Brayton,  Shcr- 
hurn,  StanBeld  and  Langfield,Todmordcn 
and  Walston,  Piidsey,  Tadcaster,  Calver- 
ley,  Bingloy,  Dawtry,  Tickhill,  Shajjton, 
Harbury,  and  Settle.  They  were  all  ex- 
pressive of  hostility  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  Strickland  seconded  the  prayer  of 
those  petitions  with  great  satisfaction  to 
himself,  becatisc  his  opinion  entirely  coin- 
dded  with  that  of  tiie  petitioners.  This 
Bill,  which  might  properly  be  called  a  Bill 
for  the  collection  of  original  title-deeds 
or  copies,  emanated  from  a  commission 
that  had  cost  the  country  33,000/.  It 
was  now  133  years  since  that  eminent 
judge.  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  brought  forward 
a  plan  of  the  same  sort.  But  he  thought 
that  the  Law  Commissioners  had,  in  their 
proceedings,  lost  sight  of  the  cautious 
recommendation  which  that  gnat  man 
liad  adopted.  lie  said,  "  If  it  be  found, 
on  in(|uiry,  that  the  plan  is  likely  to  be 
attended  with  greater  evil  than  advantage, 
let  it  be  avoided."  In  every  reign  since, 
a  similar  proposition  had  been  made.  This 
lie  believed,  was  the  sixteenth  time.  The 
last  effort  was  that  of  Mr.  Serjeant  On- 
slow ;  but  his  Bill  did  not  receive  a  second 
reading.  It  most  clearly  appeared,  by  the 
petitions  presented  this  day,  that  the  plan 
was  universally  opposed  in  the  county  of 
York.  It  was  a  curious  circumstance, 
that  the  learned  Gentleman  who  had  in- 
troduced this  measure  had  himself  clunvjced 
"1  •        •   • 

his  opinion  on  the  subject.  1  Ic  had,  thr^-e 
years  aj;o,  signed  a  report,  in  whi<'h  it  was 
stated  that  a  general  rei^istration  would  bo 
fatal  to  commercial  credits  Another  fact 
which  bore  upon  this  subject  was,  that 
there  were  a  certain  set  of  persons  resident 
about  the  metropolis,  who,  under  variotis 
pretences  would  ransack  title-deeds  in  the 
nope  that  if  they  could  discover  a  (law  in 
any  title,  and  thereby  wrest  property  from 
the  present  holders,'they  would  obtain  a 
valuable  c<»m|)ensation  from  the  parly  who 
might  sticceed  to  it. 

Mr.  Ifitnic  knew  not  whether  thelemniMi 
gentleman  alluth-d  to  had  m  li:ii|  hdI 
sivni'd  su«li  a  ri'|M>rt  as  had  luiii  stated  ; 
but  he  thought    ihut   in  his   iibsenoe  the 


hon.  Member  should  not  have  made  an 
attack  on  that  learned  Qenlleroan*t  pro- 
fessional character.  The  hon  Member  had 
also  attacked  the  gentlemen  employed  in 
the  law  commission,  but  he  was  conscious 
that  good  would  result  from  their  inquiries 
fully  adequate  to  the  cost  of  their  la- 
bours. 

Mr.  Rnmsden  stated,  that  he  would 
strenuously  oppose  the  Bill,  as  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  would  establish  an  inquisi- 
tion into  every  man's  private  aflairs,  and 
tend  to  expose  arrangements  never  in- 
tended for  the  public  eye. 

Mr.  Spt'jive  thought,  that  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  wotdd  be  a  most  inestimable  benefit 
to  tlie  landed  interest.  The  expense  of 
the  transfer  of  landed  property,  partica- 
larly  in  the  a<lmini8tratlon  of  estates,  wai 
enormous,  and  much  of  that  would  bi 
spared.  A  general  registry  would  enabit 
all  men  to  ascertain  more  easily  than  at 
present  whether  titles  were  gooa  or  not. 
At  present  that  was  ulmost  impossible. 
lie  ho[)ed  that  nothing  would  prevent  hi* 
hon.  and  learned  friend  from  hjinging  the 
Hill  to  a  second  reading,  and  have  its pn>- 
visions  fully  and  fairly  discussed;  in  order 
to  get  rid  of  the  erroneous  impressions  nov 
entertained  on  the  subject  by  the  landed 
Gentlemen. 

Sir  John  Johnstone  said,  the  gentlefnea 
of  Yorkshire  did  not  object  to  rcffittralion, 
but  they  thought  that  all  theadvantapM 
of  the  general  Bill  might  be  obtained  bv 
local  measures  similar  to  those  which  tl- 
ready  existed  in  the  Ridings  of  Yorksliiif , 
and  he  kite w  the  ])ersons  connected  with 
that  regisitry  were  most  anxioiifi,toado|it 
any  improvements  with  regard  to  it  ihst 
could  be  suggested. 

Mr.  Sutiler  su[)ported  the  prayer  of' the 
petition  from  Leeds,  having  l^en  requeftMl 
so  to  do,  and  he  lagged  to  corroborate  lbs 
assertion,  that  the  proprietors  of  landed 
pro])erty  in  Yorkshire  were  almost  to  a 
man  opposed  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  John  CampbpU  said,  that  thchoa. 
n)ember  for  Yorkshire  was  quite  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  first  report  of  tbe 
Uenl  Property  Commissioners  was  advens 
to  the  Bill.  It  approved,  not  condemned, 
the  measure,  though  the  Commissioners 
oidy  weighing  the  arguments  on  both  sidrt. 
had  nf)t  recommended  the  measure.  Tlie 
report  said,  '*  Ihit  no  measure  has  been 
siii;L-,('sti(l  to  us  from  so  many  diAerrat 
c|iiarteis,  nr  has  iKHrn  so  earnestly  pressed 
upon  us,  as  a  general  registrjf  of  daadsi 
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whereby  it  is  contended  that  every  transfer 
of  land,  and  every  encumbrance  upon  it, 
would  be  placed  within  the  means  of  the 
knowledge  of  every  person  having  occasion 
to  deal  with  it ;  all  rights  might  be  suffered 
to  prevail  (as  natural  justice  rofj«ircs)  ac- 
cording to  their  priority;  the  use  of  out- 
standing legal  estates,  and  the  expense  of 
keeping  them  on  foot  and  transfiTring 
them  would  cease;  the  investigation  of 
titles  would  be  niatcrialiv  abiidirod  and 
simplified,  and  fraud,  in  all  transactions 
respecting  real  property,  would  be  c:f- 
fectually  prevented.  We  arc*  av»arc, 
however,  of  the  numerous  and  weighty 
obstacles  which  present  themselves  to  the 
establishment  of  a  plan  so  extensive,  and, 
in  order  to  make  it  effective,  so  novel  in 
Ihb  country.  T|ie  experiments  which  have 
beep  tried  on  two  English  counties  and  in 
Ireland,  have  been  so  imperfect,  both  in 
principle  and  detail,  and  have  been  so 
marred  by  the  doctrine  of  equitable  no- 
lice,  that  tliev  afford  no  criterion  of  the 
utility  of  the  measure,  or  the  means  of 
accomplishing  it.  We  found,  that  in- 
fbrniation  upon  this  important  subject 
must  be  sought,  not  merely  from  the  prac- 
titioners of  English  law,  and  from  English 
treatises,  but  from  Scotland,  where  a  ge- 
neral registry  has  been  long  established, 
which  is  the  great  boast  of  the  law  of  that 
country,  and  from  the  Continental  States, 
In  many  of  which  a  similar  institution  has 
been  introduced  with  more  or  less  success. 
We  have  taken  steps  for  obtaining  this 
information  in  the  most  authentic  shape  ; 
and  we  shall  anxiously  consider  whether 
the  plan  can  be  safely  adopted  in  a  coun- 
try of  so  great  extent  as  England,  where 
transfers  of  land  are  more  frerpient  tlian 
in  any  other  jiltrt  of  the  globe,  where  the 
law  of  real  ;)roperty  must  ever  remain  a 
pecniiar  and  compiieated  system,  and 
where  the  disclosure  of  private  affairs  may 
be  dangerous  to  commercial  credit."  The 
only  imputation  that  coidd  with  justice  be 
thrown  on  them  was,  that  they  did  not  at 
once  recommend  the  measure.  They  had 
weighed,  as  they  said  they  would,  the  argu- 
ments on  both  sides.  VVith  respect  to  the 
petitions,  he  had  received  information  that 
the  Atlornies  of  Yorkshire  had  got  uj) 
many  of  these  |)etitions,  and  had  hawked 
Ihom  about  for  sicrnatures.  The  emolu- 
ments of  the  profession  of  the  law,  wcuild 
indeed,  bo  diminished  by  the  He^^istiT 
Bill ;  but,  in  so  far  would  that  be  a  IxMielit 
ttod  gain  to  the  lauded  genllcnien.     The 
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Bill  woidd  be  altogether  to  their  advan- 
tage. Titles  would  be  easily  verified,  and 
a  great  sum  saved  in  every  transfer  of 
landed  property.  It  would  relieve  the 
landed  property  of  the  country  from  one  of 
the  heaviest  taxes  to  which  it  was  now  sub- 
ject. It  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  landed 
gentlemen,  and  an  injury  to  nobody  but 
the  lawyers. 

Mr.  Trevor  denied,  that  these  petitions 
had  been  produced  by  the  intrigues  of  in- 
terested persons.  All  the  landowners  of 
Durham  were  against  the  measure,  being 
eonfkhrnt  that  it  would  promote  delay  and 
vexation  in  the  transfer  of  landed  pro- 
perty, lie  was  certain  that  if  the  Repre- 
sent atives  of  the  North  of  England  were 
guided  by  the  wishes  of  their  constituents, 
they  would  oppose  the  Bill  at  every  stage. 

Mr.  Stephenson  said,  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  misunderstood  by  those  gen- 
tlemen who  asserted  that  it  would  anord 
facilities  for  prying  into  private  concerns 
for  the  purpose  of  vexation.  He  begged 
to  assure  hon.  Members  no  such  eflects 
could  attend  its  operation. 

An  Hon.  Member,  connected  with  the 
North  of  England,  declared,  that  he  could 
not  concur  in  the  prayer  of  the  petitions, 
lie  believed  that  the  measure  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  landed  interest.  The 
local  registers  were  badly  conducted,  the 
oflices  were  nearly  sinecures,  and  to  show 
their  management,  one  of  their  charges 
was  for  expedition  money,  which  meant 
that  the  registrars  demanded  fees  above 
those  allowed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  John  JVood  said,  that  the  present 
expense  of  registering  deeds  in  Yorkshire 
was  most  enormous.  He  was  convinced 
that  if  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  ge- 
nendly  known,  much  of  the  clamour  that 
now  prevailed  (for  it  was  clamour  resulting 
from  ignorance)  would  be  done  away.  He 
recommended  Gentlemen  to  read  the  re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  and  they  would 
see  that  nine  out  of  ten  parts  of  their 
law  expenses  on  the  transfer  of  property 
would  be  saved. 

Lord  Milton  admitted,  that  there  was  a 
division  of  opinion  in  Yorkshire,  but  that 
related  to  the  question  merely  whether 
the  registration  of  Yorkshire  should  be 
retained  or  not.  His  own  opinion  was 
ajrainst  the  Bill,  but  he  was  open  to  con- 
vietion. 

Air.  Sdftford  said,  he  knew  many  places 
in  ulueh  the  people  were  nearly  unani- 
mous aa:ainst  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  it 
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would  be  impolitic,  unjust,  and  even  mis- 
chievous, to  attempt  to  force  it  on  those 
who  were  not  inclined  to  consider  it  a 
benefit. 

Colonel  Trench  also  knew,  that  many 
persons  objected  to  the  Bill.  Within  a 
few  days  he  had  seen  a  protest  signed  by 
the  ship-owners  and  other  respectable  in- 
habitants of  Scarborough  against  it.  It 
was  therefore  very  incorrect  to  assert  that 
the  Bill  was  opposed  only  through  igno- 
rance, many  persons  were  of  opinion 
there  was  something  of  a  job  connected 
with  it. 

Lord  Morpeth  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stafford  that  most  of 
the  petitions  he  had  presented  were 
adopted  at  public  meetings,  and  they 
were  not  got  up  under  any  influence,  but 
spoke  the  genuine  feelings  of  the  sub- 
scribers. 

Mr.  Mm  Campbell  said,  he  held  a  letter 
in  his  hand,  which  distinctly  stated  that 
the  petitions  were  hawked  about  from  door 
to  door,  throughout  the  county,  for  signa- 
ture. The  opposition  to  the  measure  was 
chiefly  made  by  those  who  were  incapable 
of  appreciating  it.  Most  of  the  publica- 
tions which  had  appeared  on  the  subject 
were  decidedly  in  its  favour,  and  so  were 
all  the  great  law  authorities  in  the  kingdom. 

Mr.  Strickland  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  one  of  the  petitions 
presented  to  the  House  could  not,  at  any 
rate,  be  liable  to  his  imputations,  when  it 
was  signed  by  Lords  Harewood,  Stourton, 
and  Howden,  and  many  more  Gentlemen 
of  nearly  equal  rank  in  life,  as  well  as  the 
highest  mercantile  authorities ;  who  were 
all  convinced,  that  it  would  most  unneces- 
sarily expose  every  man*s  private  trans- 
actions,and  promote  litigation  and  expense. 

Mr.  Schantwar  observed,  that  he  had 
presented  a  petition  from  Hull  against  the 
Bill,  which  was  adopted  at  a  public  meet- 
ing, and  signed  by  all  the  respectable  in- 
habitants of  the  neighbourhood.  The 
lawyers  in  the  House  were  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  but  all  the  clienu  in  England 
were  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  was  very  whimsical 
that  the  lawyers  were  so  anxious  to  force 
a  benefit  upon  the  landed  interest,  which 
benefit  the  landed  interest  was  so  anxious 
to  reject.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  the  small  pro- 
prietors had  the  same  feeling  against  his 
Bill  as  the  large  ones. 

Mr.  O'CoRiteUobservedy  that  he  was  an 


ardent  supporter  of  the  Bill,  from  knowing 
the  good  effects  that  had  been  produced 
in  Ireland  by  a  similar  meaaQre.  It  was 
wonderful  to  him  that  coantry  gentlemen 
would  persevere  in  upholding  a  system 
which  obliged  them  to  go  to  market,  and 
buy  a  commodity,  without  knowing  whe- 
ther they  got  the  full  value  for  their 
money.  It  was  the  duty  of  every  profei- 
sional  man  to  do  his  best  to  remedy  soch 
evils. 

Sir  JoAit  Johnstone  said,  the  **  expedition 
money "  which  had  been  mentioned  was 
paid  for  work  performed  in  extra  hours,  in 
consequence  of  the  business  of  the  registry 
having  much  increased. 

Lord  Sandon  observed,  that  at  one  time 
it  was  one  of  our  principal  quarrels  with 
Lower  Canada,  that  the  legislature  of  that 
province  would  not  adopt  a  general  regis- 
try— a  system  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
good  in  principle,  and  which  he  hoped  to 
see  carried  into  effect. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

British  Subjects — France.]  Vis- 
count Palmerston  having  laid  on  the  Table 
a  copy  of  the  Treaty  relating  to  the  Ne- 
therlands, with  the  ratification  of  Great 
Britain,  France,  and  Belgium,  of  the  3lst 
of  January, 

Mr.  0*Connell  took  that  opportunity  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  with  re- 
gard to  a  transaction  that  had  reccDtly 
taken  place  in   France,    involving,  as  it 
appeared   to  him,   an    infraction  of  the 
rights  of  British  subjects.      He  alluded  to 
the  forcible  transportation  from  the  Freoch 
territory  of  about  fifty  British  subjects,  oa 
the  suppression  of  a  religious  establishroeot 
there,  called  La  Meilleraye.  the  members  of 
which  had  devoted  themselwesto  agriculta- 
ral  and  religious  pursuits.    They  had  been 
subject  to  no  trial,  but  they  had  been  carried 
to  Brest  like  felons,  and  thence  sent  out  of 
the  country,  in  violation  of  their  rights  as 
British    subjects.     He   wished  to  know 
whether  his  Majestjf*8  Ministers  had  re- 
ceived any  information  on  the  matter,  and 
whether  it  was  their  intention  to  take  any 
steps  to  vindicate  the  rights  of  British 
subjects  in  this  instance  ? 
'    Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  he  had 
heard  of  the  suppression  of  the  religious 
establishment  in   question    merely    from 
general  rumour ;  but  he  had  received  uo 
official  information  on  the  subject  from  the 
individuals  to  whom  the  learned  Gentle- 
man  had  alluded.  Undoubtedly,  if  any  per- 
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SODS,  British  subjects,  couid  show  grounds 
tending  to  prove  that  they  had  been  treated 
in  a  manner  not  justified  by  the  treaty 
between  .this  country  and  France,  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  take  steps  to 
inquire  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  O'Connell  would  take  care,  that  the 
transaction  should  l>e  brought,  in  the  regu- 
lar way,  under  the  ofhcial  notice  of 
Government. 

Tithe  Committee  (Ireland).]  Lord 
Milton  wished  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
appealing  to  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Kerry  not  to  persist  in  his  Motion  for 
placing  the  name  of  a  noble  friend  of  his 
(Lord  Killeen)  on  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  as  to  tithes  in  Ireland.  As 
the  Committee  stood,  he  was  disposed  to 
place  every  confidence  in  it;  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  but  regret  its  exclusive 
nature;  and  he  must  add,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion  should  come  to  the  vote, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  for  it. 
Such  a  motion,  however,  had  better  not  be 
persisted  in,  as  it  would  inevitably  produce 
a  discussion  which  should,  at  the  present 
moment,  be  carefully  avoided.  Things 
might  be  said  by  parties  on  both  sides  that 
they  would  have  afterwards  reason  to  re- 
gret, and,  altogether,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, the  wisest  course  would  be, 
not  to  raise  a  question  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  he  had  deter- 
mined to  bring  the  Motion  forward  solely 
because  it  had  been  o|>cnly  avowed,  that 
the  exclusion  of  Catholics  from  the  Com- 
mittee had  originated  with  the  Irish  Go- 
Temment,  and  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Cabinet  here.  The  request  of  the  noble 
Lord  had,  as  it  ought,  great  weight  with 
him,  and  the  reasons  by  which  it  was  sup- 
ported, afforded  to  it  additional  weight. 
Preferring,  therefore,  to  err  on  the  side  of 
delicacy  than  to  err  on  that  of  over- 
cnergT,  the  result  of  which  might  be  the 
intrcrauction  of  an  unsalutary  discussion, 
and  being  anxious,  as  a  zealous  Reformer, 
not  to  place  the  least  bar  in  the  progress  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  which  had  already  lost  a 
night  this  week,  he  begged  leave,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  request  of  the  noble 
Lord,  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Lord  Milton  expressed  his  gratification 
at  the  courtesy  of  the  hon  Member,  and 
thought  that  Ireland  would  derive  benefit 
from  the  course  he  had  agreed  to  adopt. 

Motkm  withdrawn. 


ExchequerCourt(Scotland)Bill.] 
Sir  George  Clerk^  pursuant  to  notice, 
moved,  that  the  names  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson,  Mr.  Ciimming 
Bruce,  Sir  George  Warrender,  Mr.  Pringle, 
and  Mr.  Dixon,  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Scotch  Court  of  Exchequer. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  Gentlemen 
who  at  present  composed  the  Committee, 
and  his  only  object  m  making  the  Motion 
was  to  obtain  a  full  inquiry  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  that  Court ; 
but  he  thought  that  object  could  not  be 
obtained  without  a  considerable  portion  of 
Scotch  Members  being  attached  to  the 
Committee,  to  counteract,  in  some  degree, 
the  influence  which  the  Government  had 
in  the  majority  of  those  who  now  com- 
posed it.* 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  other  objection  to 
place  several  of  the  Gentlemen  named  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  list,  but  that  they 
had  already  expressed  opinions  which 
shewed  tliey  had  prejudged  the  question. 

Sir  George  Warrender  had  no  desire 
to  be  placed  on  the  Committee ;  but  in 
reply  to  the  noble  Lord,  he  must  say,  that 
he  had  not  come  to  any  conclusive  opinion 
on  the  subject.  Several  years  since,  he 
had  advocated  the  wisdom  of  giving  ad- 
ditional business  to  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, and  last  year  he  had  offered  some 
objections  to  the  Bill  then  proposed. 
Nevertheless,  he  was  disposed  to  enter  into 
the  inquiry  with  an  unbiassed  mind;  and 
whether  he  was  placed  on  the  Committee 
or  not  was  of  very  little  consequence  to 
him,  but  certainly  more  Scotch  Members 
ought  to  be  attached  to  it. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  was  sorry  his  name 
had  been  mentioned,  for  he  had  formed  no 
opinion  upon  the  matter ;  and  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  such  an  objection  to  him.  He  de- 
sired to  have  a  Committee  to  judge  whe- 
ther the  abolition  of  the  Court  was  advis- 
able :  all  the  opinion  he  had  ever  g^ven 
was  in  reply  to  the  Lord  Advocate,  when 
he  had  asked  him  the  question,  whether 
the  Court  could  not  have  new  powers  g^ven 
it  so  as  to  be  made  useful. 

Sir  William  Rae  was  sorry  the  Motion 
was  resisted,  particularly  as  the  inquiry  in 
question  was  now  proposed  by  Govern- 
ment, though  it  formerly  resisted  all  in- 
vestigation. Last  Session,  a  bill  to  abolish 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  was  sent  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  without  the 
shadow  of  an  inquiry,  and  it  was  relisted 
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on  that  ground.  He  had  then  j^iven  : 
notice  that  lie  shoiihl  move  to  ref(M-  tho 
Bill  to  a  Seloct  Committer,  but  iiulhing 
fiirther  was  done,  and  the  Bill  was  put  an 
end  to  by  the  pronjgation.  Then  came 
the.  present  Bill,  whicii  was  also  broup,ht 
forward  without  inquiry,  and  when  he  had 
applied  to  the  noble  Lord  to  ascertain 
whether  investigation  would  be  allowed, 
he  was  answered,  yes,  and  the  matter  was 
then  taken  out  of  his  hands  and  placed  in 
those  of  the  T^rd  Advocate,  who  appointed 
a  Committee  composed  almost  exclusively 
of  the  supporters  of  Government.  This 
looked  more  like  a  plan  for  quashing  nn 
inquiry  than  for  promoting  it. 

The  Lord  Advocate  felt  himself  in  the 
painful  situation  of  being  obliged  to  op- 
pose the  Motion  ;  and  he  trusted  he  should 
satisfy  the  House  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  addition  proposed.  He  had  heard, 
with  some  surprise,  that  the  Bill  of  last 
year  was  to  be  opposed  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  an  indignity  to  Scotland  to  abolish 
one  of  her  superior  Courts  without  inquiry  ; 
and  that  topic  was  urged  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  had  himself  introduced  and 
advocated  much  more  important  alterations 
in  the  tribunals  of  Scotland,  without  any 
investigation  whatever.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed to  add  several  Gentlemen  to  the 
Committee,  on  tiie  grounds  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  present  members  were 
supporters  of  Government,  and  that  tiicre 
was  not  an  adequate  proportion  of  Scotch 
Members.  With  respect  to  the  first  ob- 
jection, this  was  no  party  question  ;  and, 
with  regard  to  the  second,  it  did  not  re- 
quire local  knowledge  to  understand  whe- 
ther there  was  enough  business  before  a 
Court  to  justify  keeping  it  up.  It  would 
be  invidious  to  make  personal  objections, 
and  fortunately  there  was  no  necessity  for 
it;  for  he  rested  his  objections  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unusual  for  those  who 
were  opposed  to  any  sj^ceilic  object  to  be 
in  large  numbers  on  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  a  measure  on  which  ihev  had 
previously  made  up  their  minds. 

Sir  Charles  Wctherell  said,  the  Motion 
liad  reference  to  an  important  change  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland,  and 
he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  circumstance,  that  hitherto 
there  had  been  no  instance  of  any  change 
in  the  Supreme  Courts  of  any  of  the  three 
kingdoms,  without  a  due  and  solemn  in- 
quiry, in  which  party  feelings  had  no  share. 
But  of  late  they  had  the  Reform  Bill— that 


indecent  proceeding,  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
Bill—that  nasty  job--and  now  the  Scotch 
C'oiirtof  Kxchwpier  Bill — a  hurried  contri- 
vance. He  would  leave  the  first  aldile  fur 
the  present,  but  with  regard  to  tlie  Second, 
his  opinions  were  so  decidedly  against  it, 
that  bethought  thestrongest  language  alone 
could  adequately  express  them,  artd  be  had 
no  doubt  the  thing  wits  Inatiflged  in  the  way 
it  had  been,  because  no  respedtable  mao 
could  be  found  to  declare  on  oath  that  the 
alteration  was  necessary,  atid  the  sole  prin- 
ciple W'as,  to  upset  ancient  rtjlee  and  cds- 
toms,  and  to  induce  the  House  orCoitlnions 
to  set  a  precedent  of  acting  without  due  in- 
formation. In  the  third  case  that  came 
before  them,  the  principle  appeared  Id  be,tD 
abolish  a  court,and  i>ension  two  individuals, 
who,  ho  had  no  doubt  well  deserted  the 
pensions,  but  he  should  have  wished  to 
liave  had  some  inqifiry  put,  whether  th^y 
deserved  them  or  not.  He  was  not  ftrguid|; 
the  question  with  any  feelings  of  nation- 
ality,  and  his  sentiments  were  entirely 
abstracted  from  party;  he  would,  therefore, 
content  himself  with  remarking,  there  had 
been  no  general  changes  in  this  country 
without  being  productive  of  greater  evil 
than  good  ;  and  if  tliey  did  not  legislate 
on  sounder  principles  than  thcj  had  re* 
conlly  done,  the  Law  Courts  of  the  country 
would  become  the  arena  of  political  par- 
ties. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  said,  a  royal  ciMn- 
mission  which  had  been  established  fbrthe 
purpose  of  inquiry,  had  decided  that  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  ought  to  continue,  and 
yet  Ministers  in  opposition  to  that  com- 
mission called  upon  the  House  to  abolikh 
that  court.  It,  therefore,  became  hecesabry 
to  have  the  most  full  and  deliberate  iii- 
(piiry,  and  certainly  the  Gentlemen  piD- 
posed  were  well  qualified  for  the  task,  in 
opposition  to  the  learned  liord  Advocate 
he  uiust  assert,  that  C-omniittees  were  fre- 
({ucntly  enlarged  when  there  appeared  a 
necessity  for  a  more  full  inquiry. 

Mr.  Cro/ter  said,  the  question  was  not 
whether  an  inquiry  should  be  undertaken, 
but  whether  it  should  be  conducted  by 
persons  competent  to  discharge  the  duty*; 
and  he  thought,  if  the  House  would  look 
to  those  already  composing  it,  and  the 
names  of  those  proposed  to  be  added,  they 
could  come  to  but  one  conclusion. 

The  question  wasputthatthe  Lord  Adfo- 
catc  be  added  to  the  Committee.  Agreed 
to. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  and  Mr.  Cam- 
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niin^  Biuce  wcic  nUo  added  lo  the  Com- 
miltre. 

Upon  llic  name  of  Sir  (i.  Wurit'inler 
l»oing  proposed,  a  division  look  plaro,  whtn 
tlnTc  appeurod,  Ayes  ,50  ;  Noi's  1 00 — Ma- 
jority 44.  Tlio  names  of  llui  other  Oun- 
tlenicn  proposed  were  negatived  without  u 
division. 

PllOORr.8S     OF     THE     Rp.FOUM      DlLL.] 

On  the  question  bcinp^  put  that  the  House 
revive  itselt*  into  a  ('Onimittee  on  the 
Reform  Dill, 

Lonl  Ehrintjton  begtjt'd  to  ask  if  it  was 
in  theeontemj)latinn  of  the  noble  J.ord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  KxehcMpicr,  to  make  any 
arranjj^ements  for  the  sittinpj  of  tht;  House 
on  Saturday?  Whrn  he  eonsidiicd  \\\v 
sluwpro<^ressof  the  Ucform  Hill,  and  when 
he  considered  the  state  of  anxiety  which 
prevailed  botli  in  and  out  of  the  House  on 
the  subject,  it  appeared  to  him  necessary 
that  arrangements  slioidd  be  made  to  ex- 
pedite the  Bill  tlirough  the  Committee. 
Trade  and  commerce  had  materially  suf- 
fered, and  they  would  continue  to  do'  so 
while  the  p<:ople  were  kept  in  a  state  of 
sus(>en8eand  anxiety.  He,thf-ri'forc,decmed 
it  prudent  to  su'^i^est  to  the  nrjbie  Lord  the 
propriety  of  resumini::  the  siltini^s  of  the 
House  on  Saturd.iys  so  long  as  the  Dill 
remained  in  Committee. 

Loid  Ailfiorp  said,  he  had  not  hitherto 
contemplated,  nor  had  he,  at  the  present 
moment  any  intention  of  siltinp:  on  Satur- 
ilays.  The  reason  that  this  additional  day 
had  been  formerly  imposed  upon  the  House 
had  its  origin  in  the  dilatory  manner  in 
which  the  Committee  on  the  Keform  Dill 
proceeded,  and,  he  should  add,  nnneeessa- 
nly  delayed,  during  the  last  Session.  No 
Committee  had  ever  before  been  so  pro- 
crastinated. 'I  he  jjresent  Committee  un- 
questi(uiably  got  on  shjwly,  but  still  its 
progress  was  sullieiently  rapid,  to  obvi- 
ate the  necc  silv  of  sitting  on  Salurdiys. 
If,  however,  after  a  short  lime,  it  was 
found  that  the  Committee  did  not  increase 
its  pace,  so  that  the  (juestion  might  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  during  the  Session, 
he  would  undoubtedly  stiggest  the  pro- 
priety of  sitting  on  Saturdays,  until  the 
measure  passed  the  House.  At  all  events, 
he  did  not  intend  that  the  House  should 
sit  on  Saturday  next. 

Lord  Stormont  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
intended  to  take  the  C(mimittee  on  the 
Ileform  Dill  on  the  Wednesdavs.  He  be- 
lieyed  that  there  was  uo  objection  enter- 
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taiiitd  by  the  Hou>e  to  sit  on  that  day, 
with  the  understanding,  however,  that  it 
sIkjuIiI  be  devoted  to  ex|jediting  the  several 
niher  important  measures  waiting  for  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  C  ]V.  Wynn  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  thinking  there  should  be  a  certain 
day  ill  the  week  set  apart  for  the  furthering 
through  their  various  stages  the  several 
measures  before  the  House,  in  some  of 
which  the  country  were  as  much  interested 
as  it  could  possibly  be  in  this  Ileform  Bill. 

Mr.  AUlerman  WuUhtnan  thought  the 
H(»use  should  jirocecd  from  day  to  day 
throii«^hout  the  week  in  the  consideration 
of  the  H«'form  Dill.  An  opinion  prevailed 
otit  of  doors  that  exertions  weie  made  in 
several  (piarlers  to  retard  the  progress  of 
(he  measure,  and  it  would  be  well  if  the 
House  would  unite,  even  at  the  expense  of 
a  little  more  personal  fatigue  and  labour, 
to  give  a  contradiction  to  this  belief.  But 
there  were  other  and  more  paramount 
reasons  why  the  Dill  should  be  expedited. 
The  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country 
were  in  a  slate  of  uncertainty;  and  he 
firmly  believed  they  would  so  remain  mitil 
the  (picstion  was  rinally  settled.  He 
thought  that  if  lion.  Members  would  talk 
less,  l)iit  more  to  the  purpose,  theCominittec 
won  III  soon  be  brought  to  a  conclusion. 

Lord  Althurp  had  already  expressed  his 
intention  with  respect  to  the  sitting  of  the 
House  on  Wednesdays.  It  was  proposed 
that  that  day  should  be  devoted  to  other 
business  before  the  House,  and  that  the 
Reform  Dill  shonld  only  be  considered  on 
MoFidays,  Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Fri- 
days. On  last  Wednesday,  undoubtedly 
the  (3«)mmittce  had  been  proceeded  with, 
but  that  was  only  in  conse(|uence  of  the 
previous  Monday  being  a  dies  mm.  While 
on  the  subject  he  thought  he  might  as 
well  state  that  he  would  move  that  the 
House  should  consider  the  Reform  Ddl  on 
the  ensuing  Wednesday,  as  Tuesday  next 
was  to  be  devoted  to  another  subject. 

Mr.  Crokcr  denied,  in  the  most  em- 
phatic manner,  that  exertions  were  made  by 
one  side  of  the  House  to  retard  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Dill.  Perhaps  he  was  wrong 
in  offering  himself  as  the  champion  of*  the 
one  side  of  the  House,  but,  as  respected 
the  parly  to  which  he  belonged,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  say,  that  no  delay  whatever,  calcu* 
lated  unnecessarily  to  im|)ede  the  Reform 
Dill,  had  originated  with  them.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Alderman,  who,  by  the  bye,  he 
did  not  recollect  to  have  cither  leeu  or 
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heard  during  any  of  the  discussions  either 
on  the  principle  or  details  of  the  measure, 
ought  to  be  more  cautious  in  accusing  the 
House  without  foundation.  If  any  delay 
had  been*  given,  it  was  occasioned  by  the 
necessary  postponement  of  some  parts  of 
the  Bill  by  the  originators  of  the  measure 
themselves;  and  it  therefore  struck  him  as 
extremely  impolitic  in  the  hon.  Alderman, 
supporting,  as  he  did,  his  Majesty *s  Min- 
isters,  to  allude  to  the  topic  of  delay.  The 
hon.  Alderman  had  complained  of  the 
number  of  speeches  made  during  the  dis- 
cussion in  Committee.  Now,  he  would 
beg  to  inform  him,  and  if  the  hon.  Alder- 
man had  attended  in  his  place,  he  would 
have  perceived,  that  any  observations  made 
by  the  Gentlemen  on  that  (Mr.  Crokcr's) 
side  of  the  House  were  invariably  inci- 
dental to  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  and  whcii 
any  extraneous  question  was  started,  the 
supporters,  and  none  but  the  supporters, 
of  the  measure  were  to  blame.  For  in- 
stance, on  the  previous  evening,  a  ques- 
tion was  raised  by  an  hon.  Baronet — as 
great  a  favourer  of  the  Bill  as  any  in  the 
House — which  occasioned  a  very  consider- 
able discussion.  He  repeated,  that  any 
delay  which  had  taken  place  originated 
with  his  Majesty's  Ministers  and  their  sup- 
porters :  not  that  he  meant  to  impute 
any  blame  to  them  on  that  account;  on 
the  contrary,  they  deserved  great  credit 
for  their  candour  in  postponing  certain 
clauses  until  the  House  was  put  in  posses- 
sion of  requisite  information.  For  his  part 
he  could  not  accuse  himself  of  causing  un- 
necessary delay;  he  had  occasionally 
found  it  requisite  to  trouble  the  House 
with  observations,  but  he  had  done  so 
solely  with  a  view  to  render  the  details  of 
th  measure  as  little  objectionable  as 
possible ;  and  he  begged  to  say,  he  would 
continue  to  offer  such  observations  as  he 
might  deem  necessary,  notwithstanding 
any  comments  which  might  be  made  cither 
by  the  hon.  Alderman  or  his  constituents 
on  the  other  side  of  Temple-bar,  to  whom 
he  did  not  give  the  credit  of  knowing 
much  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waitkinan  said,  he  had 
not  alluded  to  either  side  of  the  House  in 
particular.  He  had  merely  stated  an 
opinion  which  he  knew  to  exist  in  several 
parts  of  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  quarrel  with  him  for 
addressing  the  House  at  all;  but  he 
begged  to  observe,  that,  as  a  Representative 
of  Uie  City  of  Loadonj  he  conceived  be 


possessed  quite  as  much  right  to  give 
expression  to  his  sentiments  m  the  Re- 
presentative of  a  rotten  borough;  and 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
disregard  what  fell  from  him,  he  would  still 
persist  in  claiming  his  privilege.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  goue  so  far  as 
to  accuse  him  of  a  neglect  of  duty.  He 
had  not  certainly  addressed  the  Houise  u 
often  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  for 
a  sufFicicntly  good  reason,  that  he  did  not 
so  well  understand  the  intricacy  of  the 
subject.  But  as  to  any  neglect  of  hii 
duty— [**  Spoke,  spoke.'*] 

Mr.  Baring  rose  to  order*  The  question 
before  the  House  was  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair.  He  did  not  see  how  the 
hon.  Alderman  could  enter  into  a  detail  of 
his  services  in  the  cause  of  the  Reform 
Bill. 

Alderman  Waithmcui  said,  he  was  only 
desirous  of  replying  to  a  charge  which  had 
been  made  against  him. 

The  Speaker  begged  to  remind  the  hoo. 
Alderman  he  could  not,  consistently  with 
the  rules  of  the  House,  reply  in  an  expla- 
nation to  a  charge. 

Lord  Ebrington  did  not  wish  to  delay 
the  progress  of  the  Bill,  but  he  could  not 
refrain  from  corroborating  the  assertioo  of 
the  hon.  Alderman,  the  Representative  of 
the  City  of  London.  He  would  repeat  that 
assertion.  He  knew  that  there  did  prevail 
a  very  strong  impression  that  futile  and 
unnecessary  delay  had  been  offered  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bil  I .  He  (  Lord  Ebrington) 
had  regularly  attended  the  diacuuions  on 
the  Bill,  and  he  would  say  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  had  been  a  great  and  unne- 
ccssary  waste  of  both  words  and  time.  The 
country  knew  this  to  be  the  case,  and 
therefore  complained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Croker)  appeared  to  take 
credit  to  himself  for  assisting  the  progress 
of  the  Bill.  He  (Lord  Ebrington)  could 
not  flatter  him  much  on  this  point.  In 
fact  he  could  not  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman credit  for  ever  wishing  to  do  to. 
Much  time  had  been  already  wasted  in 
useless  discussion,  and,  unless  the  Bill 
made  more  rapid  strides,  he  thought  it 
would  be  necessary  to  sit  on  Saturdays. 
He  had  intended  to  submit  a  moUoD  to 
that  effect  to-morrow,  but  in  the  hope 
that  no  further  useless  discussion  would 
be  attempted,  he  would  postpone  doing  so 
until  next  week,  when,  unless  he  found 
the  Bill  making  more  rapid  progress  this 
it  at  present  did,  b«  should  foel  it  hit  (fai^; 
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to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the 
subject. 

8ir  Henry  Hardinge^  after  remarking 
that  the  only  reason  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  motion  he  proposed  to  submit 
was,  that  the  people  out  of  doors  were  not 
satisfied,  proceeded  to  say —  '*  Have  we 
then  already  arrived  at  the  period  when  tlic 
sections  of  London  are  to  dictate  to  this 
House?  For  one.  Sir,  I  never  will  give 
way  to  such  dictation.  1  know  that  the 
way  this  Bill  is  to  be  carried  througli  by 
Government,  is  by  aid  of  the  mob.  I, 
however,  as  one  member  of  Parliament, 
never  will  submit  to  be  dictated  to  by  the 
sections  of  London,  s|)eakiug  through  the 
noble  Lord  as  their  organ.  1  say  again, 
Sir,  that  noble  Lord  shall  not  dictate  to 
me,  or  to  this  House." 

Lord  Ebrington  said,  Sir,  I  beg  leave 
to  contradict  as  positively  and  as  strongly 
as  the  forms  of  this  ?lousc  will  admit,  the 
assertions  made  respecting  the  grounds 
which  induced  me  to  give  notice  of  my 
Motion.  I  would  say,  contradict  the  mis- 
representation, which  I  am  persuaded  was 
unintentionally    made    by  the  hon.    and 

Sllant  Officer,  as  to  the  grounds  of  my 
otion.  I  repel  again  with  indignation 
the  insinuations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer,  of  my  being  the  organ  of  the  mob. 
1  would  not  be  the  organ  of  any  set  of  men 
whose  opinions  did  not  coincide  with  my 
own.  1  would  not  be  the  organ  of  any  set 
of  sentiments  which  did  not  agree  with  my 
own.  1  am  the  Representative  of  a  nu- 
merous and  respectable  constituency — I 
am  an  independent  member  of  Parliament, 
and  I  can  tell  the  gallant  Oflicer,  that  I 
speak  my  opinion  as  honestly,  as  sincerely, 
and  as  independently  as  himself,  or  any 
other  Gentleman  in  this  House. 

Sir  Henry  Hard'uujc  said,  when  the  in- 
temperate cheers  of  certain  hon.  Members 
there  whom  1  have  in  my  eye  shall  have 
ceased,  I  will  answer  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord's  argument  was,  that  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  people  out  of  doors  that 
there  was  an  unnecessary  delay  in  the 
progress  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  that  they 
would  not,  after  a  time,  be  satisfied  if  the 
rate  of  that  progress  was  not  increased — 
unless  the  House  sat  on  Saturdays.  He 
eertainly  did  not  use  the  word  ''  sections," 
when  he  advanced  his  argument  for  the 
Motion  alluded  to.  But  1  say  the  force  of 
that  argument  rested  on  mob  dictation. 
1  say  there  are  certain  Members  in  this 
House  under  the  influence  of  mob  dictation. 


[Cries  from  the  Ministerial  side  of''  name^ 
name."  The  hon.  Member  continued.] 
As  I  am  called  upon  to  name,  1  may  allude 
to  the  fact,  that  Cabinet  Ministers  have, 
in  their  correspondence  with  Political 
Unions,  and  in  the  interchange  of  courte- 
sies with  them,  even  ventured  to  designate 
the  discussion  of  the  House  of  Lords  as 
the  whisper  of  a  faction.  I  apply  again 
to  what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord,  and 
when  I  find  him  resting  his  chief  argument 
on  the  opinions  of  the  people  out  of  doors, 
I  think  1  am  justified  in  concluding  that, 
in  a  great  degree  his  Motion  is  brought 
forward  because  out  of  doors  all  opposition 
to  the  Bill  is  denounced  by  certain  bodies, 
and  because  the  fruit  of  these  opinions 
prevails.  The  noble  Lord  tells  me,  that  he 
repels  with  indignation  something  that  has 
fallen  from  me.  I  do  not  understand  him — 
but  if  he  means  to  say,  that  he  repels  with 
indignation  any  thing  advanced  as  a  fact 
or  opinion  by  inc,  I  receive  this  with  quite 
as  much  indignation  as  he  expresses,  and 
I  am  perfectly  ready  to  meet  it  in  any  way 
the  noble  Ix)rd  chooses — [order].  I  have 
seldom  troubled  the  House  in  the  discus- 
sions upon  this  Bill,  but  whenever  I  hear 
the  opinion  of  [)eople  out  of  doors  ad- 
vanced 'as  an  argument  to  com|N;l  the 
House  to  any  particular  line  of  conduct,  I 
will  always  re|)eat  what  I  have  said  to  the 
noble  Lord,  and  to  any  other  noble  Lord. 
Whatever  opinion  or  statement  of  mine 
the  noble  Lord  repels  with  indignation,  I 
have  only  to  saVy  that  1  repel  whatever 
he  may  urge  against  my  opinions  with 
etiual  indignation.  I  repeat  what  I  have 
before  said,  and  I  have  not  one  iota  to 
retract. 

Lord  Fbrintjton :  "  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  General  stated,  that  1  was  here  the 
organ  of  the  sections  of  London — that  they 
spoke  through  me  as  their  organ.  To 
that  assertion  I  gave,  and  again  give,  a 
positive  denial — a  flat  contradiction.  No 
Gentleman  has  a  right  to  state  what  is  un- 
founded in  fact ;  far  less  when  the  asser- 
tion is  calculated  to  convey  an  unjust 
insinuation.  I  repeat  that  the  assertion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  General  is  per- 
fectly unfounded  in  fact." 

Mr.  Goulburn  was  sure  that  the  House 
would  see  that  the  warmth  displayed  by 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  warrantc^d  by  what 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
friend.  What  his  right  hon .  and  gallant  friend 
said  was,not  that  the  noble  Lord  spoke  there 
as  the  mere  tool  or  orgaa  of  the  i^ctioiie 
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able  to  attend,  he  should  not  have  done  so, 
for  he  would  not  liave  compromised  him- 
self by  attendin<:^  a  meeting  which  the 
hou.  Baronet  called  a  county  mcetinj;,  but 
which  he  understood,  out  of  a  population 
of  above  300,000  persons,  did  not  amount 
to  400,  and  not  150  of  these  were  free- 
holders of  the  county.  Much  as  he  re- 
spected that  county,  and  he  had  good 
reasons  for  respecting  it,  he  must  say,  that 
when  he  read  what  had  fallen  from  hon. 
individuals  who  were  at  the  meeting,  so 
unbecoming  as  it  was,  he  was  glad  that 
he  was  not  present.  lie  must  say,  that, 
when  he  read  what  hud  been  said  at  that 
meeting,  he  did  not  think  the  meeting  had 
done  any  credit  to  the  county.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  touched  u{>on  matter  foreign 
to  the  subject  when  he  spoke  about  the 
Militia.  The  hon.  Baronet  did  not  un- 
derstand the  matter — he  was  no  soldier, 
and  never  had  been  o\n\  unless  he  had 
belonged  to  some  awkward  squad  in  a 
volunteer  corps.  When  the  hon.  Baronet 
talked  of  a  Militia  regiment  expressing 
their  political  opinions,  he  ought  to  know 
that  such  an  expression  of  opinion  was  op- 
posed to  all  propriety.  He  (Colonel  Sib- 
thorp)  had  been  in  the  regular  service,  and 
he  was  now  in  the  Militia;  but  he  assert- 
ed, most  positively,  that  he  never  had,  and 
never  would  be  connected  with  a  regiment 
which  interfered  with  |>olitical  matters ; 
and  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  if 
he  was  under  his  command  and  violated 
his  duty  by  giving  utterance,  as  an  oificcr, 
to  political  opinions,  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp) 
would  put  the  hon.  Baronet  under  arrest. 
He  should  now  only  add,  that  if  the  reasons 
given  by  the  hon.  Baronci  for  the  disbanding 
of  the  Lincoln  Militia  was  the  true  reason, 
he  was  glad  of  it.  He  begged  to  say,  that 
he  had  not  misrepresented  the  county  of 
Lincoln ;  and  when  the  hon.  Baronet  ac- 
cused him  of  often  having  done  so,  the 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  have  refuted  the 
misrepresentation  earlier.  He  was  utterly 
incapable  of  misrepresentation ;  but  though 
he  had  known  the  hon.  Baronet  for  years, 
and  had  met  him  frequently  in  friendship, 
he  must  say,  that  the  statement  was  un- 
founded in  truth.  He  asserted  that  there 
was  aconsiderable  re-action  in  the  county  of 
Lincoln,  to  the  hon.  Baronet's  discomfort, 
and  however  facetious  the  hon.  Baronet 
chose  to  be  upon  it,  he  was  well  acquaint- 
ed with  the  fact. 

Sir  William  Ingilby  said,  that  the  gal- 
lant Colonol  was  a  wclUbred  soldiefi  and 


it  was  a  pity  for  the  county  that  he  had 
not  the  command  of  the  Mklitia  there; 
and  the  gallant  Colonel  was  no  doubt 
right  when  he  said  he  would  put  a  man 
under  his  command  under  his  arrest,  if  that 
man  violated  military  discipline  by  the  in- 
troduction of  politics.  He  should  have  DO 
objection  to  serve  under  the  g^lant  Co- 
lonel, for  he  was  sure  the  gallant  Colonel 
would  act  in  a  straight-forward  manner, 
which  the  present  authorities  had  not  done 
when  they  got  up  a  miserable  squabble  at 
Stamford,  and  misled  the  Government  by 
their  account  of  the  matter. 

The  17th  Clause  was  then  agreed  to. 

The  25th  Clause,  enacting  that  no 
person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  for  acoonty 
in  respect  of  certain  copyholds  and  lea»- 
holds  in  a  borough,  read. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewisy  in  reference  ta 
this  clause,  requested  the  noble  Lord* 
would  inform  him  whether  a  burgess,  who 
had  the  right  of  voting  as  owner  or  occa- 
pier  of  a  10/.  house,  could  vote  in  a  bo- 
rough as  a  freeman,  and  in  the  county  as 
a  freeholder  ?  He  meant,  of  course,  wbea 
such  person  did  not  claim  the  r^t  of 
voting  in  the  borough  in  virtue  of  the 
house  he  occupied. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  in  reply  to  the 
right  houi  Gentleman,  that  there  was  no 
intention  to  give  an  individual  two  votes. 
A  person  might  have  his  option,  either  to 
vote  in  the  borough  as  a  freeman,  or  in 
the  county  as  a  freeholder,  if  his  premises 
were  under  10/.  value  annually,  but  be 
you  Id  not  be  allowed  to  vote  for  both. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  26th  Clause,  enacting  that  pos* 
session  for  a  certain  time,  and  regbtralioo, 
are  essential  to  the  right  of  voting  for  a 
county. 

Lord  AWiorp  stated,  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  Bill,  which  was 
not  likely  to  pass  so  early  as  to  render  it 
necessary  to  make  a  specific  enactment  for 
the  registration  of  the  present  year,  he 
would  move,  that  the  blank  be  nlled  up 
with  the  words  '*  the  20th  of  June." 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  he  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  repeating  the  sugges- 
tion he  had  made  last  Session,  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  ex|)cditing  the  Bill,  and  to 
aflbrd  time  for  deliberation  upon  other 
subjects,  it  would  be  highly  desirable  to 
divide  the  Bill,  after  the  34th  or  35lh 
clause,  when  the  rights  of  voting  were  all 
determined,  and  to  leave  the  question  of 

registration  and  subordinate  detali  Ibr 
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leparate  discussion.  These,  he  thought, 
might  be  much  better  discussed  in  a  Com- 
mittee up-stairs. 

Lord  Alihorp  must  object  to  the  propo- 
sition of  his  right  hon.  friend.  He  thought 
the  House  would  never  pass  a  Bill  which 
granted  certain  rights  of  voting,  without 
determining  the  mode  in  which  such 
rights  were  to  be  exercised. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  27th  Clause  being  read,  which 
enactSy  that  the  right  of  voting  in  boroughs 
shall  be  enjoyed  by  occupiers  of  houses, 
drc.y  of  the  annual  value  of  10/., 

Mr.  Htmi  rose  to  propose  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He 
hoped,  for  the  sake  of  the  principle,  it 
would  meet  with  better  success  than  it  did 
last  Session,  especially  after  the  convinc- 
ing qpeech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Thet- 
ford  (Mr.  Baring)  last  night.  His  amend- 
ment was,  that  all  householders,  all  payers 
of  rates  and  taxes,  should  have  a  vote.  The 
principle  was  one  known  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  was  acted  upon  in  Westminster, 
Southwark,  and  other  places.  The  prin- 
ciple was,  that  all  persons  who  occupied  a 
bouse,  and  paid  taxes,  should  have  a  vote ; 
and  every  man  liable  to  be  called  upon  to 
serve  in  the  Militia,  had  as  great  a  stake 
in  the  good  Government  of  the  country  as 
the  first  Peer  of  the  realm.  Nothing 
could  be  more  complicated  than  the  right 
of  voting  given  by  this  Bill.  It  would 
give  rise  to  endless  litigation,  unless  some 
measure  was  had  recourse  to,  to  simplify 
these  rights.  All  he  required  was,  a  vote 
for  every  householder  who  paid  taxes,  and 
the  Bill  even  went  beyond  that  principle 
in  some  instances,  by  allowing  |>ersons 
who  lived  in  lodgings,  and  who,  therefore, 
in  many  instances,  had  no  property  what- 
ever, the  right  of  voting.  Besides  this, 
the  determining  the  value  of  10/.  houses 
would  give  rise  to  endless  disputes  and 
litigation.  What  was  now  going  on  at 
Quarter  Sessions  relating  to  the  law  of 
settlement,  which  resteil  upon  houses  of 
that  value,  would  be  transferred  to  the 
Barristers'  Court.  Surveyors  would  be 
called  on,  who  would  give  contradictory 
opinions,  and  everlasting  squabbles  must 
be  the  inevitable  result.  The  annual  re- 
gistry would  cause  more  excitement  than 
an  Annual  Parliament,  which  he  had  always 
advocated,  but  would  be  attended  with 
nnmixed  evil,  as  there  would  be  no  means 
to  carry  off  the  local  eflervescence  which 
would  prevail  from  one  registry  to  another. 


He  believed  many  Gentlemen  agreed  with 
him  in  these  opinions,  but  would  not  avow 
them,  although  they  talked  of  the  intelli- 
gence, loyalty,  and  good  sense  of  the 
people  of  England.  They  would  not  follow 
out  the  necessary  consequences  flowing 
from  such  sentiments,  and  give  every 
father  of  a  family  a  vote.  He  had  no 
hope  of  carrying  the  Motion  now,  but  he 
had  no  doubt  that  in  a  very  few  years 
either  this  or  some  still  stronger  measure 
would  be  adopted.  He  wished,  therefore, 
to  place  his  opinions  on  record,  and  would 
content  himself  with  moving,  **  That  all 
householders  paying  taxes,  shall  have  a 
vote  for  the  respective  Members  to  be 
chosen  in  the  next,  and  every  succeeding 
Parliament." 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  opposed  the 
amendment.  It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House,  that  this  proposition 
was  discussed,  and  unanimously  decided 
against  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course 
of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  He 
certainly  thought  that  Ministers,  in  giving 
the  vote  to  10/.  householders,  had  gone  as 
low  in  the  qualification  as  they  ought  to  go; 
but  there  was  a  great  deal  of  good  sense, 
however,  in  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  with  respect  to  the  advantages  which 
would  arise  from  the  qualification  being 
got  at  by  means  of  the  rates  of  the  whole 
of  the  country,  if  they  could  be  fairly  and 
equitably  assessed,  in  that  case,  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  he  would  not 
merely  require  that  the  voters  should  be 
rated  to  the  poor,  but  also  to  the  full  ex- 
tent of  the  value  of  the  House ;  and  he 
would  provide  that  no  person  should  have 
a  vote  in  any  Ijorough  who  was  not  rated 
to  the  full  value  of  10/.  a-year.  it  was 
impossible,  however,  that  this  proposition 
could  be  carried  into  effect  in  the  present 
state  of  rating,  because  it  was  so  unequal- 
ly and  differently  proportioned,  that  it  was 
quite  impossible,  from  it,  to  say  whether  a 
house  was  worth  10/.,  12/.,  or  20/.  The  pre- 
sent Bill,  however,  was  undoubtedly  better 
than  the  last,  as  far  as  the  10/.  clause  was 
concerned,  but  there  were  still  opportuni- 
ties for  abuses  and  evasions.  This  was  a 
most  important  clause,  particularly  when  it 
was  taken  in  connexion  with  the  succeeding 
one ;  and  he  wished  to  call  the  noble 
lord's  attention  to  a  statement  he  was 
about  to  make  respecting  it.  The  clause, 
taken  by  itself,  provided  that  no  person 
should  have  a  vote  who  was  not  in  the  oc- 
cupation of  a  house  of  the  value  of  10/.; 
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lliis  occupation,  if  tlic  occupier  be  fairly 
regiBtered  according  to  the  pToviaions  of 
tlie  Bill,  would  enable  him  to  vole,  provid- 
ed he  was  rated  to  the  poor,  and  had  paid 
up  all  liis  rates.  What  he  wan  about  to 
male  waa  most  material  with  reference  to 
the  next  clause,  because  thnt  iniroduced 
811  entirely  new  principle;  he  would  not 
say  whether  it  was  rijrht  or  wrong,  but  he 
was  sure  it  demanded  the  most  serious 
<:onsi  derail  on  That  clnuse-^the  twenty- 
eighth — said  that  it  was  not  necessary 
n  ]ierson  ishould  have  occupied  the  same 
premises  during  the  whole  lime,  hnt  he 
might  have  occupied  diU'ereut  premises  in 
succession.  To  shew  how  this  provision 
would  work  was  his  object.  It  was  in  the 
))Ower  of  any  person  in  possession  of  pre- 
mises, to  go  lo  the  overseer  and  Insist 
upon  being  rated :  he  had  a  right  to  be 
ruled  on  the  very  day  he  entered  upon  the 
occupation.  A  person  might  occupy 
twelve  dift'erenl  houses  in  the  course  of  ihe 
twelve  months;  and  it  would  only  be  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  have  paid  tlie  rates 
for  the  premises,  in  respect  of  which  he 
claimed  the  liglit  of  voting.  It  ap|icarcd 
to  him  there  was  no  provision  whatever 
that  a  person  must  have  paid  the  rates  for 
any  other  tenement  than  the  last  he  occu- 
pied. He  thought  an  amendment  should 
he  hitroduced,  having  the  object  of  making 
a  man  prove  the  payment  of  the  rates  fur 
all  the  successive  premises  he  might  liave 
uccupiedduringiheycarbefore  he  waa  enti- 
tled to  be  registered.  There  was  one  im- 
provement in  the  present  Dill  over  the  last, 
however,  that  the  registry  was  not  to  be 
completed  until  three  months  after  the  in- 
sertion of  the  names  therein.  This  would 
afibi'd  some  addiiionul  sccniity  for  u  bomi 
_/ide  occupation,  for  that  lime  at  least, 
lie  confessed,  however,  lie  thiinght  t^umc- 
thing  was  still  wanting  to  secure  the  ad- 
vantages of  permanence  and  stability  in  the 
constituency.  lie  should  prefer  a  fixed 
(jnalification  of  even  rj.  a-year  to  a  shilling 
and  fugitive  one,  whereby  a  class  of  voters 
might  he  let  in  without  respectHhility  or 
character.  A  general  registry  of  the  whole 
kingdom,  for  the  qu.diiication  of  voters, 
was  certainly  a  dcsimble  object,  hut  it 
would  be  exceedingly  diflirult  to  nitain. 

Sir  Roherl  Pce/siiid,  the  learned  tien- 
tieman  who  spoke  hxat  Ir.id  oli$crvi'd,lhut 
he  could  not  absent  to  any  prupds.il  I'lU' 
altering  the  Ml/.  i|n:dilii':iiiiMi  hv  Ih.' 
substitution  of  another  ainunnt  of  .lunuul 
value  in  lieu  of  1 01. ;  and  possibly  if  there 


was  any  necessity  for  Gsing  t  speci 
(jualiii cation  to  be  indiscriminftlely  a 
universally  applied,  he  might  agree  ■ 
him.  But  he  must  deny  that  a 
sulBcient  reasons  had  been  alleged 
adopting  the  10/.  qualtficatioa  u  t 
rule  without  exception  for  every  to 
and'  borough.  Hit  great  objectiou 
this  (inalilieation  was,  that  it  was  i 
plied  to  every  place  in  the  United  Kit 
dom,  no  matter  what  the  size,  wealA, 
population  of  that  place.  It  was  m 
a  mistake  to  say,  that  this  would  proai 
uniformity  of  voting ;  for  the  class  wh 
paid  10/.  rent  in  one  place  was  veryi 
ferent  from  the  class  which  paid  the  h 
amount  of  rent  in  another.  He  was  f 
pared  to  place  the  qualificalioa  bd 
10/.  in  several  towns  and  borought;  i 
he  had  felt  some  sofprisB  that  tha  pt 
Lord  did  not  retain  the  scot-and-lot  fr 
chise  in  ail  the  old  boroughs  that  wen 
retain  their  franchise,  in  which  he  ft>i 
the  scot-and  lot  right  in  existence.  '. 
objection  to  this  was,  that  the  scot-a 
lot  franchise  was  more  liable  to  abase, 
conse(|uence  of  the  poverty  of  many 
those  by  whoni  it  was  exercised.  He  wo 
venture  to  say,  however,  that  there  i 
scarcelyany  place  in  which  theacot-and' 
voters  would  not  be  found  as  lespecti 
and  as  independent  as  the  10/.  rent-paj 
in  very  large  manufacturing  towns.  1 
objection  arising  fi  am  poverty  applied  ■ 
at  least  equal  force  to  the  latter  claM 
voters.  When  it  was  considered  thi 
class  of  persons  were  to  be  admitted  to 
franchise  who  had  no  fiied  habitatio 
as  they  might  shili  them  several  tiiaa 
the  course  of  a  twelvemonth,  who  w 
not  trusted  by  their  landlords  for  m 
th.in  a  weekly  payment  of  rent,  it  »o] 
be  seen  that  the  lOl.  qualification  was 
test  of  resjiectabilily.  By  retaining  I 
scot-and-lot  voters,  more  variety  woi 
have  been  given  to  the  franchise,  and  s  li 
of  connection  preserved  between  the  I 
presenlittive  body  and  that  clasa  of  hou 
holders  which  paid  the  imalleit  WROonl 
rent.  Acting  under  thisopinion,  hewoi 
certainly  have  preferred  the  raising  of  i 
qualification  above  101.  in  the  larg 
towns,  and  adopting  in  the  smaller 
course  somewhat  similar  to  that  adopi 
by  the  noble  Lord  with  respect  to  freen 
c.f  ror|iiiriilioiis,  liy  giving  a  rightof  voti 
<<i  all  liLu^iholiliTswho  payrales.  He 
|»';>l<  d.  tha).  by  thi);  plan,  they  would  hi 
st:cured  an  equally  independent  dtss 
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voters,  and,  at  the  same  time,  preserved 
the  link  which  unites  the  poor  voter  witli 
his  richer  neighbour.  He  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  this  class  of  men  were 
all  above  poverty,  and,  in  small  towns, 
capable  of  exercising;  their'  right  with  dis- 
cretion and  independence.  With  respect 
to  the  large  towns  now  about  to  be  en- 
franchised for  the  first  time,  he  was  not 
at  that  time  prepared  to  say  that  10/.,  15/., 
20/.,  or  any  other  given  amount,  would  be 
the  proper  and  just  (jualilication ;  but  he 
must  declare,  without  wishing  to  introduce 
into  the  consideration  of  tliis  (jucstion  any 
topics  connected  with  the  general  principle 
of  lleform,  that  he  bitterly  lamented  that 
the  Government  did  not  take  more  time 
than  six  weeks  to  consider  the  dotails  of 
their  measure.  Aftcrthe  Ministers  had  come 
to  the  determination  to  introduce  a  Reform 
as  extensive  as  this,  six  months  might 
have  been  fairly  required  by  them  for  the 
purpose  of  maturely  considering  the  de- 
tails of  that  Reform,  and  (he  various  clas- 
ses of  constituency  to  be  established  un- 
der the  system.  Take  the  case  of  Man- 
chester, Rirminghani,  or  Ixcds,  which  are 
to  be  enfranchised.  The  constituent  body 
of  those  towns  ought  certainly  to  be  so 
numerous  as  to  ensure  a  |)0|)ular  right  of 
election  far  out  of  the  reach  of  any  indi- 
vidual control,  but  it  ought  also  to  be 
formed  on  such  principles  as  to  ensure  the 
just  weight  of  intelligence,  character  and 
property  combined.  The  true  interest  of 
those  great  societies  woidd  not  be  consult- 
ed by  turbulent  elections  and  return  of 
reckless  demagoguts.  He  did  not  see 
any  impossibility  in  carrying  into  eilect 
the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Thetfoid  last  nij^ht,  that  they 
should  take  .'^,000  or  4,000  of  the  highest- 
ruled  persons  in  a  lar^e  town,  and  ^ive 
them  the  right  of  voting.  The  (piesiion 
would  be,  whether  by  such  a  proceeding 
they*  would  not  establish  an  independent 
system  of  Representation,  free  from  abuse, 
and  ensuring  to  the  inteHigence,  know* 
ledge,  and  res|)ectabilitY  of  the  town,  their 
just  influence.  He  saw  no  reason  why  this 
suggestion  should  not  be  adopted  in^caACS 
wherein  the  Legislature  was  about  to  con- 
fer new  privileges,  and  might,  theref(>re, 
proceed  on  what  |iiiuri|)le  it  pleased.  lie 
wanted  no  restriction  on  the  lij^ht  of  voting 
in  such  plaetrs  as  ManchestcT  and  liir- 
mingham,  save  tlr.H  ulnrii  mi^iit  Im- 
iii*ct!>sary  to  prevent  the  prcijoiuiiianre  of 
numbers    over    propeity    -and   of  popu- 
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lar  passion  over  the  deliberate  judgment 
of  the  educated  and  reflecting  classes. 
The  relations  of  those  towns  to  the  com- 
munity at  large  were  very  important — 
their  interests  were  very  varied  and  very 
complicated,  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
those  relations  would  not  be  comprehend- 
ed, and  those  interests  would  not  be  pro- 
moted, by  the  triumph  of  demagogues. 
He  could  not  then  say  what  was  the  pre- 
cise amount  of  (pndification  which  should 
have  been  fixed  for  the  great  manufactur- 
ing towns,  but  of  this  he  was  assured,  that 
the  right  of  Representation  would  be  a 
curse  instead  of  a  beneiit  to  those  towns, 
if  that  right  did  not  ensure  to  property 
and  intelligence  their  just  influence  in  the 
return  of  Members.  Entertaining  these 
opinions  on  the  principle,  he  had  strong 
objections  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  determine  the  value  of  the 
property  that  was  to  confbr  a  vote.  A 
house  and  land,  paving  together  10/.  rent, 
was  hereafter  to  give  to  the  person  occu- 
pying it  a  right  of  voting.  lie  much 
feart^l  that  serious  .evils  would  arise  from 
this.  It  held  out  to  landlords  an  induce- 
ment to  take  away  land  from  the  |X)or 
occupier  who  now  held  it,  and  to  add  it 
to  a  5/.  house,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
the  rent  of  house  and  land  together  up  to 
10/.  Its  tendency  was  to  create  a  petty 
oligarchy  in  every  town  more  oflensive 
than  that  which  they  superseded,  lie  was 
confident,  indeed,  that  the  difliculty  of 
determining  the  value,  and  ascertaining 
the  qualitication  in  practice  would  l)e  so 
great  as  would  lead  to  the  necessity  of 
reconsidering  that  part  of  the  Dill.  He 
would  give  them  an  instance  of  that  difli- 
culty out  of  many  he  possessed,  from  the 
borough  with  which  hcwasbestacipiainted. 
His  Majesty's  (Government  had  wished  to 
a.seertain  the  numlnr  of  houses  of  the 
value  of  10/.  annual  rent,  w  ithin  the  limits 
of  the  borough  of  Tamworth.  Two  persons 
were  selected  to  procure  the'necessary  in- 
formation, the  town-clerk,  and  the  church- 
warden— men  in  every  respect  well  quali- 
fied for  such  a  task,  anci  possessing  all 
requisite  industry  and  information.  Tlie 
return  was  made.  The  town-clerk  stated, 
there  were  202  houses  rated  at  10/.,  and 
the  churehwardeu  returned  325,  andthe.se 
conflicting  returns  were  made  for  a 
boronuh  containing  only  72'.)  inhabited 
lioiises.  Ample  time  was  tj;iven  to  m:ike 
the  return,  and  he  believed  it  was  as  com- 
plete as  it  could  be  made ;   but  the  dif* 
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ference  btosb  from  the  town-clerk  taking 
the  Poor-rateR  as  his  guide,  anil  the 
churchwarden  taking  the  Charcb-ratcs. 
Now,  he  would  just  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  condition  of  a  stranger  going 
down  for  two  or  three  days  to  one  of  tliese 
boroughs,  to  make  a  relurn  of  the  number 
of  houses  valued  at  10/.  What  was  the 
prospect  that  his  judgment  could  be 
relied  upon  when  men  so  intimately  ac- 
(juainted  with  the  localities  presented 
such  discrepancies  in  their  statements  ? 
He  would  give  them  another  case,  which 
occurred  a  fortnight  ago  in  a  southern 
county,  without  the  parties  having  the 
slightest  conception  that  it  would  ever  be 
appealed  to  as  ati  argument  in  a  (juestion 
of  Reform  : — A  doubt  arose  whether  a 
party  had  gained  a  settlement  by  occupy- 
ing a  house  of  the  value  of  1 0/.  Two  days 
were  occupied  in  the  hearing.  Fourteen 
Magistrates  were  on  the  bench.  Elaborate 
speeches  were  made  on  both  sides,  and 
at  the  conclusion  the  Magistrates  divided  : 
seven  of  the  fourteen  were  of  opinion 
that  the  house  was  of  the  value  of  10^., 
and  seven  were  cqxially  satisfied  that  it 
was  not.  Now,  if  it  were  so  difficult  to 
decide  on  a  disputed  question  of  value,  in 
a  case  wherein  tlicre  was  so  little  cither  of 
interest  or  passion,  or  party  feeling,  to 
disturb  the  judgmcjit,  what  must  be  the 
obstacles  to  be  surmounted  in  an  imiuiry 
before  a  stranger  in  cases  wherein  so  many 
and  sufh  powerful  personal  feelings  and 
interests  would  be  brought  into  collision  ? 
He  apprehended  tliat  he  did  not  exaggerate 
much,  when  he  said  that  the  expense,  and 
the  delay,  and  the  difficulty  would  form 
a  serious  obstacle  to  the  working  of  the 
Bill;  and  he  regretted  much  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  and  its  framers  had  not  looked  a 
little  more  closely  at  the  (pialilicatiou  in 
(heJuryBlll,  which  was  of  a  much  sim- 
pler character.  The  Juryman  was  qu alt- 
tied,  either  by  the  occupation  of  a  house 
rated  at  20/.  to  the  Poor-rate,  or  of  a  house 
having  fifteen  windows.  The  expense  of 
procuring  evidence  to  ascertain  the  value 
of  10/.  houses  would  be  great  in  all  dis- 
puted cases.  Supposing  a  person,  resi- 
dent in  London,  who  had  a  vote  in 
Cornwall  in  right  of  a  house  of  the  de- 
scription in  question,  were  compelled  to 
prove  his  right,  to  how  mueb  inconve- 
nience, and  to  how  much  exiMmsr  might 
he  not  be  put?  The  witnesses  were  lo 
have  a  viaticum,  and,  as  he  undcrslood, 
graduated  according  to  their  condition  hi 


These  expenses  were  to  be  of  Ci 
stant  recurrence.  They  must  be  defra; 
every  year,  and  by  whom  ?  By  the  pa 
claiming  a  right  to  vote  ?  No ;  but  by 
whole  community,  and  the  nnfortnn 
scot-and-lot  voters  who  were  depriret 
the  franchise,  would  have  to  pay  the 
penses  of  those  on  whom  it  was  confer 
He  implored  the  House  to  pause  be 
they  burthened  the  Poor-rates  with  s 
a  charge  as  this,  and  to  endeavour  to 
certain  whether  a  more  simple  test  mi 
not  be  devised  for  ascertaioing  the  qiu 

Lord  Joka  Riitsell  said,  the  princ 
objection  of  the  right  hoR.  Baronet  i 
that  there  was  too  great  a  variety,  inti 
of  there  being  a  general  uniformity, 
sufl'rage;  and  that  the  right  of  anfti 
instead  of  being  low  tn  the  imall  toi 
and  higher  in  the  large  towns,  was,  oo 
contrary,  too  high  in  the  small  towns, 
too  low  in  the  large  towns.  This  the  ri 
hon.  Gentleman  considered  to  be  a  gi 
defect.  Now,  he  must  contend,  on 
other  hand,  that  if  they  had  made 
franchise  low  in  the  small  boroughs, 
high  in  the  large  towns,  the  system  wc 
be  much  worse,  and  must  of  neceisit] 
mischievous  to  the  principles  of  prid 
Reform.  I.et  the  House,  ia  the  I 
place,  take  the  smaller  boroughs.  Tl 
was  no  one  acquainted  with  electi 
in  this  country  who  would  not  admit,  I 
boroughs  where  tlie  scot-and-lot  i 
tcm  of  voting  prevailed  were  exceedii 
corrupt,  and  were  the  most  disgrac 
blols  that  existed  in  the  Represenlati 
In  two  or  three  of  these  boroughs  a  c 
stituency  was  lo  be  found  of  so  wrelclu 
character,  that  they  were  always  nad; 
receive  twenty  or  twenty-five  guineas 
the  price  of  their  suffrages.  When  1 
were  allowed  to  send  Representatives 
Parliament,  it  was  deemed  necessary  I 
their  suffrages  should  be  founded 
something  above  that  which  was  mei 
nominal.  It  was  considered  just  and  « 
chat  men  possessing  the  elective  fiand 
should  be  above  the  temptation  of  a  br 
Then  let  them  take  the  larger  towns,  i 
consider  whether  any  good  reason  ckii 
for  raising  the  right  of  suffrage  higher  i 
respect  to  them.  The  right  hoa.  Bon 
stated  truly,  that  the  scot-and-lot  fi 
chisc  brought  a  great  number  of  the  lo 
siirt  of  voters  more  immediately  in  conl 
with  tlic  ('onstitution,  which  he  viewec 
a  circumstance  of  great  imporlance.    1 
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he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  mistakea  in  his  application  of  the 
just  and  equitable  principle  on  which  his 
argument  was  founded.     This  lower  de- 
scription of  voters  in  the  small  insignificant 
boroughs  had  little  knowledge  of  political 
rights,  and  paid  less  attention  to  them ; 
those   who  really  considereil   these  sub- 
jects were  to  be  found  in  that  great  and 
numerous  class  of  tradesmen   and  arti- 
sans who   inhabited  large  towns.     They 
took    an    interest  in  political   questions, 
and  they  would  therefore  be  likely  to  select 
men  calculated  to  represent  their  interests 
and  to  support  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try in  Parliament.    Now,  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's    suggestion   were   followed,    it 
would   let  in  the   suffrages  of  voters  in 
small  boroughs,  who  took  no  interest,  or 
scarcely  any  interest  in  political  matters, 
and   it  would  keep  out  the  suffrages   of 
those  who  really  did  take  an  interest  in 
tliem.     in  both  respects,  by  making  the 
right  of  suffrage  lower  in  the  small  bo- 
roughs,  and  higher  in  the  great   towns, 
they  would  injure  the  Bill ;  and  in  both 
respects  they  would  injure  the  constituency 
of  the  country.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had   stated   fairly   the    objections   wliich 
might  be  raised  against  taking  value  as 
the  criterion  of  the  right  of  Suffrage.     On 
that  point  he  could  only  say,  that  if  any 
mode  could  be  devised  by  which  the  right 
of  suffrage  could  be  ascertained  without 
trouble,    inconvenience,    or   expense,   he 
would   most   readily  adopt  it;    but   until 
such   a  mode  was  discovered,   he  would 
adhere  to  that  which  the  Bill  contained,  as 
being,  under  all  circumstances,  the  best. 
If  the  right  of  voting  were  to  be  decided 
by   rate,   it  would    not  answer;    because 
rating  was  very  different  in  dillVrcnt  places. 
In  some  places  a  house  was  rated  on   the 
value  of   10/.  a-year,   which  was   barely 
worth  that  amount;  whilst  in  others  that 
rate  was  affixed  to  a  house  worth  50/.  or 
60/.  a*year.     But  it  was  perfectly  evident 
that   there   was    no   way   of   framing    a 
clause    free  from   objection   if  they   ad- 
mitted value  at  all,  whether  actual  or  rated, 
as  the  criterion.     He,  however,   saw  no 
mode  less  objectionable  than   that  which 
was  proposed.     If  rent  was  taken   as  the 
criterion,  the  punctual  payer  would  in  some 
cases  be  deprived  of  his  right  of  voting,  while 
the  person  who  did  not  so  pay  would  retain 
it.     For  instance  in  Manchester  there  was 
a   person   who   had    a    numb<'r  of  small 
houses  let  at  from    10/.  to  11/.   a-year. 
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Those  tenants  who  had  paid  regularly 
had  an  allowance,  which  brought  the 
rent  down  to  9/.  or  9/.  10*.  Now  if 
rent  were  the  criterion,  these  last  would 
be  excluded,  while  the  persons  who  did 
not  pay  punctually  would  have  a  vote. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  apparently 
overlooked  one  essential  difference  be- 
tween the  respective  operations  of  the  jury 
laws  and  the  elective  franchise;  in  the 
first,  the  person  was  called  upon  to  ex- 
ercise a  burthensome  and  in  some  in- 
stances expensive  duty  ;  in  the  latter  case 
a  privilege  was  conferred.  Further  he  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  cor- 
rect in  supposing  that  the  expense  of 
litigation  would  fall  upon  the  Poor-rate. 
There  were  some  other  points  urged  by  him 
which  would  be  more  appropriately  an- 
swered in  a  future  stage  of  the  proceeding. 

Sir  Charles  Wcthcrcll  said,  he  was  as 
much  opposed  to  the  10/.  franchise  in  the 
present  Bill  as  in  the  former.  Indeed  it 
appeared  to  him,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
operation  of  it  would  be  found  still  more 
objectionable.  The  former  Bill  afforded 
four  tests  by  which  the  qualification  might 
be  ascertained — the  rent  actually  paid,  the 
agreement  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
the  being  rated  at  10/.,  and  the  value  of 
the  house.  The  framers  of  the  present 
measure  had,  however,  thought  fit  to 
abandon  three  of  these  tests,  and  to  adopt 
**valuc"  alone.  Now,  in  his  opinion,  in 
doing  so  they  had  chosen  the  very  worst 
criterion.  It  would  give  rise  to  innumer- 
able disputes,  and  who,  he  wished  to 
know,  was  to  defray  the  expense  of  this 
litigation  ?  Why,  the  individuals  who  had 
no  votes  would  be  favoured  with  the 
agreeable  privilege  of  paying,  to  ascertain 
the  right  of  those  who  had.  An  odious 
oligarchical  distinction  would  be  thus  es- 
tablished. The  man  who  possessed  a  10/. 
house  would  be  allowed  to  vote,  while  his 
neighbour,  whose  tenement  was  not  worth 
quite  so  much,  was  excluded  from  the 
right  of  suffrage.  And  the  individual  pos- 
sessing this  oligarchical  distinction  had 
also  this  advantage,  that  the  man  who  had 
no  vote  contributed  to  pay  the  expense  of 
ascertaining  the  other  man*s  right.  This 
would  be,  it  was  true,  an  oligarchy  of 
shop-keepers,  but  it  would  excite  as  much 
ill-feeling  in  its  sphere,  as  that  oligarchy 
which  was  so  much  spoken  of  in  that 
House  was  supposed  to  do.  If  a  man's 
name  were  omitted  in  the  list  of  voters,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  Why,  he  must 
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ference  arose  from  tbe  town-clerk  takini^ 
the  Poor-rates  as  his  guide,  and  the 
churchwarden  taking  the  Church-rates. 
Now,  he  would  just  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  condition  of  a  stranger  going 
down  for  two  or  three  days  to  one  of  these 
boroughs,  to  make  a  return  of  the  number 
of  houses  va1ue<l  at  10/.  What  was  the 
prospect  that  his  judgment  could  be 
relied  upon  when  men  so  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  localities  presented 
such  discrepancies  in  their  statements? 
He  would  give  them  another  case,  which 
occurred  a  fortnight  ago  in  a  southern 
county,  without  the  parties  having  the 
slightest  conception  that  it  would  ever  be 
appealed  to  as  an  argument  in  a  question 
of  Reform  : — A  doubt  arose  whether  a 
party  had  gained  a  settlement  by  occupy- 
ing a  house  of  the  value  of  10/.  Two  days 
were  occupied  in  the  hearing.  Fourteen 
Magistrates  were  on  the  bench.  Elaborate 
speeches  were  made  on  both  sides,  and 
at  the  conclusion  the  Magistrates  divided : 
seven  of  the  fourteen  were  of  opinion 
that  the  jiouse  was  of  the  value  of  10/., 
and  seven  were  equally  satisfied  that  it 
was  not.  Now,  if  it  were  so  difficult  to 
decide  on  a  disputed  question  of  value,  in 
a  case  wherein  there  was  so  little  cither  of 
interest  or  passion,  or  party  feeling,  to 
disturb  the  judgment,  what  must  be  the 
obstacles  to  be  surmounted  in  an  inquiry 
before  a  stranger  in  cases  wherein  so  many 
and  such  powerful  personal  feelings  and 
interests  would  be  brought  into  collision  ? 
He  apprehended  that  he  did  not  exaggerate 
much,  when  he  said  that  the  expense,  and 
the  delay,  and  the  difficulty  would  form 
a  serious  obstacle  to  the  working  of  the 
Bill ;  and  he  regretted  much  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  and  its  framers  had  not  looked  a 
little  more  closely  at  the  qualification  in 
the  Jury  Bill,  which  was  of  a  much  sim- 
pler character.  The  Juryman  was  quali- 
fied, either  by  the  occupation  of  a  house 
rated  at  20/.  to  the  Poor-rate,  or  of  a  house 
having  fifteen  windows.  The  expense  of 
procuring  evidence  to  ascertain  the  value 
of  10/.  houses  would  be  great  in  all  dis- 
puted cases.  Supposing  a  person,  resi- 
dent in  London,  who  had  a  vote  in 
Cornwall  in  right  of  a  house  of  the  de- 
scription in  question,  were  compelled  to 
prove  his  right,  to  how  much  inconve- 
nience, and  to  how  much  expense  might 
he  not  be  put?  The  witnesses  were  to 
have  a  viaticum,  and,  as  he  understood, 
graduated  according  to  their  condition  in 


life.  These  expenses  were  to  be  of  con- 
stant recurrence.  They  must  be  defrayed 
every  year,  and  by  whom  ?  By  the  party 
claiming  a  right  to  vote  ?  No  ;  but  by  the 
whole  community,  and  the  unfortuaate 
scot-and-lot  voters  who  were  deprived  of 
the  franchise,  would  have  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  those  on  whom  it  was  conferred. 
He  implored  the  House  to  pause  before 
they  burthen ed  the  Poor-rates  with  such 
a  charge  as  this,  and  to  endeavour  to  as- 
certain whether  a  more  simple  test  might 
not  be  devised  for  ascertaining  the  qaalifi* 
cation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  principal 
objection  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was, 
that  there  was  too  great  a  variety,  instead 
of  there  being  a  general  uniformity,  of 
suffrage;  and  that  the  right  of  suflfhige, 
instead  of  being  low  in  the  small  towns, 
and  higher  in  the  large  towns,  was,  an  the 
contrary,  too  high  in  the  small  towns,  and 
too  low  in  the  large  towns.  This  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  considered  to  be  a  great 
defect.  Now,  he  must  contend,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  if  they  had  made  the 
franchise  low  in  the  small  boroughs,  and 
high  in  the  large  towns,  the  system  would 
be  much  worse,  and  must  of  necessity  be 
mischievous  to  the  principles  of  practical 
Reform.  Let  the  House,  in  the  first 
place,  take  the  smaller  boroughs.  There 
was  no  one  acquainted  with  elections 
in  this  country  who  would  not  admit,  that 
boroughs  where  the  scot-and-lot  sys- 
tem of^  voting  prevailed  were  exceedingly 
corrupt,  and  were  the  most  disgraceful 
blots  that  existed  in  the  Representation. 
In  two  or  three  of  these  boroughs  a  con- 
stituency was  to  be  found  of  so  wretched  a 
character,  that  they  were  always  ready  to 
receive  twenty  or  twenty-five  guineas,  as 
the  price  of  their  suffirages.  When  they 
were  allowed  to  send  Representatives  to 
Parliament,  it  was  deemed  necessary  that 
their  suffrages  should  be  founded  on 
something  above  that  which  was  merely 
nominal.  It  was  considered  Just  and  wise, 
that  men  possessing  the  elective  franchise 
should  be  above  the  temptation  of  a  bribe. 
l*hen  let  them  take  the  larger  towns,  and 
consider  whether  any  good  reason  existed 
for  raising  the  right  of  suflfrage  higher  with 
respect  to  them.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated  truly,  that  the  scot-and-lot  fraa- 
chisc  brought  a  great  number  of  the  lower 
sort  of  voters  more  immediately  in  contact 
with  tlic  Constitution,  which  he  viewed  as 
a  circumstance  of  great  importance.    But 
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At  the  time  they  proposed  to  give  the 
people  additional  influence,  they  entirely 
disfranchised  a  large  part  of  them.  The 
industrious  classes  in  every  part  of  Eng- 
land would  lose  their  birthright.  They 
would  be  left  without  any  Representa- 
tion whatever,  and  thut  at  a  time  when 
the  principle  of  virtual  Representation 
was  stigmatized  ns  much  as  possible  ;  and 
yet  this  measure  was  exalted  by  its  pro- 
pounders  as  resting  on  a  basis  broad, 
liberal,  and  open,  though  nine-tenths  of  the 
population  of  the  kingdom  were  excluded 
from  its  supposed  benertts.  When  the  noble 
I*ord  s|)oke  of  quieting  the  people  of  luig- 
land,  he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
people  could  rest  satisfied  with  such  an 
arniiigemcnt  as  this.  They  were  prepar- 
iog  to  injure  the  most  meritorious  men  in 
the  country— men  who  stood  forward  in 
the  moments  of  danger  to  defend  the 
nation.  Those  men  were  to  be  disfran- 
chised. He  had  represented  a  constitu- 
ency in  which  there  were  many  of  the 
|XK)rer  classes,  and  among  them  he  had 
never  seen  the  corruption  which  distin- 
l^uished  persons  iivini;  iu  larger  houses. 
Many  industrious  men  would  nut  only  bo 
disfranchised,  but  deprived  of  their  poli- 
tical rights.  He  had  then  in  his  eye  indi- 
viduals who  would  be  injured  by  the  Bill. 
Individuals  who  wished  to  live  in  small 
houses  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up 
large  families  would  lose  their  political 
rights.  Every  one  above  the  rank  of  a 
pauper  was  entitled  to  the  elective  fran- 
chise. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said,  that  the 
wit  of  the  hon.  and  learned  IMcmbcr  for 
Boroughbridge  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  question  beft)re  the  Commit- 
tee, and  the  profuse  display  of  it,  which 
that  hon.  Member  was  wont  to  make  on 
occasions  like  the  present,  led  to  nothing 
but  an  useless  waste  of  the  time  of  tiie 
House.  The  hon  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  always  exceedingly  ready  to  be  face- 
tious at  the  ex))ense  of  the  Aldermen  of 
the  city  of  London.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Recorder  of  Bristol  was  an  Al- 
derman ;  but  of  tlii<<,  at  all  events,  he  was 
quite  certain,  that  the  Aldermen  of  the 
city  of  London  maintained  their  (ground  as 
well  as  the  Aldermen  of  Bristol,  and  that 
iiome  of  them,  at  least,  were  as  well  skilled 
in  horsemanship  as  any  auiongst  the  civic 
dignitaries  of  that  now,  unfortunately,  loo 
celebrated  place.  His  name  was  to  be 
found,  ho  believed,  in  every  division,  though 
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it  was  not  recorded,  two  or  three  times 
every  night  in  the  debates.  In  fact  he 
had  heard  of  one  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman speaking  thirty-six  times  on  the 
same  question.  For  his  own  part  he  had 
always  done  his  duty  towards  the  large 
body  of  constituents  that  he  represented, 
and  he  should  be  always  ready  to  defend 
his  conduct  against  the  uncalled-for  at- 
tacks of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
who,  though  he  talked  to  him  about  his 
facing  his  constituents  at  the  hustings,  had 
probably  never  seen  even  the  semblance 
of  a  hustings,  and  yet  who  took  up  more 
of  the  time  of  that  House  than  any  other 
hon.  Member  of  it,  in  talking  absolute  and 
downright  nonsense. 

Mr.  Trevor  rose  to  express  his  opinion, 
although  he  did  not  represent  so  large  a 
constituency  as  the  worthy  Alderman,  he 
considered  it  his  duty  to  say  this  Bill  pro- 
posed one  thing,  and  brought  about  an- 
other. It  proposed  to  give  an  increase  of 
elective  suffrages,  but  deprived  a  large 
and  respectable  portion  of  the  community 
of  the  franchise  which  thev  had  derived 
from  their  ancestors.  He  could  never  be- 
lieve this  would  be  a  popular  measure. 
He  should  assert  the  Bill  would  not  give 
satisfaction  to  the  community  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  would  produce  disappointment. 
It  had  Ix'en  thrown  like  a  firebrand  through 
the  country,  and  when  the  population  be- 
came cool  it  would  be  hailed  as  the  great- 
est delusion  that  ever  deceived  the  public. 

Mr.   Hunt  asked,  why  his  Motion  had 
been    Bulked  by  the  noble   Lord.     Why 
should   the    liberal    Ministers   prefer   the 
Motion  of    the  hon.   member  for   Lym- 
ington   to    his  .''      Persons   who    lived   iu 
houses  under  10/.  had  been  described  as 
living  in   places  only  tit  to  breed  the  Cho- 
lera Morhus.    He  could  only  say,  that  the 
houses  at  Preston  which  let  for  6/.  a-year 
were   better  than   many  in    London  and 
other  places  which  let   for    14/.   or    16/, 
There  were  no  less  than  8,000  voters   in 
Preston  at  present,  and  by  the  operation 
of  this  Bill  they  would  be  reduced  to  Q<^0. 
Why  were  they  to  be  disfranchised  ?        it 
it  because  they  had  sent  hiaia  a 
some  Member,  into  thi^ 
paid  King's  tax      .i 
to  have  the 
expect  his  ]     >u 
could  not  avoid 
jMinistry   had 
Burke  such  i 
all  the  f 
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hint ;  they  obeyed  the  whip,  and  not  one 
word  was  said  in  support  of  what  he  con- 
sidered a  liberal  proposition. 

The  Committee  then  divided  on  the 
Amendment;  Ayes  11 ;  Noes  290— Ma- 
jority 279. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  said,  that  although 
it  might  not  be  possible  to  decide  on  the 
merits  of  the  whole  clause  that  night,  yet 
that  perhaps  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  might  be  discussed.  It  was  "to 
introduce  provisions  by  which  the  right  of 
voting  in  boroughs  to  be  derived  from  the 
occupation  of  a  house  of  not  less  than  the 
clear  yearly  value  of  101.  may  be  fixed  on 
a  more  certain  and  permanent  basis  than 
is  proposed  in  the  Bill."  The  proposal  of 
one  great  uniform  qualification  for  voting 
had  been  hitherto  unknown  in  this  country, 
and  he  feared  that  the  machinery  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  would  not  be  equal  to 
the  pressure  upon  it.  The  parochial  as- 
sessments in  the  manner  now  designed 
would  not,  in  his  opinion,  answer  the  ob- 
ject proposed :  however,  passing  at  once  to 
the  question  of  value,  he  would  mention 
what  he  thought  would  answer  better  than 
the  plan  developed  in  the  Bill.  He  thought 
it  would  give  a  character  of  permanency 
to  the  intended  qualification,  were  it  al- 
lowed that  a  house  and  premises  having 
been  once  admitted  on  the  list  as  of  the 
value  of  10/.,  should  be  permitted  there 
to  continue  for  a  certain  period  without 
examination  every  year,  and  that  the  mere 
possession  of  such  a  house  should 
the  occupier  to  vote. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  said,  that  the  hour 
of  the  night  had  arrived  at  which  they 
were  last  year  accustomed  to  adjourn, 
though  always  with  this  understanding, 
that  the  proposition  about  which  they 
might  happen  to  be  engaged  at  the  mo- 
ment when  the  customary  hour  of  ad- 
journment arrived,  should  be  resumed 
next  day.  He  hoped  that  there  was  no 
intention  of  meeting  on  Saturdays,  but 
really  if  they  persevered  in  the  practice  of 
leaving  unfinished  the  clause  about  which 
they  might  happen  to  be  engaged  at  thi 
hour  proposed  for  adjournment,  he  saw  n< 
alternative  but  meeting  on  Saturdays. 

Lord  Allhorp  thought  the  House  might 
go  on  for  a  short  time  longer  without  op- 
posing itself  very  much  either  to  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  or  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  just  then  cried  out 
The  Motion  before  them  lay  within  a  very 
narrow  compass,  tliough  he  fully  agreed 
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ith  the  hoD.  Hover,  that  it  wu  K  ver 
subject  to  be  brought  underllieeoiwd 
tion  of  the  Committee.  The  Bill  ptovi 
that  all  the  occupiers  of  houtea  of  the  v 
of  10/,  should  have  votes.  HiahoD.frti 
if  be  understood  him  rightly,  wished  fo 
means  of  establishing,  in  some  nies 
different  from  the  Bill,  a  decision  as to^ 
should  be  taken  and  esteemed  to  be 
houses.  But  the  Bill,  if  he  took  the  tn 
to  look  at  it,  would  efiect  thit  ofaject 
manner  the  most  complete  and  cer 
If  it  were  once  decided  that  all  oeco 
should  have  a  vote  for  a  period  of 
years,  it  would  create  a  species  of  I 
chise  similar  to  that  of  bui^aee  lei 
The  effect  of  such  a  system,  be  b| 
hended,  would  be,  to  lead  to  the  b« 
up  of  houses  for  election  purp 
There  was  not  one  of  the  ol^ectioi 
the  Bill  which  the  adoption  of  so 
motion  would  obviate. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  difiered  from 
noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  the  que 
lay  within  a  narrow  compass,  and 
therefore,  fevourable  to  an  adjouniiDC 
the  debate. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Deniton  said,  that  the  i 
Lord  did  not  entirely  comprebeM 
meaning.  The  same  objection  « 
apply  against  the  Bill  at  it  stood 
against  his  proposition;  for  it  was 
these  houses  that  could  confer  Uie  rig 
voting. 

Mr.  Croker  thought,  that  the 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Wrotteslev)  would 
how  impossible  it  was  to  adopt  bis 
gestion ;  for  in  the  present  clause,  tbera 
two  most  important  questions  to  be 
posed  of.  The  first  was,  to  decide  wb 
the  right  of  voting  should  be  confem 
a  10/.  or  20/.  house,  or  by  any  otber 
qualification ;  and  the  next  was,  how 
they  to  get  at  that  qualification.  1 
were  subjects  so  serious,  that  it  « 
be  impossible  to  get  throu^  then 
night. 

J^rd  Ahhorp  said,  he  understood  i 
the  wish  of  the  Committee  that  tbe  di 
sion  should  be  postponed;  he,  then 
begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  v 
progress. 

House  resumed. 


Postage  of  LaTTEas  (lasL: 
Acts.]  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  8] 
Rice,  the  House  went  into  Committi 
the  Post-office  Laws  in  Ireland,  a« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  haring  bm 
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two  Resolutions — one  empowering  the 
Postmaster  General  to  establish  penny 
posts  in  any  town  in  Ireland,  and  another 
that  it  was  expedient  to  amend  the  Irish 
Post-office  laws  generally 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  before 
called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  practice  of  clerks  in  the  Post-office 
being  newspaper-sellers,  which  he  hoped 
would  now  be  put  an  end  to.  Exclusive 
of  the  impropriety  of  such  officers  being 
diverted  from  their  duty,  a  strong  preju- 
dice must  arise  from  the  fact  that  some- 
times newspapers  sent  by  news  agents  did 
not  go  in  proper  time,  while  those  sent  by 
the  Post-office  clerks  did  not  fail  in  their 
regular  arrival.  This  gave  an  impression 
of  unfair  dealing,  and  whatever  gave  rise 
to  that  should  be  done  away.  If  there 
were  not  power  in  the  Post-master  Gene- 
ral to  abate  this,  he  ought  to  have  it  by 
the  new  Act. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  there  was  power 
enough  in  the  House  as  it  stood  to  put  an 
end  to  this  practice;  but  if  it  were  put  a 
stop  to,  there  must  be  a  considerable  ad- 
dition to  the  salaries  of  the  clerks  in  the 
Post-office. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  economist  as  he 
wasy  he  would  willingly  grant  an  addition 
of  salary  in  such  a  case,  as  he  looked 
upon  the  taking  of  fees  by  public  officers 
as  a  most  pernicious  practice. 

House  resumed. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  February  3,  1832. 

lIiM urn.]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Viscoun» 
Strakoford,  of  the  number  and  Tonnage  of  American 
and  Biltish  Ships  entered  inwards  in  the  Port  of  Liverpool 
flroin  the  United  States  of  America,  from  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1831,  to  the  1st  of  January,  183:?,  and  the  number  and 
Tomiage  of  all  Foreign  Ships  laden  wholly  or  in  part  with 
Timber  or  Deals  from  Norway  to  London,  from  1st  Janu- 
ary, 1831,  to  1st  January,  183^ :— On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Auckland,  the  number  of  Vessels,  with  the  araotmt  of 
their  Tonnage,  built  and  registered  in  the  several  Ports  of 
the  British  Empire,  in  each  year,  from  1814  to  1831,  both 
industTe ;  the  number  of  Vessels,  with  the  amount  of  their 
Tonnage,  and  the  number  of  Men  and  Boys  usually  em- 
ployed in  navigating  the  same,  that  belonged  to  the  several 
Porta  cf  the  British  Empire,  in  each  year,  tram  1814  to 
1831,  both  inclusive;  the  number  of  Vessels,  with  the 
amount  of  their  Tonnage,  and  the  number  of  Men  and 
Boys  employed  in  Navigating  the  same  (induding  their  re- 
pa^  Voyages),  that  entered  inwards,  and  cleared  out- 
wards, at  the  several  Ports  of  the  United  Kingdom,  from 
and  to  Foreign  Parts  in  each  year,  tmtn  1814  to  1831,  both 
inclusive,  distinguishing  Britbh  ftora  Foreign ;  and,  also, 
of  the  number  of  Vessels,  with  the  amount  of  their  Ton- 
ni^,  and  the  number  of  Men  and  Boys  employed  in  Navi- 
erting  the  same  (including  their  repeated  Voyages),  that 
emend  inwards  and  cleared  outwards,  at  the  several  Ports 
of  Gfcafc  Britain,  fhrni,  and  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  in 
caehyctf,  fhxn  1814  to  1831,  both  inclusive;  a  like  Re* 
puot  CMMTf  oC  tht  Tndi  betwtca  Of«tt  Britata  tad 


Ireland ;  a  cmnparaUve  statement  of  the  British  and  Fo- 
reign Tonnage  which  have  entered  the  several  Ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  distinguishing  the  Countries  ftom 
whence,  from  the  year  1814  to  1831,  both  indusiTt; 
of  the  Tonnage  of  Vessels  employed  in  the  Coasting  Trade, 
entered  at,  or  cleared  out  firom,  the  Ports  ot  the  United 
Kingdom,  ttom  1823  to  1831,  both  inclusive;  of  the  num- 
ber of  Ships  whid)  passed  the  Sound,  ftom  the  year  1814 
to  1831,  both  hidusive;  and  also,  fbr  all  Lead  Ore,  Pigged 
and  Rolled  Lead,  Shot,  Litharge,  and  Lead  Paints,  Ex  - 
ported  and  Imported,  between  January,  1851,  and  Janu- 
ary, 1832,  distinguishing  the  Countries  and  the  amount 
of  Duty. 
PctiUons  Presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Radkob,  troax  the 
Gentry,  Clergy,  Freeholders,  and  Inhabitants  of  the 
County  of  Rosoommon,  in  favour  of  Reform.  By  the 
Marquis  of  Lansoown,  flrom  the  Suj^;eons  of  Leeds,  and 
from  the  Inhabitants  in  general  of  Leeds,  signed  by  several 
thousand  Persons  for  facilitating  the  Study  of  Anatomy:— 
By  the  EUu-1  of  Shkfpibld,  fhira  the  Landowners  and  In- 
habitants of  Shipley,  and  from  the  Rector  and  Inhabitants 
of  Pulborough,  Sussex,  in  favour  of  a  Labour  Rate. 

Reciprocity  Treaties.]  Viscount 
Strangford  moved  for  an  Account  of  the 
Sums  of  Money  paid  under  the  authority 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  Corporate 
Bodies  and  Individuals  in  compensation  of 
the  loss  sustained  by  them  from  the  re- 
duction of  Port  Duties  on  Foreign  Vessels 
in  each  year,  from  the  1st  of  January^ 
1826,  to  the  1st  of  January,  1832.  He 
must  observe,  and  no  doubt  the  noble 
Lords  opposite  were  fully  aware,  that  the 
appropriation  of  the  public  money  to  such 
a  purpose  was  perfectly  illegal.  He  did 
not,  however,  intend  to  cast  any  censure 
upon  them  on  account  of  these  payments, 
as  the  practice  had  been  established  by  a 
former  Administration.  He  moved  for  the 
Return,  not  for  the  purpose  of  censuring 
the  principle  of  the  payments,  but  as  the 
only  means  of  arriving  at  an  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  expense  which  the  reci- 
procity system  had  imposed  upon  the 
country. 

Lord  Auckland  said,  that  it  was  quite 
true,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Viscount,  that 
these  payments  were  illegal.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had,  however,  inherited 
the  irregularity  from  the  former  Govern- 
ment. It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  that  he 
became  aware  of  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  being  illegal,  and  it  was  the 
intention  of  Ministers  to  apply  to  parlia- 
ment for  an  indemnity. 

The  Motion  agreed  to. 

Arbitration  Bill.]  Lord  Tenterden 
moved,  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  Marquis  of  Westmeath  wished  to 
take  that  opportunity  of  expressing  hii 
anxious  desire,  that  the  Bill  should  be  80 
framed  at  to  extend  to  Irtland, 
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Lord  Tentcrden  had  no  objection  to  the 
ciLteiision  of  the  principle  of  this  i 
to  IreUnd,  but  lie  could  not  lak 
bimscir  to  introduce  a  clause  to  that  cllcct 
into  ihc  present  Bill  without  congultitti 
with  the  Irish  Judges.     He  had  a  vag 
Tccollcction  that  when  this  and  some  oti 
Bills   relating  to  the    administration  or 
Justice  were  formerly  before  the  H 
lie  had  applied  to  Lord  Plunkett  fo 
opinion,  as  to  the  propriety  of  extending 
their  provisions  to  Ireland,  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  replied,  that  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  advisable  without  further 
consideration. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  said,  it  was 
impossible  lh;it  the  House  couid  aopiiysce 
in  so  important  an  alteration  of  the  Bill  us 
that  sii^estetl  by  the  noble  Marquis  on 
its  third  reading,  and  without  any  previous 
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Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Februanj  3,    1832. 

liNUTu.]    New   Monbm  •wain.    Lord   Hothah, 
Fnr  tho  Aynhire  DIatjict  oC  BDruu 
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G£neiialRe(ii3tiiv  Bill.]  Mr.  lila- 
mire,  in  presenting;  a  Petition  aijainet  this 


I,  from  Ihc  owiicn  of  freehold  i 
customary  lands  in  the  town  of  Brmmpi 
in  the  county  of  Cumberland,  and 
vicinity,  stated,  that  thesa-petiuooen 
Jccted  to  this  Bill,  as  well  npoo  geoi 
(grounds  as  upon  the  inconvenience  «h 
-  '  t  tb 


by  entailing  en  eipense  on  all  lands  Y 
by  customary  tenures  much  beyond  ^ 
would  be  borne  by  any  other  deacripl 
of  landed  properly,  by  subjecting  tbaii 
a  double  registry,  tie.,  the  conrt-relli 
the  manors,  and  the  proposed  registry 
London.  He  regretted  the  absence 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  StaSi 
who  had  but  that  moment  left  the  Hoi 
for  he  felt  assured  that  this  ■object ' 
worthy  of  hi^  serious  considerKtion.  ( 
tainly  it  was  absurd  and  prepoateroui 
exempt  tbe  copyholder  from  the  operal 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  brin^  the  owner 
customary  lands  under  it;  ami,  indeed, 
had  hoped,  in  consequence  of  what  I 

Eassed  before,  that  the  hon.  and  tear 
lember  would  ere  this,  have  altered 
Bill  in  that  respect.  The  onlydifiere 
which  existed,  nc  believed,  between  co 
hold  and  customary  tenure  consisted 
the  dill'erent  modes  by  which  the  la 
were  conveyed.  In  copyholds,  the  co 
holder,  whun  he  sells  or  mortgages, 
obliged  to  appear  personally  in  Ihe  Loi 
Court,  or  depute  another  in  hia  stead, 
letter  of  Attorney,  underhand  and  •£■! 
appear  personally  iu  Court,  and,  surreo 
inld  the  hands  of  the  Lord,  in  the  presei 
of  the  Jury,  the  tenements  sold  or  dk 
g.iged.tolhc  use  of  the  purchaserorni<: 
ga^ec,  who  must  also,  in  like  maun 
appear  prrMually,  or  by  aome-  OtI 
person  lawfully  deputed,  and  accept  fr 
ihe  Steward  by  rods  the  premise!  in  qu 
tion.  TheM!  Acts  are  entered  on  i 
court-rolls  of  the  manor,  and  a  cc 
(called  au  admittance)  is  granted  to  I 
purchaser  or  mortgagee ;  but  the  cos 
rolls  ure  the  title  of  the  copyholder  ni 
ilhstanding.  In  customary  or  teni 
^hllands,  theraodeofconTeyanceiilh: 
e  customary  tenant  executes  a  d( 
called  a  barp:ain  and  sals,  directly  fri 
himself  to  the  purchaser  or  mortgagi 
This  deed  is  presented  to  the  Court  of  I 
Lord,  and  the  Steward,  under  the  nr 
tion  of  the  Jury,  takes  down  en  abstn 
of  (he  deed  into  the  Lord's  couit-toll, 
copy  of  which  being  given  to  the  pi 
chaser  or  mortgagee,  is  called  bis  idn 
tance.    But  tbe  coutt-roll  ii  hit  titl^ 
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well  as  in  the  case  of  tlic  copyholder.  In 
customary  tcuures  neither  the  seller  nor 
buyer  need  appear  personally,  and  there  is 
no  surrender  into  the  Lord's  hands  as  a 
preliminary  step,  which  alone  constitutes 
the  great  distinction  between  copyholds 
and  customary  lauds ;  but  in  both  cases 
every  change  which  takes  place  must  be 
entered  upon  the  court-roll  in  open  Court, 
and  no  proceeding  aBecting  the  property 
M  valid  unless  so  entered ;  and  to  these 
court-rolli  all  the  world  niay  resort  for 
information.  And,  so  for  as  regards 
publicity,  the  titles  to  both  tenures  are 
exactly  upon  a  footing.  In  many  manors 
you  find  lands  of  both  tenures,  and  the 
court-roll  for  both  is  to  be  found  in  the 
same  book.  What  a  strange  anomaly  it 
would  then  be  that  the  copyholder  should 
bo  exempt  from  the  Registry  Act  on  the 
•core  of  its  title  appearing  for  centuries 
back  upon  the  court-roll,  and  that  the 
customary  tenant  should  be  subjected  to 
its  operation,  when  his  title  during  the 
tame  period  was  to  be  found  in  the  same 
book,  in  the  same  office,  and  with  the 
same  exactness  in  every  respect ;  but  the 
most  iniquitous  thing  with  respect  to  the 
customary  tenant  would  be  this,  that  he 
would  be  subjected  to  the  cost  of  a  double 
registry,  whilst  the  one  in  London  woiild 
be  useless  and  inoperative,  for  every  in- 
tending  purchaser  or  mortgagee  would 
search  the  court-rolls  of  the  manor,  where 
he  would  find  the  title  as  far  back  as  he 
might  wish  to  go,  which  wouhl  be  more 
confined  and  limited  in  London.  Besides, 
the  registry  in  lx)ndon  would  be  nothing 
more  than  what  is  entered  in  the  court- 
rulb  of  the  manor.  In  his  opinion  the 
customary  tenant,  whose  possessions  were 
held  by  a  less  base  tenure  than  those  of 
copyholders,  had  never  Lcen  fiiiily  used 
by  the  Legislature.  For  example,  he  had 
never  had  the  [>o\ver  given  him  to  devise 
his  property,  as  the  copyholder  had. 
This  distinction  was  absurd  and  prepos- 
terous, and  he  trusted  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  yet  propose  to  place  both 
tenures  upon  the  same  footing.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  presented  a  petition  from 
the  parishes  of  Plumbland,  and  Alpatria  in 
the  same  county,  with  the  same  object  in 
view,  and  also  from  Dalston  and  Castle 
Sowerby,  and  in  doing  so  said  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Stalford  had 
the  other  evening  spoken  contemptuously 
of  the  poor  little  statesmen  in  the  north  of 
Siiglaadt    NoW|  these  two  last  petitions 


proceeded  from  men  of  that  description;  all 
living  upon  their  own  properties ;  and 
though  their  possessions  might  not  be 
very  large,  yet  that  their  intelligence  and 
independence  were  very  great  he  could 
himself  bear  ample  testimony  ;  and  they 
to  a  man,  looked  upon  this  measure  as 
being  most  obnoxious  and  unconstitu- 
tional, and  declared  that  though  they 
were  warmly  and  devotedly  attached  to  the 
cause  of  Reform,  yet  still  they  would  not 
purchase  the  safety  of  that  great  and  im* 
portant  measure  at  the  cost  of  having  this 
Registration  Bill  become  the  law  of  the 
land. 

Mr.  Hodges  presented  a  similar  petition 
signed  by  100  solicitors  of  the  county  of 
Kent.  From  an  intimate  knowledge  of 
many  of  these  gentlemen,  he  was  certain 
that  their  motives  for  opposing  the  Bill 
could  not  be  impugned.  They  were  con- 
nected with  the  most  re8i)ectable  i)ersons 
in  the  county,  and  were  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  landed  interest.  But 
an  additional  reason  for  the  feeling  in  the 
county  of  Kent  being  so  decidedly  against 
the  Bill  was,  the  custom  of  gravel-kind 
which  prevailed  there,  by  which  tenure 
land  was  divided  among  all  the  brothers  of 
a  family,  and  of  course  was  split  into  small 
portions.  The  operation  of  such  a  mea- 
sure as  a  General  Registry  would,  therefore, 
press  with  greater  severity  on  that  county 
than   on   any  other  in  the  kingdom. 

Sir  Francis  Blake  presented  similar  pe- 
titions from  the  Mayor,  and  several  Ma- 
gistrates of  Berwick-upon-Tweed,  aud 
from  the  gentlemen  acting  on  the  Grand 
Jury  of  that  town.  With  the  prayer  of 
these  petitions  he  fully  agreed.  He  as- 
sured the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
StatTord,  that  the  hostile  feeling  against 
the  Bill  in  all  the  northern countiescontinu- 
ed  to  increase,  and  he  susfK^cted  the  same 
feelings  would  become  general  among  the 
landed  interest  throughout  the  country. 
Such  an  impalatable  measure  could  never 
be  forced  upon  them.  The  Bill  was  an  iu- 
novation  upon  established  usages  aud  its 
effects  would  be  to  deteriorate  the  whole 
rights  of  property. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  if  the  Registry 
Bill  were  really  understood  by  the  public, 
and  a  strong  opposition  to  it  were  then 
manifested,  he  should  consider  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  withdraw  it.  But  he  believed  that 
it  was  not  understood,  and  therefore  he 
did  not  think  that  he  ought  to  withdraw 
it.    He  was  anxious  that  it  should  b^ 
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thoroughly  discussed  in  that  House.  By  Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 
such  a  discussion  he  would  appeal  to  the 
good  sense  of  the  English  country  gentle- 
men; by  that  good  sense  the  question 
ought  to  be  decided,  and  not  by  feelings 
of  prejudice. 

Sir  Francis  Blake  said,  the  fraraers  of 
this  measure  seemed  to  think  that  the 
landowners  did  not  know  what  was  con- 
ducive to  their  own  benefit.  Now  he,  as  a 
landowner,  believed  that  he  was  just  as 
well  acquainted  with  his  own  interest  as 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were. 

Mr.  Bayntun  presented  a  similar  petition 
from  York,  and  stated,  that  his  consti- 
tuents felt  the  greatestalarm  atthcproposi- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  :  they  felt  this 
Bill  would  tend  to  increase,  rather  than 
diminish  the  expense  and  difficulties  in- 
cident to  transfers  of  landed  property, 
and  would  entirely  preclude  the  loan  of 
money  on  the  simple  deposit  of  deeds ;  for 
by  the  lawof  lien,  money  was  now  frequently 
borrowed  at  a  trifling  expense,  and  with- 
out delay,  by  the  mere  deposit  of  title 
deeds.  On  reading  the  Bill,  he  understood 
all  equitable  mortgages  were  to  be  regis- 
tered, then  liens  were  to  be  registered. 
If  that  was  the  case,  then  a  search  must 
be  made  in  London  before  money  could 
be  lent  on  the  deposit  of  deeds,  and  the 
equitable  mortgage  actually  completed  in 
the  Register-office,  which  would  increase 
the  delay  and  expense  in  a  great  degree. 
From  what  other  hon.  Members  had  stated 
in  that  House,  and  what  he  himself  knew, 
this  Bill  appeared  to  be  opposed  to  the 
wishes,  intentions,  and  transactions,  of 
the  greater  part  of  the  community,  and 
pressed  most  hardly  on  those  unable  to 
bear  the  expense  incident  to  transfers  of 
real  property,  frequently  of  small  amount 
— namely,  the  lower  classes  of  society. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  his  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  this  Bill  still  remained 
unchanged,  but  he  did  not  consider  him- 
self pledged  to  support  all  the  details 
of  it.  In  the  Committee  he  should  think 
it  his  duty  to  offer  such  suggestions  as 
might  appear  calculated  to  obviate  any 
serious  objection  against  the  measure. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  would  be  very 
proud  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  as- 
sistance when  the  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee. In  answer  to  a  doubt  which  some 
Gentlemen  expressed,  as  to  the  probable 
operation  of  the  measure,  he  begged  leave 
to  say,  that  the  Bill  would  greatly  facilitate 
the  raising  of  money. 


Reform  (Scotland).]  Mr.  Walter 
Campbell  presented  a  petition  from  the 
Magistrates,  landowners,  and  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  of  the  county  of  Aigjle, 
against  the  Scotch  Bill  of  Reform*  The 
petitioners  were  favourable  io  general 
to  Reform,  though  they  disapprored  of 
some  of  the  details  of  the  Scotcn  BiH. 

Sir  George  Murray  admitted  that  these 
petitioners  were  not  Anti-reformen, 
and  indeed  he  believed  that  there  were 
very  few  Anti-Reformers  to  be  found  in 
Scotland.  He  was  himself  favourable  U> 
moderate  Reform,  though,  like  the  peti- 
tioners, he  did  not  approve  of  the  Scotch 
Bill.  In  Argyle  it  would  be  particularly 
pernicious,  as  it  would  take  away  the  in- 
fluence of  the  great  landownen — the 
county  being  in  general  divided  into  hige 
sheep  farms — and  throw  the  power  of 
electing  Members  into  the  hands  of  the 
inhabitants  of  small  towns  on  the  coast 
Much  dissatisfaction,  he  must  also  observe, 
had  been  expressed  at  that  provision  of  the 
late  Bill,  by  which  the  borough  of  Rothsayi 
in  the  county  of  Bute,  was  to  be  done  away 
with,  and  in  the  matter  of  elections,  was  to 
form  part  of  the  county  of  Bute.  .  He 
strongly  objected  to  such  a  system  of  dis- 
memberment, and  protested  against  such 
a  wanton  violation  of  ancient  feelings,  and 
associations. 

Mr.  Walter  Campbell  admitted,  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated 
was  correct.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  details  of  the  Scotch 
Bill  into  further  consideration,  and  would 
make  an  alteration  that  would  adapt  the 
Bill  to  the  county  of  Argyle. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Corporation  Reform— Irelavd.] 
Mr.  French  presented  a  Petition  from 
Roscommon,  in  favour  of  Reform  of  Cor- 
porate Bodies,  and  of  giving  Ireland  an 
additional  number  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  O* Connor  supported  the  prayer  of 
the  petition,  which  he  knew  to  bie  agree- 
able to  the  feelings  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  details  of  the  Irish  Bill  would  be 
reconsidered,  and  Ireland  receive  a  greater 
share  of  benefits  than  was  now  promised 
her  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  was  of  opinioii,  that 
the  Irish  Bill  was  not  extensive  enough, 
and  he  thought  the  benefits  of  thoEn^M 
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Bill,  as  far  as  regarded  the   machinery, 
with  a  greater  number  of  Members  ouglit 
to  be  extended  to  Ireland. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Sale  of  Beer  Act.]  Lord  Granville 
Somerset  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  bring  in 
a  Billy  in  the  coarse  of  the  present  Session, 
to  remedy  the  evils  complained  of  in  the 
Beer  BUI  ? 

Lord  Althorp  82Li6if  that  at  present  he 
was  not  prepared  to  bring  in  any  measure 
of  the  kind,  and  he  did  hope,  that  when- 
ever the  House  should  take  that  subject 
up  again,  in  any  measure  which  it  might 
think  it  right  to  adopt,  it  would  not  de- 
part from  the  principle  of  the  existing  Beer 
Bill.  That  bill  deserved  a  longer  trial, 
and  he  was  not,  therefore,  prepared  at  pre- 
senty  as  he  had  already  said,  to  propose 
any  alteration  in  it. 

Lord  Granville  So7n€rset  said,  that  if  no 
member  of  the  Government  would  take  the 
matter  up,  he  should  think  it  his  duty  to 
propose  that  some  inquiry  should  be  in- 
stituted into  the  working  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  if  the  noble  Lord  when 
he  Ulked  of  the  ''  principle '  of  the  Bill, 
alluded  to  the  license  to  drink  beer  on  the 
premises,  he  could  assure  him  nothing 
could  be  more  mischievous  than  the  oper- 
ation of  that  '*  principle,"  particularly  in 
the  rural  districts. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  he  had  no 
doubt  that  magistrates,  who  felt  their  con- 
sequence somewhat  abated,  and  monopo- 
lists, who  found  their  profits  decreased, 
made  loud  complaints,  and  probably  also 
the  liberty  given  to  the  poorer  classes, 
might  in  some  instances  have  been  abused, 
but  he  knew,  generally,  that  the  Act  had 
operated  in  a  most  beneficial  manner. 

Poor  Laws  Commission.]  Mr.  Wey- 
land,  adverting  to  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  said, 
the  other  evening  with  respect  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  Poor  laws,  observed, 
that  although  the  noble  Lord  asserted  the 
labours  of  the  Commission  would  occupy 
but  a  very  short  period,  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  the  other  House  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) had  intimated,  that  the  inquiry 
would  occupy  so  much  time,  there  was  no 
probability  of  any  measure  of  relief  being 
introduced  until  late  in  theSession.  He  now 
witbed  to  kaow  whether  the  uoble  Lord 


anticipated  so  much  delay  or  whether  he 
did  not  intend  to  introduce  some  measure 
pending  the  inquiry  ? 

Lord  Althorp  could  only  repeat  what 
he  said  before,  that  he  did  not  think  the 
inquiries  of  the  Commission  would  occupy 
much  time,  and  that  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  to  state  the  course 
it  intended  to  adopt. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England  —  Committee  —  Seventh 
Day.]  The  House  went  into  Committee  on 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

The  Chairman  having  read  the  com- 
mencement of  Clause  27  (the  10/.  Clause), 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  rose  to  propose  his 
Amendment,  the  consideration  of  which 
had  been  postponed  last  night.  This  pro- 
position, he  said,  would  go  to  fix  the  fraiv- 
chise  on  the  rates,  and  on  the  houses  them- 
selves, instead  of  on  the  rent,  which  he 
conceived  was  the  preferable  way  for  de- 
termining it.  If  they  sent  forth  the  10/. 
Clause  in  its  present  state,  so  encumbered 
with  machinery,  and  so  much  calculated 
to  give  rise  to  squabbles  and  litigation,  it 
would  do  away  with  any  good  that  might 
be  otherwise  expected  from  it.  This  pro- 
position, while  it  freed  the  Clause  from 
those  objections,  was  based,  at  the  same 
time,  exactly  upon  the  same  foundation. 
By  this  means  the  necessity  of  an  annual 
registry  would  be  obviated,  and  the  value 
of  the  houses  might  be  ascertained  in  the 
same  way  as  was  done  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  inhabited  house  duty.  He 
begp^ed,  therefore,  to  move,  tliat  all  the 
words  after  the  word  **  city  or  borough," 
in  line  twenty-eight,  down  to  the  words 
**  ten  pounds,*'  in  line  thirty-three,  should 
be  omitted,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the 
following  words — **  any  premises  answer- 
ing the  description  hereinafter  to  be 
mentioned." 

The  Amendment  having  been  put, 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  see  how  he 
could  possibly  admit  the  proposition  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  That  proposi- 
tion went  to  attach  the  franchise  to  the 
houses,  and  not  to  the  persons,  and  to 
determine  the  number  of  houses  that  for 
a  certain  period  were  to  be  entitled  to  the 
franchise  m  a  borough.  He  did  not  think 
that  such  a  regulation  would  be  just  or 
fair  towards  those  persons  who  might 
build  new  houses  in  a  borough.  Neither 
would  it  be  fair  to  the  tenants  of  such 
hgusesy  for  they  would  be  deprived  for  five 
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years  (that,  lie  believed,  was  the  period 
contemplated  by  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member)  of  that  franchise  which 
others  enjoyed.  The  argument  urged  by 
the  hon.  Member  was,  that  when  the  value 
of  a  house  was  once  fixed,  there  would  be 
no  further  necessity  to  look  to  it ;  and 
that  the  frfinchise  would  rest  upon  the 
house  itself,  and  not  upon  the  occupier. 
But  the  same  rule  would  hold  good  with 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  Bill,  for  when 
once  a  House  was  put  into  the  Registry 
as  being  of  the  value  of  10/.,  any  future 
occupier  would  generally  be  admitted  to 
vote  for  it  without  further  inquiry.  When 
the  registry  was  completed,  therefore, 
there  would  be  little  trbuble  in  keeping  it 
up,  and  they  had  an  example  that  the 
principle  would  work  well.  At  Norwich 
there  bad  been  disputes  of  long  standing 
relative  to  the  Poor-rates,  and  an  act  had 
been  brought  in  to  enable  persons  holding 
houses  or  lands  and  tenements  of  the  value 
of  10/.  to  vote  for  guardians  of  the  poor. 
This  bill  was  revived  andamendedin  1827, 
and  the  qualification  was  almost  exactly 
that  proposed  by  this  Bill.  This  had  been 
found  to  act  well,  though  the  community 
of  Norwich  consisted  of  1 1 ,000  occupiers, 
amongst  which  there  were  4,000  houses 
of  10/.  value.  He  also  thought  that, 
although  there  might  be  difficulties  with 
respect  to  ascertaining  the  value  of  houses 
when  settlements  were  concerned,  yet 
questions  of  that  nature  were  not  at  all 
similar  to  those  which  would  arise  under 
this  Bill.  All  questions  of  value  relative 
to  the  franchise  would  be  tried  with  fa- 
vour, while  in  cases  of  settlement  there 
was  and  would  be  a  leaning  against  the 
allowance  of  fresh  charges  on  a  parish. 
This  made  the  cases  materially  diHercnt, 
and  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  hud  no  doubt 
that  the  magistrates  who  divided  seven 
and  seven  on  a  case  of  settlement,  would 
have  divided  twelve  to  two  in  favour  of 
the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  that  the  object 
in  voting  for  guardians  of  the  poor  was 
very  different  from  that  in  voting  for  the 
election  of  members  of  Parliament.  At 
contested  elections  particularly  there 
would  be  a  very  close  examination  of  votes. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the  general 
rule  would  be  in  favour  of  the  franchise. 
But  how  could  that  be  known,  as  it  must 
vary  with  the  feeling  of  the  Barrister  who 
had  to  decide?  There  were,  for  instance, 
many  houses  which  would  be  declared  by 


the  surveyors  not  to  be  worth  10/.,  which, 
nevertheless,  might,  from  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  busincis,  d^c,  be  worth  more  to 
the  occupier;  and  in  deciding  upon  tbese, 
the  assessor  would  have  a  task  of  g^at 
delicacy.  Suppose  a  doubtAil  case,  of  a 
house  in  a  town,  for  which  %L  only  wu 
paid,  and  which  the  owner  looked  on  u 
worth  lO/.ythis  would  not  be  admitted  into 
the  list  for  the  city  ;  and  if  it  werefineebold, 
and  that  he  then  wished  to  have  it  regis- 
tered for  the  county,  the  occupier  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  registering  it  any 
where  until  the  ensuing  year* 

Lord  Al thorp  was  ready  to  admit  that 
it  was  easy  enough  to  imagine  a  caie 
where  such  a  proposition  as  that  laiddova 
by  his  right  hon.  friend  might  hold;  bat 
to  legislate,  as  was  said  de  mmnms,  had 
never  yet  been  considered  wise.  The  osm 
put  was  that  where  a  man  might  be  re- 
jected from  a  city  list;  but  if  regaid  were 
had  solely  to  the  appeal,  the  man  wouU 
have  only  to  appeal  against  the  decisioaof 
the  Overseer,  and  then  the  Magistialet 
would  immediately  admit  him  into  the 
register  for  the  county.  It  wouM,  ia 
fact,  be  impossible  to  find  any  system  thst 
would  not  be  liable  to  trivial  objections. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  doubted  much  whether 
the  Norwich  act  would  strengthen  the  noble 
Lord  (John  Russeirs)  argument,  for  that 
Act  laid  down  strict  rules  as  to  the  vahiatioa 
of  property ,  and  enacted  that  thecorporali 
or  the  guardians  of  the  poor  should 
the  rate  according  to  the  full  annual  valoe 
of  the  property  within  the  city»  and  aeooid- 
ing  to  five-sixthsofthcvalueof  the  property 
in  the  adjoining  hamlets.  Of  course,  this 
full  value  having  been  ascertained,  itmuit 
be  easy,  so  far  as  Norwich  was  conoemed, 
to  decide  on  the  qualification  of  foten. 
If  this  change  were  to  be  made  at  all,  he 
still  retained  his  opinion  that  the  Poor-rate 
would  be  the  best  criterion  of  the  value  of 
premises.  Even  with  respect  to  the  county 
rates,  the  directions  of  the  statute  were^ 
that  the  full  value  of  all  rateable  property 
should  be  ascertained,  and  the  assessment 
to  the  county  rate  made  accordingly.  Nov 
if  there  were  to  be  two  modes  of  asoer^ 
taining  value — one  according  to  the  county 
rate  Act,  and  another  under  the  Reform 
Bill,  great  con  fusion  would  ensue.  Surely 
it  was  absurd  for  the  Legislature  to  require 
two  diHercnt  modes  of  ascertaining  the 
value  of  the  same  property.  In  his 
opinion  means  should  be  adopted  for  ss* 
certaining  the  value  of  propsitj  id  alltkoii 
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towns  that  were  to  return  Members,  and 
the  rates  should  be  levied,  and  the  qualiti* 
cation  for  voting  ascertained,  on  that  ful) 
value.  Thus  should  we  be  enabled  to 
dispense  with  the  annual  registration — a 
fruitful  source  of  annual  contention  and 
discord — or  at  any  rate  we  nii^ht  make 
registration  (after  it  had  once  taken  place) 
available  for  a  period  of  three  or  five  years, 
making  some  provision  by  which  property 
that  had  increased  in  value  in  the  interim, 
should  entitle  its  owner  to  a  vote. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  have  been  in- 
clined to  abide  by  the  Poor  rates  as  a 
measure  of  value,  but  that,  from  all  the  in- 
formation he  had  received,  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  the  assessments  were  so  ir- 
regular in  different  parishes,  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  have  recourse  to  them 
vrith  effect.  He  had  known  instances  of 
houses  in  different  parishes  of  the  worth 
of  30/.  or  40/.  a-year  not  rated  in  the 
proportion  of  three  to  four,  but  in  one  case 
at  three,  and  the  other  at  fifteen.  In  fact, 
ID  different  parishes  no  proportion  what- 
ever was  preserved.  His  own  opinion  was, 
that,  from  the  acknowledg;ed  inequality  of 
value  and  inaccuracy  of  the  parochial  as- 
sessments, the  people  themselves  would, 
in  the  course  of  a  very  few  years,  go  to 
the  trouble  and  expense  of  correcting  the 
anomalies  that  now  prevailed,  and  then 
no  difficulty  could  exist.  But  the  ques- 
tion at  present  was,  whether  a  rule  was  to 
be  taken  which,  in  particular  cases,  might 
be  subject  to  doubt,  or  whether,  a  great 
number  of  bond  fide  holders  of  property 
to  the  amount  required  were  to  be  disfran- 
chised. The  Conimiuce  mi^ht  no  doubt, 
adopt  the  simple  rule  recommended  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  ascertaining 
value,  but  its  effect  won  Id  bf,  by  raisin<;  the 
present  standard  of  ipialitication,  to  dis< 
franchise  a  great  number  of  persons  to 
whom  the  Government  meant  honestly  to 
give  the  franchise. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  noble  Lord 
might  easily  ^et  a  cheer  if  he  held  out  the 
lure  that  the  effect  of  the  proposal  mentioned 
by  him  would  be  todisfranchiseagreatmany 
persons.  His  proposition,  however,  had 
no  reference  to  excluding  any  one  ;  it  only 
went  to  secure  what  was  just  and  fair,  for 
if  those  who  were  not  qualified  were  allowed 
to  vote,  it  would  be  defrauding  those 
who  were  justly  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise. If  there  were  cases  such  as  the 
noble  Lord  alluded  to,  of  houses  not 
being  rated  in  the  proportion  of  three- 


fourths  of  real  value,  but  the  proportion  of 
three-fifteenths,  they  were  cases  of  fraud 
and  injustice.  He  did  not  believe  that 
such  instances  were  numerous,  and  the 
noble  Lord  was  thus  legislating  on  cases 
which  constituted  not  the  rule  but  the 
exception. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  doubt  that  all  rat> 
ing  should  be  at  the  full  value  of  the  pro* 
perty,  but  certainly  that  principle  was 
not  followed  throughout  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet's  desire  for  a  uni- 
form right  to  vote  was  just,  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself  knew  that  the  at- 
tempt to  effect  this  would  cause  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  every  town,  and  would  only 
throw  greater  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  of  the  difliicalty  now  expe« 
rienced  at  Quarter  Sessions ;  there,  how- 
ever, the  value  for  a  series  of  years,  was 
inquired  into,  which  increased  the  dif- 
ficulty ;  but  the  inquiry  under  the  Bill  was 
not  to  be  conducted  in  that  way.  No 
doubt  difficulties  would  exist,  but  he' be- 
lieved they  were  greatly  exaggerated. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  knew  from  experi- 
ence the  difficulties  now  existing,  as  he 
often  hod  sat  a  whole  day  listening  to  u 
host  of  surveyors  and  appraisers,  who 
usually  held  very  contradictory  opinions 
of  the  value  of  premises.  It  had  been  al- 
leged, in  some  instances,  that  the  value 
of  a  small  quantity  of  fruit  in  the  gar- 
den, increased  the  worth  of  a  House,  so 
as  to  bring  the  occupier  within  the  laws 
of  si'ttlement,  but  these  difiiculties  would 
increase  when  a  barrister  was  to  decide, 
who  would  be  a  stranger,  and  prejudice 
being  likely  to  arise,  there  would  be 
greater  temptation  to  appeal. 

Lord  Sandon  knew  that  the  inequality  of 
the  rates  was,  even  at  present,  a  constant 
source  of  complaint  in  every  populous 
town,  and  it  was  his  belief,  that  wherever 
a  difference  of  political  fieling  existed,  the 
6rst  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  cause  a 
re-assessment  of  every  such  town.  It  was 
of  consequence,  therefore,  to  make  the  rule 
as  simple  as  possible,  and  he  thought  that 
the  machinery  of  the  clause  would  be  sim- 
plified by  some  such  amendment  as  that 
proposed. 

Mr.  Warhurton  hoped  that  Ministers 
would  not  be  beguiled  by  any  seeming 
plausibility,  into  adopting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member,  particularly  as  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
followed  him.    The  right  boo.  Bsrontt 
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years  (that,  he  believed,  was  the  period 
coutem plated  by  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member)  of  that  franchise  which 
others  enjoyed.  The  argument  urged  by 
the  hon.  Member  was,  that  when  the  value 
of  a  house  was  once  fixed,  there  would  be 
no  further  necessity  to  look  to  it ;  and 
that  the  frfinchise  would  rest  upon  the 
house  itself,  and  not  upon  the  occupier. 
But  the  same  rule  would  hold  good  with 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  Bill,  for  when 
once  a  House  was  put  into  the  Registry 
as  being  of  the  value  of  10/.,  any  future 
occupier  would  generally  be  admitted  to 
vote  for  it  without  further  inquiry.  When 
the  registry  was  completed,  therefore, 
there  would  be  little  trbuble  in  keeping  it 
up,  and  they  had  an  example  that  the 
principle  would  work  well.  At  Norwich 
there  had  been  disputes  of  long  standing 
relative  to  the  Poor-rates,  and  an  act  had 
been  brought  iu  to  enable  persons  holding 
houses  or  lands  and  tenements  of  the  value 
of  10/.  to  vote  for  guardians  of  the  poor. 
This  bill  was  revived  and  amendedin  1 827, 
and  the  qualification  was  almost  exactly 
that  proposed  by  this  Bill.  This  had  been 
found  to  act  well,  though  the  community 
of  Norwich  consisted  of  11,000  occupiers, 
amongst  which  there  were  4,000  houses 
of  10/.  value.  He  also  thought  that, 
although  there  might  be  difficulties  with 
respect  to  ascertaining  the  value  of  houses 
when  settlements  were  concerned,  yet 
questions  of  that  nature  were  not  at  all 
similar  to  those  which  would  arise  under 
this  Bill.  All  questions  of  value  relative 
to  the  franchise  would  be  tried  with  fa- 
vour, while  in  cases  of  seitlement  there 
was  and  would  be  a  leaning  against  the 
allowance  of  fresh  charges  on  a  parish. 
This  made  the  cases  materially  diHbrcnt, 
and  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  no  doubt 
that  the  magistrates  who  divided  seven 
and  seven  on  a  case  of  settlement,  would 
have  divided  twelve  to  two  iu  favour  of 
the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  that  the  object 
in  voting  for  guardians  of  the  poor  was 
very  different  from  that  in  voting  for  the 
election  of  members  of  Parliament.  At 
contested  elections  particularly  there 
would  be  a  very  close  examination  of  votes. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the  general 
rule  would  be  in  favour  of  the  franchise. 
But  how  could  that  be  known,  as  it  must 
vary  with  the  feeling  of  the  Barrister  who 
had  to  decide?  There  were,  for  instance* 
piany  houses  which  would  b^  declared  by 


the  surveyors  not  to  be  worth  10/.,  which, 
nevertheless,  might,  from  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  business,  Sic,  be  worth  more  to 
the  occupier;  and  in  deciding  upon  these, 
the  assessor  would  have  a  task  of  great 
delicacy.  Suppose  a  doubtfbl  case,  of  a 
house  in  a  town,  for  which  %L  only  was 
paid,  and  which  the  owner  looked  on  at 
worth  10/.,  this  would  not  be  admitted  into 
the  list  for  the  city  ;  and  if  it  werefreehold, 
and  that  he  then  wished  to  have  it  regis*- 
tered  for  the  county,  the  occupier  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  registering  it  any 
where  until  the  ensuing  year. 

Lord  AUhorp  was  ready  to  admit  that 
it  was  easy  enough  to  imagine  a  case 
where  such  a  proposition  as  that  laid  down 
by  his  right  hon.  friend  might  hold;  but 
to  legislate,  as  was  said  de  nUmimis^  had 
never  yet  been  considered  wise.  The  case 
put  was  that  where  a  man  might  be  re- 
jected from  a  city  list;  but  if  regaid  were 
had  solely  to  the  appeal,  the  man  would 
have  only  to  appeal  against  the  decbionof 
the  Overseer,  and  then  the  Magistrates 
would  immediately  admit  him  into  the 
register  for  the  county.  It  wouM,  in 
fact,  be  impossible  to  find  any  system  that 
would  not  be  liable  to  trivial  objections. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  doubted  much  whether 
the  Norwich  act  would  strengthen  the  noUe 
Lord  (John  Russell's)  argument,  for  that 
Act  laid  down  strict  rules  as  to  the  valuation 
of  property ,  and  en  acted  that  the  corporation 
or  the  guardians  of  the  poor  should  assess 
the  rate  according  to  the  full  annual  value 
of  the  property  within  the  city,  and  accord- 
ing tofive-8ixthsofthevalueofthe|uoperty 
in  the  adjoining  hamlets.  Of  coune,  this 
full  value  having  been  ascertained,  it  must 
be  easy,  so  far  as  Norwich  was  conoemedy 
to  decide  on  the  qualification  of  voters. 
If  this  chanire  were  to  be  made  at  all,  he 
Still  retained  his  opinion  that  the  Poor-rate 
would  be  the  l>est  criterion  of  the  value  of 
premises.  Even  with  respect  to  the  county 
rates,  the  directions  of  the  statute  were, 
that  the  full  value  of  all  rateable  property 
should  be  ascertained,  and  the  aasessmeat 
to  the  county  rate  made  accordingly.  Now 
if  there  were  to  be  two  modes  of  ascer- 
taining value — one  according  to  the  county 
rate  Act,  and  another  under  the  Reform 
Bill,  great  confusion  would  ensue.  Surely 
it  was  absurd  for  the  Legislature  to  require 
two  dilVcrcnt  modes  of  ascertaioing  the 
value  of  the  same  property.  In  his 
opinion  means  should  be  adopted  for  as- 
certaining the  value  of  property  in  all 
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towns  that  were  to  return  Members,  and 
the  rates  should  be  levied,  and  the  (iualiti« 
cation  for  voting  ascertained,  on  that  full 
value.  Thus  should  we  be  enabled  to 
dispense  with  the  annual  registration — a 
fruitful  source  of  annual  contention  and 
discord — or  at  any  rate  wc  mi^ht  make 
registration  (after  it  had  once  taken  place) 
available  for  a  period  of  three  or  Hve  years, 
making  some  provision  by  which  property 
that  had  increased  in  value  in  the  interim, 
should  entitle  its  owner  to  a  vote. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  have  been  in- 
clined to  abide  by  the  Poor  rates  as  a 
measure  of  value,  but  that,  from  all  the  in- 
formation he  had  received,  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  the  assessments  were  so  ir- 
regular in  different  parishes,  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  have  recourse  to  them 
with  effect.  He  had  known  instances  of 
houses  in  different  parishes  of  the  worth 
of  30/.  or  40/.  a-year  not  rated  in  the 
proportion  of  three  to  four,  but  in  one  case 
at  three,  and  the  other  at  fifteen.  In  fact, 
ID  different  parishes  no  proportion  what- 
ever was  preserved.  His  own  opinion  was, 
that,  from  the  acknowledged  inequality  of 
value  and  inaccuracy  of  the  parochial  as- 
sessments, the  people  themselves  would, 
in  the  course  of  a  very  few  years,  po  to 
the  trouble  and  expense  of  correctin*:^  the 
anomalies  that  now  prevailed,  and  then 
no  difficulty  could  exist.  But  the  ques- 
tion at  present  was,  whether  a  rule  was  to 
be  taken  which,  in  particular  cases,  mi^ht 
be  subject  to  doubt,  or  whether,  a  great 
number  of  bond  fide  holders  of  property 
to  the  amount  required  were  to  be  disfran- 
chised. The  Conimilice  mi^ht  no  doubt, 
adopt  the  simple  rule  rocoinmcnded  by 
the  riy;ht  hon.  Baronet  for  ascertaining 
value,  but  its  effect  would  bo,  by  raisin*;  the 
present  standard  of  qualification,  to  dis- 
franchise a  great  nuniber  of  porsons  to 
whom  the  Government  meant  honestly  to 
give  the  franchise. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  noble  Lord 
might  easily  get  a  cheer  if  he  held  out  the 
lure  that  the  effect  ofthe  proposal  mentioned 
by  him  would  be  todisfranch ise  agreat  many 
persons.  His  proposition,  however,  had 
no  reference  to  excluding  any  one  ;  it  only 
went  to  secure  what  was  just  and  fair,  for 
if  those  who  were  not  (pialified  were  allowed 
to  vote,  it  would  be  defrauding  those 
who  were  iustlv  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise.  If  there  were  cases  such  as  the 
noble  lA)rd  alluded  to,  of  houses  not 
being  rated  in  the  proportion  of  three- 


fourths  of  real  value,  but  the  proportion  of 
three-fifteenths,  they  were  cases  of  fraud 
and  injustice.  He  did  not  believe  that 
such  instances  were  numerous,  and  the 
noble  Lord  was  thus  legislating  on  cases 
which  constituted  not  the  rule  but  the 
exception. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  doubt  that  all  rat> 
ing  should  be  at  the  full  value  ofthe  pro- 
perty, but  certainly  that  principle  was 
not  followed  throughout  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet *s  desire  for  a  uni« 
form  right  to  vote  was  just,  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself  knew  that  the  at- 
tempt toeffect  this  would  cause  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  every  town,  and  would  only 
throw  greater  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  ofthe  difficalty  now  expe- 
rienced at  Quarter  Sessions  ;  there,  how- 
ever, the  value  for  a  series  of  years,  was 
inquired  into,  which  increased  the  dif- 
ficulty ;  but  the  inquiry  under  the  Bill  was 
not  to  be  conducted  in  that  way.  No 
doubt  difficulties  would  exist,  but  he  be- 
lieved they  were  greatly  exaggerated. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  knew  from  experi- 
ence the  difliculties  now  existing,  as  he 
often  hud  sat  a  whole  day  listening  to  a 
host  of  surveyors  and  appraisers,  who 
usually  held  very  contradictory  opinions 
of  the  value  of  premises.  It  had  been  al- 
leged, in  some  instances,  that  the  value 
of  a  small  quantity  of  fruit  in  the  gar- 
den, increased  the  worth  of  a  House,  so 
as  to  bring  the  occupier  within  the  laws 
of  settlement,  but  the>e  difliculties  would 
increase  when  a  barrister  was  to  decide, 
who  would  be  a  stranger,  and  prejudice 
being  likely  to  arise,  there  would  be 
greater  temptation  to  appeal. 

Lord  Sandoti  knew  that  the  inequality  of 
the  rates  was,  even  at  prcbcnt,  a  constant 
source  of  complaint  in  every  populous 
town,  and  it  was  his  belief,  that  wherever 
a  difference  of  political  ft  cling  existed,  the 
6rst  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  cause  a 
re-assessment  of  every  such  town.  It  was 
of  consequence,  therefore,  to  make  the  rule 
as  simple  as  possible,  and  he  thought  that 
the  machinery  of  the  clause  would  be  sim- 
plified by  some  such  amendment  as  that 
pro|)osed. 

Mr.  Warburton  hoped  that  Ministers 
would  not  be  beguiled  by  any  seeming 
plausibility,  into  adopting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member,  particularly  as  recom- 
mended bv  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
followed  him.    The  right  boa.  Barontt 
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seemed  to  desire  to  engraft  on  the  Reform 
Bill  a  scheme  for  correcting  the  propor- 
tional assessments  of  parishes  to  coun- 
ties. It  might  be  expedient  to  devise  a 
scheme  for  determining  accurately  the 
parish  rates  of  the  several  towns  and 
boroughs  to  be  affected  by  the  Bill ;  but 
Ministers  would  be  guilty  of  absurd  rash- 
ness if  they  made  such  a  scheme  a  part  of 
a  measure  for  improving  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  people.  Such  a  plan  would  be 
immediately  opposed  by  the  Representa- 
tives of  many  towns,  in  obedience  to  the 
commands  of  their  constituents,  among 
whom  it  would  be  very  unpopular.  A 
general  parish  assessment  at  the  full  value 
would  excite  general  discontent.  The 
Ministers  had  acted  wisely  in  confining 
themselves  to  the  narrow  comparative 
scale  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  convinced  by  the 
arguments  on  the  other  side,  that  there 
was  nothing  to  be  urged  against  his  propo- 
sition. As  to  those  arguments,  he  was 
not  surprised  that  some  Gentlemen  should 
make  use  of  them ;  but  that  the  hon. 
Member,  a  mathematician,  should  resort 
to  them  somewhat  astonished  him.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  if  the  suggestion 
was  adopted,  the  parishes  would  be  rated 
at  their  full  value,  instead  of,  as  at  present, 
at  three- fifths,  or  whatever  the  proportion 
might  be.  And  he  complained  of  this  as 
a  great  grievance.  But  pray  what  difter- 
ence  would  that  make?  If  there  was 
100/.  to  be  raised,  each  parishioner  would 
have  to  pay  the  same  amount  of  rate, 
whether  rated  at  the  full  value,  or  only 
at  three- fifths,  so  long  as  the  same  rule 
of  rating  prevailed->-as  it  must  prevail — 
throughout  the  whole  parish.  He  knew 
something  about  this  matter,  for  he  met 
with  the  same  difficulty  when  he  intro- 
duced the  New  Police  Act.  He  then 
wanted  to  raise  8d.  in  the  1/.  on  the  real 
value  of  property,  but  he  did  not  for  that 
reason  require  that  a  new  valuation  should 
be  made :  though  some  parishes  assessed 
themselves  on  the  full  value,  others  at 
three-fourths  and  four-fifths.  Let  the 
House  look  at  what  the  Legislature  de- 
clared in  1825.  In  that  year,  Parliament 
passed  an  Act  placing  on  record  the  diffi- 
culty of  taking  the  alleged  value  of  a 
tenement  as  a  criterion  in  determining  the 
right  of  settlement ;  alleging  in  the  pre- 
amble that  it  had  given  rise  to  expensive 
litigation,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
fiYoided.    It  was  that  very  expensive  liti« 


gation  he  was  anxious  to  counteract ;  and 
he  repeated,  that  to  have  two  criteria  of 
value  in  the  same  parish  with  respect  to 
the  same  identical  property,  appeared  to 
him  a  great  absurdity;  and  so  far  from 
preventing  dissension,  was  likely  to  pro- 
duce it.  He  did  not  make  his  propositioa 
with  the  intention  of  disfranchising  one 
single  person  ;  but  because  it  would  be  the 
means  of  avoiding  much  dispute  and 
expensive  litigation. 

The  Solicitor  General  begged  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  va- 
rious tests,  of  which  the  Poor-rates  was 
one,  for  ascertaining  the  actual  value  of 
tenements  in  towns  were  but  so  many 
means  to  an  end — the  condition  for  exer- 
cising a  political  franchise.  There  was 
this  objection  to  the  Poor-rates,  that  if 
adopted  as  the  basis  of  the  Bill,  tiieymust 
be  altogether  remodelled  so  as  to  be  uni- 
versally applicable  upon  the  same  princi- 
ple throughout  the  kingdom;  and  all  the 
good  to  be  arrived  at  by  Uiis  eUborate 
process  was  already  secured  by  the  Clame 
as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Wason  was  sure  that  if  the  Poor- 
rates  were  adopted  as  the  basis  of  the 
qualification,  and  they  were  to  be  levied  on 
the  full  value  of  property,  many  voters 
whom  the  Bill  intended  to  invest  with  the 
franchise  would  be  capriciously  deprived 
of  it.  Making  the  payment  of  such  rates 
the  foundation  of  the  right  of  voting; 
would  be  open  to  other  serious  objections; 
for  instance,  a  sound  discretion  was  often 
exercised  in  exonerating  persons  of  lai^ 
family  who  inhabited  small  houses  from 
the  payment  of  rates,  but  to  prevent  a  man 
of  that  description  from  voting  for  a  mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  because  he  was  endea- 
vouring to  bring  up  all  his  family  without 
parochial  relief,  would  be  a  great  draw- 
back upon  personal  exertion  to  attain 
independence. 

Amendment  negatived  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  Granville  Vernon  rose  to  propose 
the  amendment  on  this  clause,  or  which 
he  had  given  notice.  He  had  seen  no 
less  than  eighty  lists  by  different  parish 
officers,  all  of  whom  had  great  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  the  numbers  and  qualifica- 
tions of  the  rate-payers.  To  direct  such 
persons  to  establish  a  uniform  rating  by 
value,  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet^ must  be  attended  with  great  trouble 
and  expense.  Parishes  must  either  be 
re-assessed  on  th^  stfttement  of  the  pirtiei 
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themselves,  or  the  value  of  their  houses 
must  be  taken.      Besides,  it  was  objec- 
tionable on  many  accounts  to  appoint  parish 
officers  to  such  a  duty,   for  they  would 
thus  be  converted  into  a  sort  of  Parliament- 
ary agents.  It  must  also  be  recollected  that 
they  were  sometimes  appointed,  and  al- 
ways approved  of,  by  the  Magistrates,  and 
of  course,  therefore,  they  might  in  some 
degree,  be  under   their   influence.     The 
consequence  of  the  course  proposed  in  the 
Bill  was,  that  every  parish  would  become, 
yearly,  a  scene  of  political  contention.    If 
what  the  noble  Ix)rd   (Lord  J.  Russell) 
■tated  was  correct,  namely,  that  the  as- 
sessment would  right  itself  in  the  course 
of  time,  and  become  proportioned  to  the 
real  value  of  the  property,  there  could  be  no 
force  in  the  objection  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bridport.  His  object  was,  to  give  to  the 
Overseers  acting  under  this  Bill  a  merely 
ministerial  and  not  a  judicial  character.    If 
the  amendment  he  meant  to  propose  should 
be  adopted,  they  would  get  rid  of  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  machinery  of  registration. 
In  his  opinion  every  person  who  was  ready 
.  to  pay  rates,  should  be  permitted  to  vote, 
and  he  apprehended  few  persons  but  those 
really  entitled    would   volunteer  to   pay 
more  than  their    regular  share    for   the 
purpose  of  voting  at  the  next  election  for 
members  of  Parliament,  even  if  some  did 
to,  it  would  be  the  interest  of  their  neigh- 
bours rather  to  encourage  than  to  oppose 
them,    for    the   more    rate-payers    there 
were  the  less  burden  would  fall  upon  each 
comparatively.     He  therefore  begged  leave 
to  move  an   amendment,     **  That,  after 
the  word  *  landlord'  these  words   be  in- 
serted, '  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
or,  in  places  where  there  has  been  no  such 
rate,  to  the  county/  " 

Mr.  FresA/?6/(i  said,  he  had  an  amendment 
to  propose  in  a  previous  part  of  the  clause, 
and  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  post- 
pone his  amendment  for  the  present. 

Mr.  Vernon  assented. 

Mr.  Freshfield  said,  the  amendment  he 
should  propose  was,  that  the  words  *'  under 
the  same  landlord*'  be  left  out.  As  the 
clause  now  stood,  a  person  occupying  a 
house,  shop,  or  warehouse,  with  land,  of 
the  value  of  10/.  a  year,  under  the  same 
landlord,  was  entitled  to  a  vote.  Now  if 
the  landlord  should  die,  leaving  the  house 
to  one  person  and  the  land  to  another,  the 
occupier  would  thus  have  two  landlords 
instead  of  one,  and  would  accordingly  be 
deprived  of  his  vote.    He  could  not  sup- 


pose that  such  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  and  therefore  proposed  that 
the  words  should  be  left  out. 

Lord  Althoiy  said,  such  a  case  was  not 
likely  to  occur  often,  and  the  general  rule 
which  this  amendment  would  establish  was 
liable  to  great  objections.  He  considered 
the  alteration  proposed  would  be  extremely 
detrimental,  and  as  such  he  must  oppose 
it.  The  cases  alluded  to  could  not  be  of 
very  ordinary  occurrence. 

The  Amendment  was  negatived. 

The  Chairman  put  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  Mr.  Granville  Vernon — that 
all  persons  rated  to  the  poor  at  ten  pounds, 
or  in  lieu  thereof,  and  if  no  such  rate  ex- 
isted in  the  towns,  if  they  were  rated  to 
the  county  rates  at  that  amount,  should 
have  the  right  of  voting. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergtisson  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  they  were  now  considering 
was,  to  give  every  person  a  vote  who  occu- 
pied a  house  of  the  annual  value  of  10/., 
and  the  difficulty  was  how  to  obtain  a 
correct  list  of  such  persons.  The  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  was, 
to  take  the  tenant's  own  word  for  the  value, 
provided  he  was  disposed,  and  actually 
paid  rates  upon  the  house  to  that  extent, 
although  the  premises  he  occupied  might 
not  in  reality  be  worth  a  fifth  of  that 
amount.  This  was  a  summary  way  of 
settling  the  question,  but  it  was  open  to 
the  great  objection  that  the  rates  might 
actually  be  paid  by  some  other  person, 
who  would  influence  the  voter.  Many 
votes  might  be  manufactured  in  this  man- 
ner, at  a  small  expense,  in  districts  where 
the  rates  were  small.  He  considered  that 
some  well-devised  plan  might  be  struck 
out  for  a  register  of  qualified  houses,  the 
owners  or  occupiers  of  which  should  be 
entitled  to  a  vote.  At  present,  perhaps, 
no  assessment  of  a  general  nature  could 
take  place,  although  in  ten  years  at  least 
some  such  step  might  be  found  necessary. 
He  would,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
support  the  original  clause  as  it  stood. 

Colonel  Wood  considered  that  the  in- 
equality of  rates  upon  houses  would  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  being  able  to  ascer- 
tain, with  any  degree  of  accuracy,  the 
number  of  individuals  in  their  respective 
parishes,  who  were  entitled  to  vote.  This 
would  apply  particularly  to  large  parishes, 
where  they  must  have  recourse  to  the  land- 
lord, to  know  the  value  of  his  houses,  and 
there  were  often  local  Acts  by  which  the 
rates  upon  certain  houses  were  to  be  paid 
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by  the  owner,  and  not  by  the  occupier. 
He,  therefore,  wished  that  the  elective 
franchise  should  be  (^iven  only  to  those 
who  paid  poor  or  county  rates  upon  pre- 
mises of  10/.  value ;  this  would  not  require 
a  new  registry,  as  the  pour-rate  would 
always  speak  for  itself. 

Colonel  Davies  feared  the  clause  would 
create  great  litigation,  parlicularly  if  takr-n 
in  connection  with  the  next.  By  that 
clause,  the  same  premises  might  not  be 
occupied  for  a  year,  but  inhabiting  a  suc- 
cession of  10/.  houses  conferred  the  right 
of  voting  ;  so  that,  in  cusc  of  any  dispute 
as  to  the  parties'  right  of  voting,  a  surveyor 
would  have  to  ascertain  the  value  of  the 
various  premises  he  had  occupied.  The 
expense  of  a  new  and  general  valuation 
would  not  be  half  so  g^at  as  would  arise 
from  these  petty  vexations.  They  would 
encourage  the  lowest  description  of  Attor- 
nies;  but,  undoubtedly,  in  his  min^,  the 
lK*st  foundation  for  the  privilege  of  voting 
would  rest  on  the  proposed  amendment, 
when,  to  the  other  considerations  urged  in 
its  favour  was  added  this,  that  the  rate 
was  constantly  payable,  although  an  elec- 
tion might  not  take  place  in  four  or  five 
years. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  object  he 
had  in  view  was  to  enable  persons  who 
had  10/.  houses  to  vote  for  Members  of 
Parliament.  He  admitted  the  inequality 
of  parish  rates.  It  might  be  desirable  to 
have  an  equal  rate  in  all  parishes,  but 
until  that  could  be  effected,  the  House 
should  not  delay  the  grant  of  a  right  of 
franchise  to  the  10/.  houst^holders.  In 
Liverpool  alone,  it  required  seven  months 
to  get  at  an  equalization  of  rates ;  and 
what  must  it  not  be  in  every  parish  in 
England  ?  The  Amendment  could  not  be 
admitted,  because  it  did  not  affect  the 
object  of  the  Dill,  which  was  not  to  en- 
courage the  payment  of  Poor-rates,  but 
to  enable  1 0/.  householders  to  enjoy  the 
right  of  voting  for  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
He  would  not  delay  the  Bill  for  any  such 
problematical  arrangement. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  was  willing  to  sup- 
port the  largest  extension  of  the  elective 
franchise  compatible  with  that  cerlainly 
and  simplicity  of  arrangement  which  was 
the  very  essence  of  legislation ;  but, 
convinced  that  a  qualification  depending 
upon  **  value*'  would  be  o|>en  to  much 
litigation,  collusion,  and  fraud,  and  hold 
out  but  too  many  temptations  to  perjury,  he 
should  support  the  amendment  of  his  hon. 


friend,  the  member  for  Banetkw.  Aaother 
advantage  would  arise  from  taking  assess* 
ment  as  the  test  of  qualification  :  it  would 
materially  diminish  the  expense  and  diffi- 
culties attending  regiitration.  Consider- 
ing  assessment  as  a  most  tiithful  test, 
whilst  ruinous  and  protracted  scrutinies 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would,  on  the  other  hand,  be  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  adopting  the  un- 
certain standard  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  he  approved  of 
the  amendment.  It  was  of  importance  to 
consider,  that,  upon  the  smooth  and  well 
working  of  this  portion  of  the  Bill  the 
success  of  the  whole  measure,  as  well  as  the 
stability  of  the  Constitution  in  its  renovated 
form,  might  ultimately  depend. 

Lord  John  Rusmll  said,  the  Overseer 
would  of  course  take  out  all  the  names  in 
his  list  of  those  who  were  rated  to  the 
poor  at  the  value  of  lOL  and  upwards. 
A  provision  was  made  for  publishing  the 
names  of  the  claimants  throughout  the 
parish ;  and  any  person  who  felt  himself 
aggrieved  could  apply  to  the  Barrister  to 
have  his  name  inserted. 

Lord  Sandon  feared  all  these  precao- 
tions  would  not  prevent  Overseers,  particu* 
larly  in  large  parishes,  putting  such  names 
on  their  list  of  voters,  as  they  thought  fit, 
whether  qualified  or  not. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  thought,  that  the 
arguments  urged  against  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bassetlaw  proved 
that  there  was  no  good  reason  for  resisting 
it ;  on  the  contrary,  all  that  had  been 
said  showed  that  Ministers  had  not  made 
out  their  case.  The  noble  Lord  said,  the 
Overseer  would  take  the  names  of  persons 
occupying  houses  at  and  above  the  value  of 
10/.,  and  would  form  a  list  for  the  Barrister, 
and  there  was  no  penalty  on  him  for  leaving 
the  name  out  of  this  list.  If  the  Overseer, 
therefore,  left  a  name  out,  it  would  gire 
trouble  to  the  parties  to  carry  on  an  sp- 
l^eal  before  the  Barrister,  and  many  would 
rather  abandon  their  right  to  vote  than 
take  that  trouble.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  the  Overseer's  list  was  only  to  serve 
as  a  guide  to  the  Barrister ;  but  that  was 
taking  a  circuitous  course  for  attaining  an 
object  which  could  be  reached  by  a  straight 
one.  The  register  of  voters  might  at  once 
bo  taken  from  the  list  of  the  payers  of 
the  parish  rates,  and  quite  as  correct  s 
list  could  thereby  be  obtained  as  by  the 
method  proposed  by  the  clause,  and  with 
infinitely  less  trouble.  A  man  who  paidlits 
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rates  regularly  upon  10/.  a-year  would  take 
care  to  claim  his  right  to  vote.  Again,  if 
a  person  was  under-rated,  there  was  an 
inducement  to  pay  his  fair  proportion  of  the 
Poor-rate  that  he  might  be  put  in  the  list. 
Tlie  plan  of  his  hon.  friend  was  not  only 
less  expensive  and  troublesome  than  that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  but  would  also  contri- 
bute to  form  a  more  correct  valuation  of 
houses  for  the  purpose  of  rating.  I'he 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  (General  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  framers  of  the  Dill 
was  to  obtain,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the 
real  value  of  houses  ;  and  the  only  ques- 
tion was  as  to  the  means.  He  was  con- 
vinced, the  mode  proposed  by  thu  noble 
Lord  would  lead  to  continued  litigation, 
for  the  course  of  proceeding  was  involved 
and  troublesome.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ever, said,  that  if  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  friend  was  adopted,  it  would  l)e  ne- 
cessary to  make  out  new  parochial  as- 
sessments, and  that  he  should  be  unwilling 
to  involve  himself  in  a  work  of  so  much 
magnitude.  He  did  not  np|)rehcnd  there 
would  be  any  considerable  diiliculty  in 
having  a  new  parochial  survey  ;  and  it 
would  be  desirable  :  and  when  they  were 
engaged  upon  a  measure  to  change  the 
whole  of  the  Representative  system,  tiiey 
onght  not  to  be  scared  by  pri'sunied  difti- 
culties.  The  plan  of  re^intration  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  would  be  found  incon- 
Tenient:  it  was  unncressarv,  and  would 
lead  to  dissensions  in  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. It  was  always  better  to  avoid,  as 
much  as  possible,  the  introduction  of  new 
machinery  into  any  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  more  especially  as  rerrarded  the 
system  of  Representation,  uhen  the  old 
mode  of  attaining  the  end  wiis  adecpiatc; 
for  the  purpose.  This  he  thoujjht  could 
be  proved  by  the  series  of  Acts  n-lating  to 
the  laws  of  Settlement,  and  for  the  assess- 
ment of  poor-rates.  The  Act  passe<l  in  1 825 
was  the  last;  it  made  some  important  alter 
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in  the  way  of  a  tolerably  correct  valuation, 
were  not  found  to  be  nearly  so  g^eat  at 
had  been  anticipated.  This  Act  says, — 
"  Whereas  great  difficulties  have  arisen 
from  the  settlement  of  the  poor,  as  far  as 
regards  renting  tenements,''  &c. ;  and  then 
proceed*  to  enact  *'  that  the  value  of  any 
such  tenement  shall  be  determined  by  the 
rent.''  This  was  the  test  applied  by  the 
59th  of  George  3rd,  cap.  50,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  attaining  the  real  value  of  houses. 
This  Act  remained  in  force  for  six  years ; 
but  in  1825,  in  consequence  of  the  diffi- 
culties that  were  found  to  lie  in  the  way 
of  the  working  of  this  Act,  another  Act 
was  passed  for  the  pur]>ose  of  remedying 
these,  and  of  defuiing  the  mode  of  taking 
the  valuation.  It  stated  that,  '*  Whereas 
the  settlement  of  the  poor  has  been  made, 
in  some  instances,  to  depend  upon  the 
annual  value  of  tenements  which  they  may 
have  rented,  or  u|K)n  the  annual  value  of 
tenements  in  virtue  of  which  they  have 
pnid  parochial  rates;  and  whereas,  the 
ascertaining  such  value  in  such  respective 
casfs  has  given  rise  lo  very  extensive  litiga- 
tion ;  and  whereas,  doubts  have  arisen  as 
to  the  interpretation  of  former  Acts."  it 
then  enacted,  "  That  no  person  shall 
ac(piire  a  settlement  in  any  parish  or  town- 
ship, by  reason  of  renting  or  paying  pa- 
rochial rates  for  any  tenement,  unless  such 
tenement  shall  consist  of  a  separate  and 
distinct  dwelling-house  or  building,  or  of 
land,  or  of  both,  honti  fide  rented  by  such 
person  at  and  for  the  sum  of  10/.  a-year 
at  the  least,  for  the  sum  of  one  whole 
year.*'  It  provided  also,  that  the  rent  for 
such  house  must  be  actually  .paid;  but  it 
concluded  with  these  words,  *'  Provided, 
that  it  shall  not  be  nccesnary  to  prove  the 
actual  value  of  such  tenement,  anything 
in  any  Act  or  Acts,  or  any  construction 
of  or  implication  from  any  Act  or  Acts,  or 
any  usage  or  custom  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding.*'    The  declaration  that  the 


ationsinthepreviousstateof  thelawrtlative    actual  ralue  ought  not  be  proved,  arose 
to  valuations.     The  C'ommitten  was  aware  1  tV 


that  the  old  law  of  settlement  depended  on 
an  Act  of  Charles  '2n(l,  which  was  in  force 
until  a  few  years  since.  In  181$),  an  Act 
was  passed  relative  to  the  valuation  of 
houses,  and  was  intituled  **  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Laws  rtspcctinif  the  Settlement 
of  the  Poor,  as  far  as  regards  rentinu: 
Tenements."  ruder  the  operation  of  this 
law,  it  was  found  nccis<;;u  y  t«»  make  a  new 
valuation  of  a  urcat  nr.uiy  parishes ;  and 
the  difficulties  which  weie  sup|K>sed  lo  lie 


om  the  circumstance  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  find  a  constant  ti'St.  Thus,  there 
was  a  .Statute  specitically  providing  that 
the  *'  actual  value  "  of  a  tenement  should 
not  be  taken  as  a  test,  as  that  would  lead 
to  constant  litigation.  Now,  however, 
they  were  called  upon  to  adopt  a  course 
which  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
abandon.  The  noble  Ix)rd  recommended 
the  adopti(»n  of  an  indirect  eourse  toarri\e 
at  the  value,  when  there  existed  a  simple 
mode  of  attaining  the  same  oliject.    Tl^ 
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noble  Lord,  when  he  introduced  the  Bill^ 
said,  in  allusion  to  this  clause,  in  conse- 

S[ueDce  of  a  complaint,  that  it  would  be 
bund  to  be  attended  with  great  difficulties 
in  operation — that  he  had  directed  inquiries 
to  be  made  into  the  subject  of  local  rates, 
and  had  satisfied  his  own  mind  that  the 
difficulty  might  easily  be  overcome,  but 
Although  he  might  satisfy  his  own  mind, 
he  had  not  condescended  to  perform  the 
same  office  for  others.  Nothing  had 
astonished  him  more  in  the  proceedings 
respecting  this  Bill,  than  the  paucity  of 
information  furnished  to  the  House  re- 
specting the  several  details  contained  in  it. 
This  was  certainly  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant clauses,  for  it  not  only  intro- 
duced into  the  Constitution  a  new  species 
of  franchise  as  regarded  the  places  upon 
which  the  right  of  Representation  was 
to  be  conferred,  but  it  also  introduced 
a  new  constituency  into  all  the  cities 
and  boroughs  in  the  country.  The  subject- 
matter  of  this  single  clause  was  so  im- 
portant, that  it  would  not  be  too  much 
if  a  Committee  were  to  sit  for  a  whole 
Session  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  to 
collect  adequate  information.  There  cer- 
tainly was  a  mass  of  information  relative 
to  the  10/.  householders,  which  had  been 
obtained  by  the  Commissioners;  but  there 
was  no  information  how  that  information 
was  obtained,  or  the  correctness  of  it. 
They  were  considering,  therefore,  a  most 
important  clause,  which  was  to  determine 
the  mode  of  calling  into  existence  a  large 
constituent  body,  with  almost  an  entire 
want  of  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  John  Campbell  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  much  less  inconvenience  would 
be  experienced  under  the  plan  laid  down  in 
the  Bill  than  under  the  operation  of  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
was  aware,  however,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  carry  into  effect  such  an  exten- 
sive register,  without  some  inconvenience. 
It  was  well  known  to  most  Gentlemen, 
that,  in  the  greater  part  of  the  parishes  in 
England,  the  Poor-rates  were  not  calcu- 
lated upon  the  rack-rent,  but  upon  a  vary- 
ing scale.  If  a  new  survey  were  to  take 
place,  and  a  valuation  made  at  the  full 
rental,  it  would  produce  universal  alarm. 
No  real  increase  would  be  made  in  the 
amount  of  the  Poor-rates;  but  the  higher 
valuation  might  be  considered  a  prelude 
to  a  tax  imposed  by  the  State  for  political 
purposes,  ^d  thus  the  Reform  Bill  would 
mdirectly  occasion  discontent.  This  might; 


indeed,  produce  the  reaction  which  had 
been  hitherto  looked  for  in  vain.  To  shew 
that  such  a  result  might  be  faii\y  antici- 
pated, he  would  merely  refer  to  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  General  Registry  Bill 
had  been  represented,  and  very  success- 
fully as  mere  machinery  for  a  new  land 
tax.  Besides  the  assessment  of  one 
year  would  not  do  for  the  following  year; 
and  he  was  fully  persuaded  that  the 
charge  for  actually  surveying  all  the 
parishes,  and  for  the  constant  alterations 
that  would  be  necessary,  would  be  much 
greater  than  any  expense  that  would  be 
consequent  upon  the  legal  assistance  that 
might  be  requisite  for  registration.  He 
denied  that  the  Overseer  was  a  ministerial 
officer,  and  it  would  be  most  inexpedient 
to  clothe  such  a  person  with  the  power  of 
making  out  a  register  which  he  would 
have  if  the  rate  were  to  determine  the 
franchise.  By  means  of  the  Barrister,  a 
security  was  obtained  against  the  partiahty 
of  the  Overseer  ;  for  even  the  risk  of 
exposure  in  the  Court  of  Registration 
would  operate  as  a  check  against  dis- 
honesty. According  to  the  Bill,  the 
return  of  the  overseer  was  only  to  be  prM 
facie  evidence  of  the  existence  of  the  right 
of  voting;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman'i 
amendment  went  to  the  extent  of  making 
the  Overseer's  list  final.  It  was  intended, 
he  was  informed,  that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions ;  but  what 
expense  would  that  lead  to  ?  They  all 
knew  it  would  amount  to  the  positive 
denial  of  the  poor  man's  right.  He,  there- 
fore, was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  calling 
in  the  assistance  of  the  Barrister  was  the 
best  possible  course  that  could  be  adopted. 
The  Barrister  had  his  professional  charac- 
ter to  sustain — his  proceedings  were  to  be 
public,  and  all  the  responsibility  in  the 
decision  of  each  case  rested  with  himself. 
The  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  would 
be  a  mockery.  From  the  jobbing  he  had 
seen  in  these  places,  he  was  inclined  to  be- 
lieve that  leavmg  the  decision  to  the  Magis- 
trates would  be  almost  as  bad  as  referring  it 
to  the  determination  of  an  open  Committee 
of  that  House.  Each  case  would  be  treated 
as  a  political  question,  and  gentlemen  on 
the  bench  would  be  as  much  pressed  for 
their  votes  as  Members  of  Parliament 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  well  aware  that 
this  particular  clause  had  excited  very 
great  attention  throughout  the  country. 
He  did  not  understand  how  the  Ministers 
could  have  voted  last  night  against  the 
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proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Pres- 
ton^and  could  yet  determine  on  supporting 
the  clause  as  it   now  stood.     They  had 
opposed  it,  as  they  said  that  it  had  a 
strong  tendency  towards   Universal  Suf- 
frage.    Now,  he  must  confess  that  he  did 
not  think  there  was  much  difference  be- 
tween  the   two,   for  people  of  the  very 
poorest  classes  would  equally  come  under 
the  operation  of  both  clauses.     If  the 
Ministers  said,  as  they  had  done,   that 
they  did  not  support  the  clause  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Preston  because  it  had 
a  strong  tendency  towards  Universal  Suf- 
frage, he  must  say  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  present  clause  was  not  much  short  of 
Universal  Suffrage  itself.     He  was  still 
prepared  to  contend,  as  he  always  had 
aone,  that  the  Government  had  taken  the 
worst  criterion  in   taking    the   value    of 
houses;  and  he,  therefore,  could  not  sup- 
port the  clause.     Those  who  supported  it 
were  bound  to  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  they   had  abandoned   the   former 
tests,  and  taken  up  this.   All  the  evidence 
and   experience   they  ha<l,  taught  them 
that  the  things  against  whidi  they  ought 
particularly  to  guard   were,  this  one  of 
value,  and  particularly  this  value  of  10/. 
Any  of  the  other  three  criteria  would  have 
been  preferable   to  this.    The  10/.  stand- 
ard of  value  had  been  tried  in  the  case 
of  the  Poor-rates  and   voted   a  universal 
nuisance,   insomuch   that    it    had    been 
found  necessary  to  make  landlords  respons- 
ible for  houses  of  that  description.      In 
the  metropolis  the  10/.  franchise  would  be 
Universal  Suffrage.     There  was  no  house 
to  be  got — you  could  not  get  a  stable  for 
vour  horse  and  scarcely  a  respectable  dog- 
kennel,  without  paying  10/.  a-year  for   it. 
Yet   every  man   must  know,  that  in    the 
country  the  occupier  of  a  10/.  house  was 
in  a  respectable    class  of  society.     But 
what  was  the  difference  between  the  rural 
population  and  those  of  the  manufacturing 
cities  and  towns  ?     The  noble  Paymaster 
of  the   Forces   had   told   them,  that  the 
population  of  large  towns  were  rnore  ac- 
customed to    political    excitement,    and 
politically  better  informed,  and  therefore 
their  influence  was  to  be  encouraged,  and 
the  sound   and    honest  opinions   of  the 
country   disregarded.     The  political   in- 
formation obtained   by  these  classes  was 
collected  in  Unions  and  Clubs,  and  nobody 
knew  better   what   sort  of  politics  were 
taught  in   those   schools  than  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  in  such  assemblies,  actuated 
VOL.  IX.  {SSJ} 


by  such  principles  and  motives  as  had 
been  openly  declared  by  them,  that  the 
noble  Lord  sought  for  the  politicians  who 
were  to  exercise  a  domination  over  the 
public  mind.  The  difficulty  of  ascer- 
taining the  value  of  property  would  be 
very  great.  Suppose,  for  instance,  that  a 
man  rented  a  house  at  4/.  a-year,  and  on 
account  of  his  poverty  was  only  rated  as 
upon  a  rent  of  1/.,  and  paid  no  inhabited 
house-duty,  he  might  insist  upon  a  right 
to  vote,  and  might  bring  a  cloud  of  wit- 
nesses to  swear  that  with  his  pig-stye,  and 
his  bit  of  ground,  and  his  goodwill  for  the 
house,  and  his  goodwill  in  the  house,  it 
was  worth  10/.  a-year.  In  such  a  case 
as  that  the  aid  of  the  Overseer  would  de- 
cide the  matter.  Humble  an  individual 
as  he  was,  he  would  undertake,  if  the 
Overseer  were  given  to  him  in  any  town 
under  the  new  Bill,  to' return  the  Members. 
Give  him  but  the  Overseer — all  he  asked 
was  the  Overseer — it  was  a  modest  re- 
quest—but if  he  had  but  the  Overseer 
with  him  in  making  up  the  register,  he 
would  answer  for  carrying  the  election. 
One  of  the  greatest  objections  to  the  mea- 
sure was  also  to  be  found  here,  in  the 
fact  that  it  went  to  transfer  elections 
from  before  the  face  of  a  free  people^  as 
they  were  now  held,  to  this  private  manu- 
factory of  the  lists  of  voters  before  the 
Overseer,  the  Barrister,  and  the  Attornies, 
whom  the  former  might  get  to  assist  him. 
And  why,  he  would  ask,  was  the  registry 
required  at  all  ?  No  man's  house  could 
be  legally  rated  to  the  Poor-rates  above 
its  value,  and  no  man  was  to  be  allowed 
to  vote  unless  he  had  paid  his  Poor-rates. 
Why,  then,  they  had  a  registry  in  the 
Poor-rate,  and  no  other  was  necessary. 
He  would  tell  the  noble  Lord,  with  a  con- 
fidence which  every  day's  experience  con- 
firmed, that  if  he  passed  the  Bill  with 
this  franchise,  and  with  this  machinery, 
it  would  never  give  content  to  the  country. 
He  spoke  not  of  the  Anti-reformers,  but  of 
those  who  were  friendly  to  the  Bill,  though 
not  to  a  franchise  which  would  go  to  over- 
whelm the  influence  of  property  and  in- 
telligence, and  leave  the  institutions  of 
the  State  without  safeguard  or  defence. 
Not  that  he  wished  to  shut  out  even  the 
lowest  of  his  countrymen  from  such  a 
share  in  the  Representation  as  would  be 
safe,  and  in  proportion  to  their  weight  in 
the  scale.  On  the  contrary,  he  protested 
against  the  exclusion  that  would  be  per- 
petrated by  this  Bill.  At  present  the 
28 
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Constitution  included  and  protected  all 
classes.  He  did  not  say,  tlmt  the  Repre- 
sentation of  some  might  not  properly  be 
extended ;  but,  more  or  less,  all  were 
now  represented.  The  humblest,  but  not 
the  least  deserving,  were  by  this  measure 
to  Ik*  deprived  of  all  their  political  right 
for  ever,  and,  to  make  the  violation  more 
iK'farious,  it  was  to  l)e  accompanied  by 
lieavy  expenses,  which  they  must  help  to 
pay.  G«'ntlcmon  who  voted  for  this  mea- 
sure, and  treated  it  like  a  common  turn- 
pike bill,  would  hereafter  find  that  it 
would  produce  consequences  which  would 
compel  thoir  serious  attention.  In  a  Re- 
formed Parliament  the  first  necessary  ef- 
fect of  the  Bill  would  be  that  this  10/. 
standard  must  be  altered.  Taken  as  a 
general  standard,  it  would  be  found  too 
low  for  any  of  the  purposes  which  Repre- 
sentation had  hitherto  been  made  to  serve 
in  this  country.  But  if  it  were  to  be 
tried  for  the  noble  Lord's  pur))Ose  of 
bringing  into  action  all  the  ])olitical  ex- 
citement of  the  country,  then  they  would 
be  obliged  to  resort  to  the  pr()])osition 
of  the  lion,  member  for  Preston.  The 
House  would  do  well  to  remomber 
that  this  clause  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidored  in  another  place,  whore  it  never 
could  pass  in  its  present  state;  and  it 
would  reflect  disgrace  upon  that  House  if 
it  were  passed  without  consideration.  The 
effect  of  the  joint-occupancy  right  would 
be  to  convert  the  occupier  of  every  floor 
in  a  house  having  a  common  staircase,  for 
which  a  rent  of  3s.  \0d,  was  paid,  into  a 
voter  for  Members  of  Parliament.  Nay, 
the  occupier  of  every  shed  and  every 
warehouse  in  the  city  of  London  would  be 
entitled  to  the  same  privilege.  He  had 
formerly  understood  that  the  members  for 
the  city  of  London  were  instructed  to 
oppose  this  part  of  the  Bill.  But  now  all 
opposition  was  hushed  ;  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  not  permitted  to  make  their 
objections ;  and  therefore  it  was,  he  sup- 
posed, that  they  did  not  like  to  hear  tho 
arguments  of  independent  Members,  who 
were  determined  to  hold  up  the  deformi- 
ties of  the  measure  to  the  public  view,  and 
to  let  the  country  know  what  it  really  was. 
He  believed  that  the  country  would,  upon 
reflection — he  knew  that  it  would  upon 
experience—not  endure  that  such  persons 
should  exercise  such  a  privilege,  and  the 
same  objections  would  be  h(ld  Jp^ainst 
persons  voting  upon  s<^para(e  holdings, 
which  the   Bill  provided,  and  which  he 


thought  equally  objectionable.  Upon 
these  grounds,  and  for  the  reaioDS  which 
he  had  stated  to  the  Committee, he  should 
support  the  Amendment,  believing  it  to  be 
a  great  improvement  of  the  clause. 

Lord  Aithorj}  agreed  with  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  the  clause  now  under  considerstion 
was  one  of  the  utmost  importance.  It  wai 
the  clause  on  which  he  set  the  greatest 
store.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  argued  that  it  would  be  an  improve- 
ment to  introduce  the  provision  making  it 
necessary  that  the  householder  should  be 
rated  to  the  Poor-rates,  as  the  other  test— 
the  lOZ.  value — was  not  sufficient.  It  was 
well  known,  however,  that  many  persons 
were  rated  to  the  Poor-rates  who  did  not 
occupy  houses  of  10/.  value,  and  he  had 
particular  reason  to  know  that  such  was 
the  case  at  Leeds;  aud,  on  the  other 
hand,  many  persons  occupied  10/.  houses, 
and  were  not  rated  to  the  Poor-rates.  The 
clause,  therefore,  did  not  go  to  the  length 
of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston,  and  fell  far  short  of  Universal 
Sufl'rage,  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  descril>ed  it  as  nearly 
amounting  to.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  objected  that  the  alteration 
made  in  this  clause,  as  compared  with 
the  corresponding  clause  in  the  last  Bill, 
would  lead  to  a  great  extension  of  the 
franchise,  because,  in  the  last  Bill,  there 
were  several  tests  necessary,  in  addition  to 
the  value  of  the  house.  The  intrinsic 
value  of  the  house,  however,  was  felt  to  be 
the  simplest  test,  and  all  the  others  bad 
been  dispensed  with.  He  (Lord  Althorp) 
did  not  see  what  difficulty  the  Barrister 
could  find  in  deciding  against  the  right  of 
a  man  to  vote,  in  the  case  put  by  the  boo. 
and  learned  Member,  when  he  only  lived 
in  a  house  for  which  he  paid  4/.  rent  and 
I/,  rate.  The  Barrister  would  first  ask, 
"  Do  you  pay  Poor-rates  ?"  the  answer 
would  be  "  Yes ;"  the  next  question  would 
be,  *•  Do  you  pay  assessed  taxes  ?*'  and 
when  the  answer  "  No"  was  given,  the 
Banister  must  be  a  very  different  one  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself 
if  he  admitted  the  right.  Another  objec- 
tion to  this  clause  was,  that  while  in  the 
rural  districts  respectable  persons  occupied 
10/.  houses,  and  houses  of  a  smaller  value, 
in  large  conmiunities,  houses  of  that  value 
were  geuLMally  occupied  by  persons  of  the 
humbler  classes.  He  agreed  with  his 
noble  friend  (Lord  John  Russell),  botrever. 
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that  persons  occupying   10/.  houses    in 
laij^e    communities,    from    the     political  England. 

knowledge,    and   the   information   which    Althoqp,  Viscount 
they  often  po8seB>ed  on  public  matters,    Atherley,  A. 
were  well  entitled  to  vote,  and  might  ex-    Baillie,  J.  E. 
ercise  the  elective  franchise  with  great  ad^    b^h,,     s^'t  * 
vantaee  to  the  public.  All  the  infonnalion    n'  '"5'  i;  t  ' 
which  he  was  possessed  of,  led  him  to  the    Barnet,  C.  J. 
conclusion    that,  under    this  clause,   the    Bayntun,  S.  A. 
franchise  would  not  be  extended  in  large 
towns  to  unfit  persons  or  those  who  would 
be  incapable  of  exercising  it  beneficially. 
Being  rated  to  the  poor-rates  was  an  ad- 
ditional security,  as  it  would  give  a  great 
facility  iu  discovering  who  persons  were, 
and  where  they  resided,  upon  their  claim- 
ing the  right  of  voting.     With  respect  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  objec- 
tions as  to  joint  occupancy,  he  did  not 
admit  that  it  was  well  founded.     Pertons    Bdkd      Sir*R  W 
occupying  the  several  floors  in  a  house  with    Buller^l'  W 
a  common  stair-case  could  not  vote  under    BulweV  E.  li. 
the    clause,   unless  their    holdings   were    Bulwer,  II.  L. 
taken  as  separate  tenements  and  separately 
rated  to  the  Poor-rates.     If  rated  as  sepa- 
rate tenements,  he  did  not  see  that  there 
was  any  objection  to  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  by  persons  so  occupying.     He 
should  not  detain  the  Committee  further,    Campbell^  J. 
but  conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that    Carter,  J.  I>. 
the  Committee  would  confirm  the  clause  as    Cavendish,  Lord 

it  now  stood,  it  being  one  of  the  most  ini-    Cavendish,  Hon.  C.  C.    Lennox,  Lord  A. 
nnrtAnt  cUubm  in  thfi  Hill.  Cavendish,lIn.Col.ll.     Lennox,_Lord  G. 


Beaumont,  T.  W. 
Benelt,  J. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Biddulph,  R.  M. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blount,  E. 
Blunt,  Sir(/. 
Bouverie,  lion.  I).  P. 
Bouverie,  lion.  I*.  V, 
Briscoe,  J.  I- 


Burdelt.Sir  F. 
Burlon,  II. 
Bynjr,  Sir  J. 
Bvng,  (). 
Calvert,  C. 
Calvert,  N. 


Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  R. 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Right  lion.  R. 
Guise,  Sir  W.  B. 
Ilandley,  W.  F. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawkins,  J.  II. 
Ileathcote,  Sir  J. 
lleneage,  G.  F. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
lleywood,  B. 
Hill,  Lord  G.  A. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Home,  Sir  W. 
Howard,  H. 
llowick,  Viscount 
Hudson,  T. 
Hume,  J. 
Hunt,  Henry 
Ingilby,  Sir  \V. 
JerniDgham,Hn.C.  V. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
King,  £.  B. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knight,  R. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Langston,  J.  11. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Leigh,  T.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 


portant  clauses  in  the  Bill. 
Mr.    Hunt    would    vote 


agamst     the  chfchcsteV'j%?B. 

amendment,  because  the  effect  of  it  would  {'i^y^  E  B. 

be  to  lessen  the  total  number  of  voters,  to  Cockerell,  Sir  C. 

which  he  was  opposed  on  principle.  If  the  Cradock,  Colonel  S. 

principle   now   advocated    was    good,   he  Crampion,  V,  C. 

could  see  no  reason  why  they  should   not  Creevey,  T. 

sell  the  franchise  at  once,  and   let  every  J;"*"""'*:'  •'_• 

one  who  could  buy  it  have  a  vote.  D^ni^on  J  E 

Mr.  Granville  Vermn  l)egged  to  be  al-  Dellm^n,  SirT. 

lowed  to  state  agam  why  he  proposed  the  Ouncombe,  T.  S. 

amendment.     He  was  a  sincere  fiiend  to  DundasHon.Sirll.L. 

the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  the  noble  Lord,  Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 

by  this  clause,  was  putting  it  in  the  power  l^sthope,  J. 

of  the  Overseers  throughout  the  country  l^brington.  Viscount 

to  decide  who  should  or  who  should  not  \,'      *  ,    ,    , 


hare  votes.  This  would  turn  every  Over- 
seer into  an  election  agent,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  would  greatly  detract  from  the 
benefit  which  he  hoped  the  country  gene- 
rally would  derive  from  the  passing  of  this 
measure. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment:— Ayes  184;  No<'s  '2.'V2 — Majority 
for  the  Oriijin.d  Chiiise  fi><. 

The  blank  in  the  rhnisc  was  then  filled 
ap  with  the  words  '*  tt-ii  pounds.** 


Evans,  Col.  de  Lacy. 
Evans,  W. 
Evans,  W.  B. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fcllowes,  H.  A.  W. 
Fer^usson,  Sir  K.  C. 
Foley,  J.  H.II. 
FoW'v,  Hon.  T.  II. 
Folkts  Sir  NV. 
r(>rd\%ich,  l/ird 
Fran(;«»,  Sir  II. 
(lisiornts  T. 
*2  S  2 


Lester,  B.  L. 
Littleton,  £.  J. 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Macauley,  T.  B, 
Macdonald,  Sir  J. 
Mackintosh,  Sir  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
May  hew,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Milb,  J. 

Morpeth,  Viscoant 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyu,  £.  M.  L. 
North,  F. 
Norton,  C.  F. 
Nowcll,  A. 
Nugent,  Lord 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  General 
Palmenton,  Viscount 
Pendarves,  K.  W. 
Penleaze,  J.  S. 
Penrhyn,  E. 
Pepys,  C  C. 
Petit,  L.  II. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Phillips,  G.  R. 
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Ponsonby,  Hon.  J.  B. 
Poyniz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rider,  T. 
Robinson,  Sir  G. 
Robinson,  G.  H. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Rumbold,  C  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lieut.-Col. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Schonswar,  G. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Sebright,  Sir  J. 
Skipwith,  Sir  G. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Spencer,  lion.  Capt. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,Rt.Hn.E.G.S. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stephenson,  H.  F. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  G. 
Stnitt,  £. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  P.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thomson,  Rt.I  Jn.C.  P. 
Throckmorton,  R.  G. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  Colonel 
Townley,  R.  G, 
Tracey,  C. 

Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Tynte,  C.  K.  K. 
Uxbridge,  £arl 
Venables,  W. 
Vere,  J.  J.  H. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
ViUiers,  F. 
Villiers,  T.  H. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waithman,  R. 
Walrond,  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wason,  W.  R. 
Waterpark,  Lord 
Watson,  Hon.  R. 
Wellesley,  Hon.  W.  L. 
"Weyland,  Major 
Whitmore,  W.  W. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  T. 
Williams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williams,  J. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williamson,  Sir  II. 
Wood,  C. 


Wood,  J. 
Wood,  M. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 

Scotland. 

Adam,  Admiral 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Dixon,  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  C. 
Ilaliburton,  Hon. 
Jeffrey,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Loch,  J. 
Mackenzie,  S. 
M'Leod,  K. 
Ross,H. 
Stewart,  £. 
Traill,  G. 

Ireland. 

Belfast,  F^rl  of 
Blackney,  W. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Boyle,  Hon.  J. 
Brown,  J. 
Browne,  D. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Carew,  R.  S. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Copeland,  W.  T. 
Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 
French,  A. 
Gratlan,  H. 
Grattan,  J. 
Hill,  Lord  A. 
Jephson,  G.  D.  O. 
Killeen,  Lord 
King,  Hon.  R. 
Knox,  Hon.  J.  H. 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Macnamara,  W. 
Mullins,  F. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  Mi 
O'Conor,  Don 
OTarrell,  R.  M. 
O'Neill,  Hon.  General 
Ossory  Earl  of 
Pamell,  Sir  H. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Power,  R. 
Rice,  Hon.  T.  S. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace,  T. 
Westenra,  Hon.  H. 
Western,  C. 


White,  Col.  H. 
White,  S. 
Wyse,  T. 


TCLLEB. 

Duncannon,  Vltcoont 


Mr.  Davies  Gilbert^  on  the  Committee 
proceeding  with  the  clause,  said,  he  had 
no  desire  to  delay  the  Bill,  but  he  really 
believed  that  the  very  lowest  description  of 
persons  were  those  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  taking  houses  at  considerable  rents,  for 
the  purpose  of  letting  them  by  floors,  and 
he  wished  to  exclude  them  from  obtainmg 
the  franchise ;  he,  therefore,  begged  leave 
to  move  as  an  amendment,  that  after  the 
words  **  ten  pounds,"  there  should  be  in- 
serted the  words  *^  above  the  value  of 
any  part  or  parts  of  such  property  un- 
derlet in  any  manner  whatsoever." 

Lord  Alihorp  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppoie 
the  amendment.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
houses  were  often  taken  for  the  poiposes 
described,  and  by  the  description  of  per- 
sons mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  but 
there  were  also  many  most  respectable 
persons  who  let  part  of  thdr  houses,  and 
the  lodgers  frequently  paid  the  whole  rent 
Thi$  was  particularly  the  case  vnth  shop- 
keepers, and  as  it  would  be  impossibie 
to  draw  any  distinction  between  the  tiro 
classes  of  persons,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  the 
amendment  ought  not  to  be  agr^  to. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  he  should 
have  presented  a  petition  from  the  Na- 
tional Union  relative  to  this  clause,  if  be 
had  had  an  opportunity.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  do  so,  but  he  should  now 
state  some  of  the  objections  wUch  were 
contained  in  the  petition,  and  which  oc- 
curred to  himself.  The  petitioners  stated, 
that  from  what  they  knew  in  Westminster, 
the  making  of  the  payment  of  rates  or 
assessed  taxes,  particularly  of  rates,  a  con- 
dition of  voting  would  lead  to  bribery. 
Every  one  knew  that  such  things  hid 
taken  place  as  candidates  paying  rates  for 
poor  voters,  and  he  feared  that  that  prac- 
tice would  be  resorted  to  under  this  provi- 
sion, in  spite  of  any  act  against  briberywhich 
might  be  introduced.  He  conceived  that 
the  objects  of  making  the  occupation  of  a 
bouse  of  a  certain  value  the  qualification 
for  voting,  were,  that  the  voter  shonid 
have  some  stake  in  the  country,  and  also 
that  he  should  be  above  improper  influence. 
By  making  such  a  condition  as  thb,  the 
voter  instead  of  being  more  independent, 
would  be  rendered  more  liable  to  comipt 
control.    The  hon.  Gentleman  moved  the 
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omission  of  all  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  made  the  payment  of  rates  a  condi- 
tion of  voting. 

Lord  Althorp  must  oppose  the  amend- 
ment. His  hon.  friend  must  see  the  dif- 
ference between  the  payment  of  the  rates 
before  a  name  could  be  registered,  and  the 
payment  of  them  on  the  eve  of  an  election. 
If  such  a  practice,  therefore,  ever  had  pre- 
vailed at  Westminster,  as  the  petitioners 
described,  the  provision  in  the  Bill  was 
calculated  to  remove  or  at  least  abate  the 
evil. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  aware  that  the  practice 
alluded  to  prevailed  in  the  west  of  Eng- 
land, but  he  now  heard  for  the  first  time, 
that  it  was  known  in  the  city  of  West- 
minster. 

Sir  John  Hobhousc  said,  he  did  not  know 
what  might  have  been  the  case  in  ancient 
times, but  he  did  not  believe  that  any  such 
practice  had  prevailed  since  he  had  been 
connected  with  Westminster. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  he  alluded  to  an- 
cient times,  but  not  so  far  distant  as  to  be 
beyond  the  memory  of  man.  He  believed 
many  of  the  petitioners  were  personally 
acquainted  with  the  fact. 

Mr.  Goulburn  begged  the  noble  Lord 
would  inform  him  how  the  qualification 
was  to  be  taken  in  those  districts  where 
there  were  no  Poor-rates  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  in  such  a  case,  the 
test  of  value  must  necessarily  be  had  re- 
source to. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Lord  Althorp  said,  objections  had  been 
made,  that  the  Bill  contained  no  specific 
regulations  regarding  the  residence  of 
voters;  he,  therefore,  intended  to  propose 
a  proviso  should  be  introduced  into  the 
clause  before  them,  making  a  residence  of 
six  months  previous  to  the  last  day  of 
July,  in  the  city  or  borough,  or  within 
seven  miles  thereof,  necessary  to  entitle  a 
person  to  vote. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  remembered  an  ar- 
gument used  by  Mr.  Fox,  which  he  con- 
sidered applicable  to  the  present  question. 
That  eminent  man  had  said,  that  the 
original  Representation  of  England  was 
made  up  wholly  of  local  interests,  created 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  what  portion 
of  aids  each  place  should  contribute  towards 
the  public  expenditure,  or  the  King's  reve- 
nue ;  and  while  that  was  the  only  object  of 
their  meeting,  such  a  system  of  delegation 
was  proper,  in  order  that  correct  informa- 
tion might  be  obtained  of  the  means  of  the 


particular  places  which  were  called  upon  to 
pay.  But  when  Parliament  began  to  take 
the  principal  part  in  framing  the  laws  of 
the  country,  it  became  important,  that  the 
Members  should  represent  the  nation 
generally.  This  argument  applied  parti- 
cularly in  the  case  of  out- voters,  and  be- 
sides, he  thought  that  the  House  would 
lose  a  part  of  its  dignity  if  it  ever  became 
the  Representative  of  local  interests  only. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  imagine  that 
the  effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to  create 
more  local  Representatives,  and  he  thought 
the  House  lost  more  dignity  by  having 
Members  who  represented  no  constituents 
at  all,  than  having  many  who  might  be 
biased  by  local  connexions  and  habits. 

An  Hon,  Member  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  how  distance  from  the  place 
of  residence  was  to  be  computed — whether 
from  the  place  of  election  or  from  tlie 
boundaries  of  the  borough. 

Lord  Althorp  replied,  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  calculate  the  distance  from  the 
limits  of  a  borough,  and  not  from  the  place 
of  election. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  have  given  notice  that  he  in* 
tended  to  move  a  proviso  which  might  so 
much  affect  the  rights  of  voting. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  had 
given  notice  that  it  was  intended  to  move 
such  a  proviso,  although,  he  admitted,  he 
had  not  given  the  exact  words. 

Proviso  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  do 
stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Hunt  rose,  and  said,  that  he  should 
not  trouble  the  House  at  any  length  upon 
the  motion  which  he  had  to  make  upon 
the  present  question,  as  it  had  already 
been  discussed.  He  should,  therefore, 
content  himself  with  saying,  that  the  pro- 
viso which  he  wished  to  add  to  the  clause, 
was  in  strict  conformitv  to  the  principles 
of  the  Constitution,  which  did  not  contem- 
plate subjecting  any  subject  to  taxation 
who  had  no  share  in  the  election  of  the 
Representative  who  assisted  in  imposing 
taxes.  His  motion  was — ''  that  all  per- 
sons who  should  be  excluded  by  the 
operation  of  the  present  Bill  from  having 
any  share  in  the  election  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives in  Parliament  of  the  nation, 
should  be  exempted  from  the  payment  of 
rates  and  taxes,  and  also  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  serve  in  the  militia*  or  be 
made  liable  to  impressment  for  the  army 
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or  navy.*'  The  hon.  Member  declared  he 
should  not  divide  the  House  u|>on  ihis 
proviso. 

Question,  that  this  proviso  be  added  to 
the  clause,  negatived. 

On  the  question  beinp^  again  put  from 
the  Chair — **  that  the  clause,  as  amended, 
do  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Mr.  Hunt  rose  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  last  night.  Ho  wished  to 
exempt  the  borough  of  Preston  from  the 
o|>cration  of  the  measure,  and  he  begged 
to  be  informed  on  what  principle  it  was 
to  be  80  hardly  dealt  with  i  He  had 
never  heard  any  charge  brought  against  the 
electors  of  corruption.  No  Committee  of 
that  House  had  ever  been  ap|>ointed  to 
inquire  into  charges  of  that  nature ;  and 
here  was  a  body  of  between  7,000  and 
8,000  electors,  who  were  totally  free  from 
any  imputation  of  venality,  about  to  be 
Burked  at  once  by  this  Bill,  which  was 
miscalled  a  Reform  Bill.  Why  was  it,  he 
must  ask  the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues 
opposite,  that,  out  of  a  body  of  7,000  or 
8,000  electors,  only  800  or  900  were  to  be 
suffered  in  future  to  exert  their  privilege? 
If  the  clause  passed,  one  of  the  largest 
boroughs  in  the  whole  kingdom  would  be 
reduced  to  a  condition  as  rotten  as  Old 
Sarum.  For  a  great  number  of  years  the 
borough  of  Preston  had  been  equally  di- 
vided between  the  Whig  and  Tory  inter- 
ests. The  noble  house  of  Derby  had  in- 
fluenced the  return  of  one  Member,  and 
the  large  manufacturers  in  the  town  had 
returned  the  other.  The  people  of  Preston, 
however,  had  emancipated  themselves 
from  the  former  influence,  not  out  of  any 
disregard  to  the  hon.  Member  whose  return 
was  so  influenced — the  present  hon.  mem- 
ber for  W^indsor — but  because  thcv  had 
thought  proper  to  select  himself  for  their 
Representative.  He  was  not  there,  and 
knew  nothing  of  their  intentions.  They 
raised  a  subscription,  beginning  with  the 
sum  of  10/.,  and,  without  his  being  pre- 
sent at  all,  they  elected  him  as  their  Re- 
presentative. Why,  therefore,  was  it  that 
the  electors  of  Preston  were  to  be  selected 
for  disfranchisement?  He  should  feel  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  move  that  a  proviso  be 
added  to  the  present  clause  to  the  effect^ 
"  that  nothing  in  the  present  Bill  do  have 
any  operation  on  the  borough  of  Preston." 
Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  asked  him,  why  Preston  was  se- 
lected in  particular  for  disfranchisement  ? 


To  this  he  must  answer,  that  Preston  wai 
by  no  means  selected  from  any  other 
places,  but  it  happened  that  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  electors  fell  under  the  general 
rule,  which,  for  the  benefit  of  all,  it  had 
l>een  deemed  advisable  to  adopt  as  tbe 
principle  upon  which  the  franchise  wm  to 
be  conferred,  and  the  present  electon 
would  have  no  reason  to  complain,  for  their 
votes  were  preserved  to  them  duriog  their 
lives.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked,  why 
the  Preston  electors  were  disfranchised  by 
him  ?  Would  the  hon.  Member  allow  him 
to  ask,  in  his  turn,  why  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  disfranchise  them  himself,  when 
he  moved  so  recently  that  all  who  did  not 
become  entitled  to  a  vote  under  this  Bill 
should  be  exempted  from  the  payment  of 
rates  and  taxes  ? 

Mr.  Hunt :  W'hcn  I  made  that  motion, 
I  bad  not  the  slightest  expectation  of  its 
being  carried.     I  said  so :  did  I  not? 

Committee  divided  on  the  amendment, 
when  there  api^eared — Ayes  6;  Noes  200 
— Majority  195. 


Best,  Mr. 

Forbes,  Sir  Chades 
Forbes,  Mr. 
Shaw,  Air. 


List  of  the  Aves. 

Vere,  Mr.  Hope 

TELLER 

Hunt,  Mr. 


Mr.  Machinnon  said,  he  would  not  detain 
the  Committee  many  minutes,  as  they  bad 
permitted  him  to  go  on,  although  it  ap- 
peared it  was  somewhat  irregular,  as  be 
had  missed  the  proper  opportunity  to  press 
his  amendment,  which  was  simply  to  add 
the  following  provision  to  theclause :  ''tbat, 
in  all  towns  or  cities  where  the  number  of 
houses  rated  at  10/.  and  upwards,  exceedi 
500,  the  right  of  voting  shall  be  granted 
to  those  persons  paying  15/.  yearly,  and 
upwards  ;  that  in  all  towns  or  cities  where 
the  number  of  10/.  houses  exceeds  1,000, 
the  right  of  voting  shall  be  in  persons 
paying  not  less  than  20/.  yearly  rent." 
In  consequence  of  having  had  two  of  his 
suggestions  adopted  in  the  present  Bill,  be 
thought  it  possible  his  proposition  in  the 
present  instance  might  be  entertained  b) 
the  Committee.  He  was  apprehensive 
that  if  the  clause  was  left  to  operate  in  it) 
present  shape,  without  some  qualification 
it  would  give  the  Representation  in  al 
the  large  cities  and  towns  into  the  handi 
of  the  populace;  popular  clamour  and 
excitement. would  prevail  over  intelligence 
and  reason,  and  the  mere  mob  would  alto- 
gether swamp  the  persons  of  respectabilit] 
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anil  property,  and  render  the  Members 
from  such  places  the  niercflclcgatcsofihe 
lowest  classes  of  the  people.  The  only 
instance  in  the  iiistory  of  this  coniitry 
of  such  a  sweeping  alteration  in  the  Itepre- 


propriety  of"  the  principle  of  the  mode  of 
legislation  proposed,  without  attempt in^^ 
to  c-oiitine  themselves  to  a  particular  num- 
ber of  Houses  on  a  ^^raduate<l  scale,  and 
without  statinp^  the  viinimnin  dv  tnaximtim. 


sentation  was  that  made  in  the  time  of  Even  in  the  Bill,  democratic  as  it  was,  tlierc 
Cromwell.  The  close  boroughs  were  then  .  was  a  provision  of  property.  Then  the 
excluded,  bnt  the  qualification  was  equal  quest itJii  came,  will  you  };ive  the  right  of 
to  40/.  of  the  present  currency.  lie  there-  voting  to  the  same  nominal  amount  of 
fore  considered  that  his  proposition,  which  .  property  throui::hout  when  the  real  value 
was  more  democratic  than  that  of  Crom-  .  is  tlid'ercnt  in  dill'eront  places.  Take  the 
well,  ought  to  be  entertained.  j  case  f)f  London  and  Westminster,  suppose 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  a  similar  pro-  th(;  House  should  be  ultimately  of  opinion 
position  to  this  had  been  made  last  Scs-  j  that  the  metropolitan  districts  should  have 
sion,  andthat  the  0|>inion  of  the  Committee  the  additional  Mend>ers,  as  proposed  by 
was  then  cx))ressed  against  it.  IJc  objected  the  Ijiil,  was  it  Ic^rislating  consistently, 
most  decidedly  to  the  principle  of  this  to  say,  that  10/.  rent  in  the  town  of  liors- 
amendmcnt,  going,  as  it  did,  to  put  some  ham,  shall  be  the  criterion  of  the  right  of 
towns  on  such  a  difl'crent  footing  from  franchise,  and  that  10/.  shall  also  deter- 
others ;  and  if  he  did  not  object  to  its  mine  the  franchise  in  Marylebone  ?  Was 
principle,  he  should  object  most  decidedly  not  that  sayiu'j^,  that  property  should  have 
to  its  details,  lie  could  not  see  why,  i  considerable  influence  ;  and  yet, by  making 
where  the  number  of  10/.  houses  in  a  town  the  same  ciilerion  apply  to  small  towns  as 
amounted  to  500,  thehon.  Member  should  to  large — excluding,  virtually,  in  the  for- 
be  so  much  afraid  of  them  as  to  ]>roposc  !  mer  case,  several  classes  of  persons,  and 
to  raise  the  franchise  to  l/>/.,orwhy  where  roncurrently,  in  the  latter,  giving  the  right 
they  amounted  to  1,000,  he  should  i;o  still  of  voting  to  another  class  not  possessed  of 
further  and  pro]>ose  to  raise  it  to  *0/.  He  an  c(pi«il  amount  of  ])ropcrly  ?  Not  far 
was  satisfied  that  if  a  higlu-r  (|uaIilication  from  the  neighbourhood  of  London  tluMC 
for  voting  should  Ik;  estai)lished  in  the  wtre  persons  perfectly  respectable — he 
large  towns  than  in  the  small  towns,  that  meant,  persons  having  propr'rty,  which  is 
such  a  mcasuie  wouhl  be  by  no  means  a  the  (pialitication  admitted  by  the  Bill  to  be 
final  or  a  permanent  one  ;  and  he  was  (piite  essential — and  yet  they  did  not  live  in 
sure  that  the  people  of  Manclu'ster,  Leeds, ,  houses  of  10/.  a-year  rent;  whereas,  in 
and  Birmingham,  would  not  be  satisfied  this  metro|)olis  itself,  and  other  large  towns, 
with  the  right  of  voting  at  20/.  when  in  th(?  very  lowest  description  of  {ktsous,  pos- 
the  smaller  borouglts  and  towns  t\w  right  sessed  that  (pialiilcation.  In  the  small 
of  voting  should  be  placiid  at  l/>/.  and  10/.  :  towns,  the  Bill  went  upon  the  basis  of 
For  these  reasons  he  should  vote  a-^ainst  |)rop'.;rty  being  necessary  to  the  qualifica- 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Meniber;  and  tion  ;  but  in  large  towns,  it  went  ui>on 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  at  that  late  the  basis  uf  no  property.  The  authors  of 
hour  of  the  night  to  ad<lu.'^e  any  further  ;  the  i'»ill,  therefore,  did  not  follow  U|>  their 
argnnieiits  against  it.  !  own    principle.      Last    year   he    took   the 

Mr.  Yatfs  Perl  fult  it  to  be  his  duly  to  lilu  rty  of  stating  that  there  were  very  few 
sup|K)rt  the  amendment,  because  without  voters  in  Southwark  under  "201.  The  noble 
it  property  would  not  have  its  pri)[)cr  in-  .  Lord  opposite  contradicted  him  at  the 
fluencc  in  the  elections  for  large  towns,  time,  and,  thinking  that  the  noble  Lord 
The  effect  of  the  clauscwould  be  ultimately  had  better  information  on  the  subject  than 
to  reduce  the  numlx^r  of  voti-rs.  In  one  .  himself,  heyiehlcd  ;  but  he  had  since  made 
boroughjWhichhadOOOscot-and-lot  voters,  careful  inquiry,  and  found  that  he  wascor- 
that  number  woidd  be  reduced  to  200.  rect  in  his  statement.  lie  asked  the  hon. 
If  the  hon.  Member  pressed  his  Motion  to  member  for  Southwark,  whether  the  right 
a  division  he  should  support  him.  '  of  voting  did  not  descend  in  that  borough 

Mr.  Baring  did  not  rise  at  that  late  suthciently  low  for  the  people  to  have 
hour  to  occupy  much  of  the  time  of  the  what  they  ought  to  have — a  fair  Re  present- 
Committee,  l)ut  nv^ely  to  express  his  ation  of  thi-ir  interest -»  and  opinions  ?  But 
intention  of  supporting  the*  amendment,  would  the  boroughs  of  Manchester,  Leeds, 
The  first  step,  however,  ought  to  be,  to  and  Birmingham,  return  such  Members? 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  as  to  the  •  Gentlemen  might  talk  of  the  popularity  of 
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serve.  He  could  not  help  obtenrin^  that, 
in  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  backed  by  their  large  majcMrity, 


the  Reform  Bill,-aud  certainly  it  was  popu- 
lar in  those  great  towns  now  to  be  called 
upon  to  return  Members  to  Parliament — 
places  to  which  he  had  never  objected 
giving  Members,  for  he  had  supported 
the  proposition  that  they  should  be  directly 
represented,  though  he  had  the  misfortune 
to  disapprove  of  the  sweeping  measure 
now  before  the  House ;  but  admitting  the 
popularity  of  the  Bill  in  these  towns,  if 
those  who  supported  it  were  to  collect  the 
opinions,  not  of  the  political  unions,  whe- 
ther of  Birmingham  or  of  Westminster, 
but  of  the  respectable  shopkeepers  of  those 
very  towns,  they  would  find  a  very  differ- 
ent result  from  what  they  might  suppose 
to  be  the  opinions  generally  entertained. 
If  the  noble  Lords  opposite  were  to  collect 
these  persons  together,  and  ask  them  whe- 
ther they  thought  that  the  10/.  voters 
would  give  the  great  and  leading  interests 
of  those  places  a  fair  chance  of  being  re- 
presented, and  heard  in  this  House,  they 
would  tell  the  noble  Lords  distinctly — No ! 
True,  they  dared  not  say  so  openly — they 
could  not  call  public  meetings  to  declare 
that  such  was  their  opinion ;  but  if  the 
noble  Lords  would  take  these  persons  into 
their  closets,  and  interrogate  them,  they 
would  distinctly  tell  those  noble  Lords  that 
the  Representatives  of  such  towns  would 
be  chosen  by  a  class  of  persons  whom  he 
knew  to  be  directly  opposed  to  the  great 
commercial  and  manufacturing  interests  of 
those  places.  The  working  classes  of  this 
country  were  in  constant  collision  with 
their  employers,  and  yet  the  House  meant 
to  give  them  such  an  influence  by  this 
Bill  as  would  empower  them  exclusively, 
to  choose  the  men  who  would  hereafter 
have  the  controlling  power  over  the  great 
and  varied  interests  of  their  masters. 
Though  his  views  were  unpopular,  he  beg- 
ged to  state,  that  the  interests  of  the  work- 
ing classes  were  best  consulted  when  the 
interests  of  those  who  give  them  bread 
were  properly  protected.  He  put  it  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Liverpool,  whether  he 
had  consulted  those  persons  among  his  own 
constituents  who  had  some  property  to  be 
protected,  what  their  opinion  was  as  to 
the  probable  effect  that  would  be  produced 
by  the  operation  of  the  10/.  franchise  in 
that  town  ?  Were  the  noble  Lords  to  con- 
sult with  them,  they  would  tell  those 
noble  Lords  that  the  Representation  of  such 
large  places,  by  Members  chosen  by  such 
a  constituency,  would  not  answer  those 
useful  purposes  which  it  was  intended  to 


had  not  permitted  one  single  amendment 
to  be  made  by  those  who,  thoagh  hostile 
to  the  general  measure,  never^dess  felt 
anxious  to  assist  in  making  it  as  good  as 
the  nature  of  the  Bill  would  allow.  Whe* 
ther  or  no  all  the  wisdom  of  this  assembly 
lay  on  one  side  of  the  House,  he  could  not 
determine ;  but  never  had  be  seen  a  mea- 
sure, affecting  so  many  great  interests, 
pressed  onward  with  such  haste,  without 
any  one  who  opposed  it  having  a  foir 
chance  of  being  listened  to,  whatever  sug- 
gestions he  might  offer ;  and  yet  some  of 
those  suggestions  must  be  worthy  of 
adoption.  When  a  measure  of  this  nature 
was  under  consideration — when  the  exist- 
ing rights  of  so  many  persons  were,  by  its 
operation,  likely  to  be  put  in  danger-— and 
the  proper  protection  of  property  weak- 
ened, if  not  destroyed— ^allieelmgs  of  party 
should  be  laid  aside,  and  every  one  capa- 
ble of  assisting  in  its  completion  be  con- 
sulted. But  that  rigid  and  inflexible  deter- 
mination, on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  not  to  admit  of  any  amendment 
coming  from  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House,  was  not  in  the  spirit  with  which  a 
measure  of  this  description  should  be  con- 
ducted, or  a  means  by  which  anything 
useful  to  the  Bill  was  likely  to  be  added 
to  it  in  its  progress.  He  begged  to  submit 
to  the  Committee,  whether,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  alteration  now  proposed  was  not 
likely  to  render  this  measure  more  accept- 
able to  the  respectable  people ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  reality,  it  would  not  give  to  the 
great  towns  more  respectable  and  intelli- 
gent Representatives  than  they  would  other- 
wise obtain.  He  would  advise  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  adopt  the  alteration  in  his 
Motion  which  he  had  suggested,  and  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
question,  whether  there  should  be  any 
gradation  in  the  qualification  at  all,  or 
whether  in  both  large  towns  and  small, 
there  should  exist  the  same  qualification. 

Lord  Alt  harp  did  not  rise  to  speak  on 
the  amendment  which  had  formerly  been 
sufficiently  discussed,  but  to  repel  the  in- 
sinuation which  had  been  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last.  Cer* 
tainly  nothing  could  be  more  exemplary 
than  the  patient  attention  lent  by  Govern- 
ment, to  every  hon.  Member's  objections^ 
whether  in  the  previous  stages  of  the  Bill, 

or  in  the  Committee. .  As  to  a  precedent 
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for  the  conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  rejecting  any  variation  in  their  plan  of 
Refomiy  he  would  just  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was 
exactly  a  case  in  point  where  the  late 
Government  felt  it  to  he  their  duty  not  to 
permit  any  suggestion  or  amendment  to  he 
adopted. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  thought  it  was  very 
desirable  that  nothing  like  party  feeling 
should  be  evinced  on  a  question  of  this 
important  nature.  It  would  be  the 
greatest  misfortune  should  it  be  made  a 
party  question,  and  he,  therefore,  was  un- 
willing to  say  more  on  that  subject.  Many 
amendments  were  proposed  last  Session 
by  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
which  had  been  adopted  in  the  present 
Bill.  With  respect  to  the  particular 
amendment  before  the  Committee,  he  did 
not  think  the  form  was  precisely  what  it 
thould  be.  The  principle  was  a  good  one, 
but  the  form  was  bad,  for  unless  it  be  in- 
tended that  the  rent  should  be  fixed  by 
the  rate  paid  by  the  present  population  of 
any  place,  it  did  not  follow  that  the  rent 
of  the  same  place  might  not  be  15/.  this 
election,  might  sink  down  to  10/.  the  next. 
Approving  of  the  principle,  he  should  be 
happy  to  prepare  a  clause  which  should 
provide  that  in  all  the  boroughs  created  by 
schedules  C  and  D  the  qualification  for 
TOting  should  depend  upon  the  valuation 
of  the  premises  being  '20/.,  while  in  all  the 
existing  boroughs  the  franchise  should 
depend  upon  the  rent  being  either  10/., 
or  even  lower,  if  he  thought  there  was  the 
least  chance  of  such  a  clause  being  at- 
tended to.  His  reason  was  this — many 
persons,  in  small  towns  having  consider- 
able fortunes,  lived  in  houses  not  so  highly 
rented  as  20/.  a-year.  In  ihe  town  of 
Richmond,  in  Yorkshire,  for  example, 
there  were  many  respectable  persons  and  of 
good  property,  some  of  whom  paid  less 
Uian  10/.  a-year  rent,  though  they  spent  an 
income  of  400/.  a-year,  derived  from  their 
landed  property.  But  at  Manchester,  men 
paid  out  of  their  weekly  wages  a  rent  of  20/. 
a-year.  On  that  account  he  did  not  like 
to  disfranchise  so  many  great  interests, 
merely  because  the  parties  did  not  rent 
houses  of  10/.  or  15/.  a-year.  But  he 
begged  the  Committee  to  observe,  that 
they  were  acting  on  the  larcrest  scale.  He 
would  recommend  a  little  caution  in  their 
proceedings.  If  it  had  been  proposed  to 
take  one  or  two  towns  in  order  to  try  the 
experimenti  he  should  not  have  objected « 


but  to  take  all  the  large  towns  in  England 
— many  of  them  having  a  population  of 
10,000  persons — the  experiment  was  too 
vast  to  be  hazarded.  The  measure  would 
throw  a  large  majority  of  votes  into  the 
hands  of  a  class  by  whom  the  property 
of  the  country  must  be  ultimately  over- 
whelmed. The  noble  Lord  expressed  his 
anxiety  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  working 
classes ;  but  were  they  the  only  classes  to 
whom  he  would  give  satisfaction?  To 
many  persons  in  the  great  towns  it  would 
give  no  satisfaction  at  all.  A  great  ma- 
jority of  those  who  had  property  to  lose, 
would  be  much  better  satisfied  to  have 
no  Members  at  all.  If  the  shopkeepers 
were  generally  canvassed  through  those 
towns,  it  would  be  found  that  the  great 
bulk  of  them  were  against  the  measure. 
That  was  his  opinion.  If  the  Ministers 
chose  to  give  the  large  towns  the  right  of 
returning  Members,  at  least,  they  ought  to 
qualify  that  right  so  as  to  render  property 
safe.  He  appealed  to  the  Committee 
whether  the  experiment  to  be  tried  was 
not  too  vast ;  and  whether  to  introduce  a 
new  constituency  upon  such  a  universal 
principle  was  not  hazardous,  especially  in 
the  great  towns,  where  the  persons  who 
are  to  have  franchise  have  no  property. 
At  Manchester,  a  large  majority  would  be 
persons  of  that  description :  there  would 
exist  a  majority  in  that  town  of  3,900  voter 
of  the  lowest  qualification.  Could  such 
a  right  of  voting  work  w^ell  for  the  great 
interests  of  the  town  of  Manchester?  It 
would  throw  the  whole  Representation 
into  the  hands  of  persons  without  educa- 
tion, or  property  of  any  kind.  He  should 
prefer  confining  the  right  of  voting  in  all 
the  new  boroughs,  to  persons  renting  20/, 
a-year ;  and  that  the  numerous  class  of 
voters  in  the  small  towns  should  be  quali- 
fied by  paying  a  rent  of  61.  He  would 
support  a  motion  of  that  description,  but 
he  could  hardly  support  the  amendment 
in  its  present  form. 

Lord  Milton  had  no  doubt  householders 
of  50/.  a-year  would  think  that  that  was 
the  precise  rental  which  ought  to  give  a 
vote,  and  no  lower  rent  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed one.  That,  however  did  not  settle 
the  question.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
proposed  alteration  would  either  satisfy, 
or  benefit  the  large  towns.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  lowest  classes,  as  well 
as  the  higher  classes,  should  enjoy  direct 
Representation,  and  that  it  should  be 
given  to  them  in  such  towDS|  as,  fron 
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their  number  corruption  would  be  imprac- 
ticable. 

Colonel  Dmnes  contended  that  the 
number  of  voters  in  the  large  towns  would 
be  inconveniently  large  under  the  10/. 
qualification.  From  the  returns  presented 
last  Session,  it  appeared  there  would  be 
nearly  21,000  voters  in  Liverpool,  and 
16,000  at  Manchester.  One  of  two  things 
must  take  place  with  such  a  mass  of  con- 
stituents. Either  the  lowest  description- 
of  householders  would  alone  be  repre- 
sented, or  where  houses  in  great  numbers 
belonged  to  particular  landlords,  as  was 
oflcn  the  case  in  manufacturing  towns, 
these,  by  combining  together,  would  carry 
the  election  by  the  aid  of  their  tenants, 
who  would  be  driven  up  like  cattle  to  the 
hustings. 

Mr.  Heywood  said,  the  calculation  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  was  not  cor- 
rect :  by  the  returns  it  appeared  that  the 
number  of  persons  assessed  to  the  Poor- 
rates  at  Manchester  under  the  amount  of 
10/.  was  17,720,  and  those  assessed  at, 
and  above  that  sum,  was  8,026.  Most  of 
the  operatives  would  not  have  votes.  In 
one  factory  which  employed  700  persons 
only  118  would  possess  the  franchise 
from  occupying  houses  of  sufficient  value. 
In  another  where  1 13  were  employed,  only 
seventeen  would  have  votes,  he,  therefore, 
felt  it  his  duty  to  resist  the  amendment. 

Lord  Morpeth  was  convinced,  from  the 
inquiries  he  had  made  while  in  Leeds, 
that  the  alteration  of  the  qualification  pro- 
|)Osed  would  give  great  dissatisfaction. 

Lord  Sandon  observed,  that  the  clause 
proceeded  upon  a  very  fair  principle ;  it 
would  create  constituencies  too  numerous 
and  independent  to  be  bribed,  and  yet  not 
so  large  as  to  be  unmanageable  or  tumult- 
uous; he,  therefore,  must  support  the 
clause,  and  reject  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Ewart  a^rreed  with  his  noble  col- 
league  :  he  was  bound,  as  the  Representa- 
tive of  Liverpool  to  assert,  that  the  clause 
gave  satisfaction  there,  and  that  the  num- 
ber of  the  smaller  descriptions  of  house- 
holders had  been  overrated,  the  number 
above  15/.  exceeded  those  below  it  who 
would  be  entitled  to  the  franchise. 

Mr.  Wason  could  not  permit  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  member  for  Liverpool  to 
remain  unanswered.  So  far  from  the 
clause  giving  general  satisfaction,  as  he  had 
asserted,  a  very  opposite  feelinpf  existed. 
There  was  a  large  majority  of  all  classes, 
including  those  who  hud  always  advocated 


Heform,  who  considered  the  qualification 
of  10/.  was  too  low  for  Liverpool,  and 
were  fearful  of  the  consequences  likely  to 
result  from  it.  Indeed  it  would  be  sur- 
prising if  any  other  feelings  could  prevail, 
when  they  had  witnessed  the  disgraceful 
scenes  that  had  recently  taken  place  there, 
and  he  recommended  hon.  Members  who 
thought  a  constituency  of  5,000  too  nu- 
merous to  be  bribed  to  remember  those 
scenes.  He  must  also  dispute  the  accu- 
racy of  the  hon.  Members  statistics.  He 
haci  reason  to  believe  the  voters  under 
20/.  per  annum  would  far  outnumber  thoS^ 
above  that  sum.  As  to  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Lancashire  bad  said  about 
tiiere  being  but  8,000  rated  inhabitants  at 
Manchester  above  10/.,  he  would  find  that 
number  doubled  at  elections, from  the  prac- 
tice of  letting  houses  out  in  floors,  all  the 
occupiers  of  which  would  claim  a  vote. 

Mr.  Mackinnon,  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Thetford,  withdrew  his 
amendment.  It  was  his  intention  to  pro- 
pose it  in  another  shape. 

Mr.  Praed  protested  against 'purauing 
that  course. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  clause 
agreed  to.     House  resumed. 

Chairman  reported  progress,  Comnittee 
to  sit  again. 

HoLLAM)  AND  Bbloium.]  Lord  A1- 
thorp  n)oved,  that  the  House  rosolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  being  put  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair, 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  be  found 
himself  under  the  necessity  of  troubling 
the  House  for  a  short  time  previous  to  its 
entering  upon  the  Committee,  as  he  had  a 
question  to  propose  to  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters which  it  was  wholly  out  of  his  power 
to  defer.  It  was,  he  presumed,  in  their 
recollection,  that  a  treaty  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table  in  reference  to  the  difference 
between  Holland  and  Belgium.  This 
treaty,  he  begged  to  premise,  formed  the 
basis  of  the  question  which  he  had  to  pro- 
pose. He,  indeed,  regretted  that  at  the 
moment  of  its  presentation  a  question  had 
not  been  put  as  to  its  contents,  which 
were  of  the  utmost  importance  in  re- 
ference to  the  interests  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. As,  however,  that  had  not  been 
done,  he  now  found  himself  under  the  ne- 
cessity, for  the  satisfaction  of  the  country 
at  hirp;c,  of  askin{r  for  information  from 
his  Majesty's  Miaistersi  with  a  view  of 
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TeiideriDg  clearly  intelligible  the  nature  of 
any  obligations  to  whicii  En ^^l and  nii^lit 
be  bound  by  the  docnmcnt  which  iuul 
been  laid  before  the  liouso.  It  might  he 
recollected  that  a  few  nin;hts  ago  the  noble 
Lordytbe  head  of  the  Furcign  Department, 
in  reply  to  a  question  put  to  him  rcspoet- 
ing  the  progress  of  the  treaty  since  the 
period  when  it  had  been  first  brought  be- 
fore the  attention  of  Parliament  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  hud  stated,  that 
only  three  of  the  Courts  named   in  the 

Sreamblc  of  that  treaty — namely,  Great 
iritain,  France,  and  Belgium,  had  sub- 
scribed their  ratification  of  its  articles,  but 
that  the  other  three  Courts  likewise  men- 
tioned in  the  preamble  had  as  yet  not 
done  so.  He  did  not  recollect  whether  on 
the.occasion  to  which  he  alluded,  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  ratification  of  those 
three  Powers — namely,  Russia,  Prussia, 
and  Austria — States,  which  ho  bogged  to 
remarky  were  of  no  small  importance  or 
consideration  in  the  balance  of  power, 
should  any  change  in  the  tran({uillity  of 
Europe  take  place — was  expected.  This 
information  it  was  extremely  necessary  to 
obtain,  and  a  request  to  be  put  in  posses- 
sion of  it  would  form  one  of  the  questions 
which  he  was  about  to  propose.  As  he  was 
on  the  subject,  he  would  take  the  op)>or- 
tunity  of  remarking,  that  he  believed  it  was 
hitherto  deemed  a  verv  unusual  course  to 
mention  the  names  of  any  powers  in  a 
treaty,  until  those  powers  had  made  them- 
selves parties  to  such  treaty  by  their  rati- 
fication. Now,  on  this  groui]*!,  he  begged 
to  remark,  that  he  did  not  a])provc  of  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Administration. 
What  had  they  done  ?  They  had  placed 
before  Parliament  a  document  pur))!:krtin<r 
to  be  a  treaty  entered  into  b(  twc  en  the 
five  Powers  and  Holland  and  HeLium, 
which  was,  in  point  of  fart,  only  a  treaty 
entered  into  by  the  throe  Powers  of  (ireat 
Britain,  France,  and  Dels^ium.  Tntil  it 
was  fully  ratified  it  was  not  a  treaty  of  the 
five  Powers,  but  was  to  be  considered  onlv 
as  a  treaty  of  the  powers  who  had  signed 
it.  Now  he  would  beg  to  show  in  what 
point  of  view  he  deemed  the  conduct  of 
Iiis  Majesty's  Ministers  in  ])rescnting  tiiis 
treaty  to  the  House  impolitic.  If  the 
noble  Lord  thought  there  were  no  hopes 
of  the  ratification  by  the  other  three 
Powers — and  indeed  it  mattered  little 
whether  the  noble  Lord  thought  so  or  not 
— was  it  not,  he  begged  to  ask,  inexpe- 
dient to  bring  their  names  before  Parlia- 


ment ;  and  ho  would  add,  that  it  would  be 
considered  as  a  slight  on  those  three 
Powers  who  had  not  ratified.  At  present 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  with  any 
further  comment  on  the  subject,  but  would 
at  once  propose  the  questions  which  he 
desired  to  have  answered.  As  to  one  of 
his  questions,  namely,  whether  hopes  were 
entertained  of  the  ratification  by  the  three 
Powers — Russia,  Prussia,  and  Austria,  he 
confessed  he  anticipated  the  answer  he 
should  receive.  He  was  sure  the  noble 
lx)rd  would  say,  he  exi>ectcd  every 
moment  such  ratification.  As  to  the  other 
question,  he  was  not  so  confident  as  to 
what  reply  he  was  likely  to  receive.  This 
was — whether  it  was  the  intention  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  French 
government,  in  the  event  of  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands  acceding  to  the  treaty 
which  they  had  ratified,  to  guarantee  to 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands  all  its  articles 
in  the  same  manner  as  they  w^ere  gua- 
ranteed in  the  last  treaty  agreed  upon  by 
the  five  Powers  ?  The  motive  which  in- 
duced him  to  seek  information  on  this 
topic  arose  from  the  allusion  made  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  on  the  first  day 
of  the  present  Session — an  allusion  whicli 
he  begged  to  remark,  had  at  the  time  much 
surprised  him.  He  believed  that  it  was 
altogether  unusual  to  give  notice  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  of  an  unratified 
treaty.  Now,  the  manner  in  which  that 
allusion  was  made  strongly  impressed  on 
\\'\<  mind  an  opinion  that  England  was  to 
unite  with  the  other  powers  to  guarantee 
the  articles  of  the  treaty  to  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands.  The  wonis  of  the  Speech 
were  *  A  similar  treaty  has  not  been  agreed 

*  to  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  but 
'  1  trust  the  period  is  not  distant  when  that 

*  sovirt  ijjrn  will  si  e  the  necessitv  of  acced- 
'  ing  to  an  arrangement  in  which  the  ple- 

*  nipotentiaries  of  the  five  Powers  have 
'unanimously  concurred,  and  which  has 

*  been  framed  with  the  most  careful  and 
'  impartial  attention  to   all  the  interests 

*  concerned.'  Now,  from  the  tenor  of 
this  communication  to  Parliament  he  (Sir 
U.  Vyvyan)  laboured  under  an  impression 
that  all  the  articles  of  whatever  treaty  the 
C-onferencc  might  agree  to  were  to  be 
guaranteed  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it 
at  first.  Ho,  therefore,  doomed  it  ex|x»- 
dient,  if  possible*,  to  obtain  some  specific 
information  on  the  subject,  and  with  the 
intention  of  doing  so,  he  would  feel  much 
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obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for  an  answer 
to  the  queries  which  he  had  proposed — 
first,  as  to  whether  hopes  were  entertained 
of  the  eventual  ratification  of  the  treaty ; 
and  second,  whether  the  guarantee  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  was  to  be  given. 

Viscount  Paltnerston  said,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  several  remarks  on  an 
informality  in  the  presentation  of  this 
treaty,  in  the  preamble  of  which  several 
parties  were  mentioned,  who  had  not  yet 
ratified  it.  The  hon.  Baronet  would,  if 
he  gave  himself  the  trouble,  easily  discover 
that  the  informality  of  Government,  if 
informality  it  was,  was  not  quite  so  unpre- 
cedented as  he  supposed ;  for  he  would 
find  tliat  in  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  which 
was  presented  to  the  House  in  1 8 15,  Spain 
was  mentioned  as  a  contracting  power, 
when,  in  point  of  fact,  she  did  not  accede ' 
to  it  till  two  years  afterwards.  He  would 
not,  however,  rest  the  grounds  of  his 
defence  upon  precedents ;  for  if  there 
were  no  precedents,  this  was  the  peculiar 
case  in  which  a  precedent  ought  to  be 
established.  For  this  treaty  being  ratified 
by  the  King  of  England,  was  full,  com- 
plete, and  binding  on  the  King  of  Eng- 
land as  far  as  this  country  is  concerned  ; 
and  he  apprehended  that  it  was  not 
only  usual  for,  but  incumbent,  on  the 
advisers  of  his  Majesty  to  advise  him 
to  gommunicate  to  Parliament  any 
treaty  which  he  might  contract,  as  soon 
as  it  was  completed.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  him  to  mutilate  the  treaty,  or  to 
omit  matters  which  appeared  on  the  face 
of  the  record,  because  the  treaty  was  not 
ratified  by  the  other  Powers.  He  was, 
therefore,  obliged  to  accompany  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  treaty  with  a  communi- 
cation that  Prussia,  Russia,  and  Austria 
had  refused  to  ratify  it.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  asked  him  whether  he  entertained 
hopes  that  the  ratifications  of  those  Powers 
would  arrive.  He  entertained  the  strongest 
hopes  that  they  would  arrive.  The  dif- 
ferent distance  of  those  Courts  from  the 
seat  of  the  Conference  placed  the  com- 
munications with  them  on  a  different 
footing.  The  more  early  communications 
would  naturally  arrive  from  those  Courts 
"which  were  nearest ;  but  his  hopes  were 
stronger  in  proportion  to  the  proximity  of 
the  Courts  by  whom  the  ratifications  were  to 
be  exchanged.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  also 
asked  him  whether,  if  a  similar  treaty  to 
that  which  we  had  concluded  with  the 

king  of  Belgium  were  concluded  with  the 


king  of  the  Netherlands,  we  should  insert 
in  it  a  guarantee  like  Uiat  which  we  had 
inserted  in  our  treaty  with  the  king  of 
Belgium.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  sec  that  he  was  only  doing  his  duty 
in  refusing  to  give  any  answer  to  this 
question,  for  he  could  not  pretend  to  de- 
clare the  intentions  of  Government  with 
regard  to  facts  which  had  not  yet  oc- 
curred. 

Mr.  Robinson  complained  of  the  manner 
in  which  this  treaty  was  drawn  up.  He 
wished  to  understand  whether  the  guaran- 
tee of  the  five  Powers  was  intended  to 
apply  to  the  payment  of  the  Russian 
Dutch  loan  ?  With  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject, he  must  beg  leave  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor,  of  the  Exchequer, 
whether,  after  all  that  had  passed,  he 
thought  himself  bound  to  contmue  the 
payments  on  account  of  that  loan.  If  he 
received  an  assurance  that  that  treaty  did 
not  want  any  such  guarantee,  he  would 
move  that  no  payments  should  be  made 
hereafter  on  that  account.  He  would  not 
object  to  their  going  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  pro /orm^:  but  unless  he 
received  a  distinct  assurance  that  Minis- 
ters would,  at  a  future  period,  bring  the 
whole  subject  of  the  Russian  Dutch  loan 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  he 
would  never  vote  again  one  shilling  of 
supply  on  any  public  occasion. 

Viscount  Paltnerston  said,  that  he  did 
not  conceive  it  possible  that,  under  the 
construction  of  this  treaty,  the  King  of 
England  would  ever  be  called  on  to  pay 
the  interest  of  this  Russian  Dutch  loan. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  a  treaty 
could  not  be  considered  perfect  until  it 
was  ratified — at  present  this  treaty  was  not 
the  act  of  six  Powers,  but  only  of  three, 
and  he  thought  if  these  three  Powers  still 
continued  to  press  upon  the  king  of  Hol- 
land the  ratification  of  the  treaty,  they 
would  be  bound  to  guarantee  to  Uiat  so- 
vereign the  due  performance  of  its  several 
articles. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  there  ought  to  be 
a  note  attached  to  the  treaty,  stating  that 
it  had  only  been  partially  ratified.  It  pur* 
ported  being  a  treaty  entered  into  by  six 
Powers,  when,  in  fact,  it  was  not  so.  Such 
a  note  as  that  he  spoke  of,  was,  if  he  re- 
membered right,  appended  to  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna. 

Mr.  Baring  could  not  well  understand 
the  necessity  for  the  very  guarded  answers 
\Yhich  the  noble  Lord  had  given  io  rqply 


1273         Holland  and  Belgium.         {Feb.  3}  Brazilian  Claims. 


1274 


to  the  questions  of  the  lion.  Baronet.  The 
priocipal  of  these  questions  was,  whether 
Holland  would  be  entitled  to  the  guarantee 
as  well  and  as  fully  as  if  it  Iiad  at  once 
consented  to  ratify  the  treaty  which  was 
on  the  Table  of  the  House?  Now,  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  to-day,  that  England 
was  taking  a  responsibility  in  guaranteeing 
the  articles  of  the  treaty.  That  might  be 
the  case,  and  he  (Mr.  Barinp;)  was  not  in  a 
situation  to  deny  it ;  but  if  it  was  so,  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  put  the  interpretation  on 
the  treaty  which  he  said  he  did,  it  was  the 
most  unfortunately- worded  document  that 
was  ever  presented  to  the  public.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  no  guarantee  was 
implied,  but  he  could  inform  him  that  all 
those  who  read  the  treaty  were  of  opinion 
that  a  guarantee  was  given.  Perhaps 
those  individuals  might  not  understand  the 
arcana  of  diplomatic  negotiations,  but 
such  undoubtedly  was  the  impression.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  sentiments  of  Par- 
liament should  be  taken  upon  the  subject; 
and  he,  therefore,  wished  to  know,  if  it 
was  intended  by  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  seek  a  Resolution  of  the  House  in  re- 
ference to  the  arrangements  whichhad  been 
made.  He  would  thank  the  noble  Lord 
to  inform  him  on  this  point,  as  it  would 
obviate  the  necessity  of  further  prolonging 
the  present  discussion. 

Viscount  Palmerston  begged  to  remind 
the  House,  that  on  the  second  question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had  not  given  any 
answer,  and  that,  therefore,  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  just  spoken  argued  on 
hypothesis.  In  reply  to  the  question  just 
put  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  begged  to 
say,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Go- 
vernment to  propose  any  Resolution  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Robinson,  in  such  case,  felt  it  his 
duty  to  read  to  the  House  an  extract  from 
the  treaty,  which,  if  it  was  guaranteed  by 
England,  would  render  the  country  liable 
to  a  pecuniary  responsibility.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  then  read  the  third  section  of 
the  13th  article,  which  stated  that  "  The 
payment  of  the  above-mentioned  sum  of 
8,400,000  Netherland  florins  of  annual 
interest  shall  take  place  regularly  every 
six  months,  either  at  Brussels,  or  at  Ant- 
werp, in  ready  money,  without  deduction 
of  any  kind  whatsoever,  either  at  present 
or  in  future."  This  formed  a  portion  of 
the  treaty,  in  the  25th  article  of  which  he 
found  the  following  passage  :  ''  The  Courts 
of  Great  Britain,  Austria,  France,  Prussia, 


and  Russia,  guarantee  to  his  Majesty  the 
king  of  the  Belgians  the  execution  of  all 
the  preceding  articles."  Now,  he  would 
be  glad  to  know,  if  Great  Britain  could  be 
considered  as  not  liable  to  the  payment  of 
the  money  mentioned  in  the  13th  article? 

Viscount  Palmerston  begged  to  remind 
the  House  that  there  was  a  material  dif- 
ference between  guaranteeing  and  secur- 
ing. The  Rrst  of  these  terms  only  implied 
an  agreement  to  use  all  possible  means  for 
effecting  a  certain  object,  while  the  latter 
not  only  included  this  agreement,  but  co- 
venanted that,  in  the  event  of  failing  to 
effect  such  performance,  the  party  secur- 
ing would  make  good  the  loss  sustained. 
If  such  were  the  meaning  of  the  words,  he 
could  not  see  how  England  could  be  here- 
after called  upon  to  make  good  the  sums 
of  money  alluded  to  in  the  13th  article. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  asked,  if  the  noble 
Lord  could  fix  any  time  when  he  could  say, 
whether  the  th  reePowers  would  ratify  or  not? 

Viscount  Palmerston  submitted  that  he 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  speak  as  to 
his  future  expectations  or  hopes;  at  all 
events  he  would  not  do  so,  as  he  might  be 
liable  to  misconception. 

Brazilian  Claims.]  Mr.  Dixon, 
thinking  that  enough  had  been  said  about 
Belgium,  would  beg  leave  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  if  there  was  any  prospect  of  a  settle- 
ment of  the  English  claims  on  the  Bra- 
zilian Government? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  he  ex- 
pected the  Commissioners  would  soon 
finish  their  inquiries,  and  proceed  to  satis- 
fy the  claimants. 

Lord  Sandon  begged  to  know,  if  the 
amount  of  the  money  set  apart  for  the 
satisfaction  of  these  claims  would  be  suf- 
ficient to  cover  them  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  replied,  that 
though  large,  it  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
discharge  all  demands ;  but  he  entertained 
no  doubt  that  the  Brazilian  government,  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  had  voted  the 
sums  already  paid  over,  would  agree  to  a 
further  vote. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  and  the  House 
resumed. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Monday f  February  6,  1832. 

Ml ITTK*.]  New  Writ  ordcretL  Fur  Ennit,  in  the  room  of 
the  Right  lUm.  William  Vbsby  FirzasKALD,  now  Lord 

FlTXORKALD. 

Rill  brought  in.    To  Regulate  the  Irish  Port  Office. 

Reiurm  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  IIumb,  all  Com- 
inii«ion«  granted  by  the  Ltird  Register,  iinw  hi*  A|>- 
poiutmeiit,  to  PtTfons  to  be  Deputy  Koapert  of  the 
Signet;  of  all  C'ommiwions  granted  by  such  Deputy 
Keqicrs  or  Subntitule  Kuvfien  or  Avtstants  of  tlie 
Signet,  or  othen ;  an  Account  of  the  GnNs  Amount  of 
Feea  drawn  at  the  Signet  rxnoc,  Edinburgh,  for  each  year 
slnee  1M90,  distinguishing  to  whom  paid,  and  the  Amount 
to  each  Penon  ;  and  distinguishing  specially  the  Sums  paid 
to  the  Lord  Register  in  each  year : — On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Ut'ROi,  Copy  of  the  Report  maile  in  1899  by  the  House  of 
Assembly,  Jamaica,  of  the  situation  of  the  Sugar  Planters ; 
Copy  of  a  Note  presented  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  the 
Colonial  Agents,  praying  for  the  abolition  of  the  Two  and 
a  Half  per  Cent  Duties ;  Copy  of  a  Petition  sent  to  his 
UaieAy  (hxn  the  Virgin  Islands  r—Oa  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
WRfOBTtON,  for  the  Names  of  all  the  Persons  convicted 
of  Ofltaeei  againat  the  Excise  Laws  in  Sootiand  and  Ire> 
lani,  ftom  tlM5th  of  July,  1I9D,  up  to  tht  prcMnt  time: 
—On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  WoLarcHa  WuiritORi,  for  an 
Account  of  Wheat,  Com,  and  other  Grain  Imported  during 
the  yean  ISSO,  and  1851. 

Petitions  presented.  Againat  the  General  Registry  BilL  By 
Mr.  BuaroM,  from  Beverley.  By  Mr.  Hahlmy,  from 
Newark  and  Its  Neighbourhood.  By  Mr.  Strickland, 
fhmi  the  Inhabitants  of  Wakefield.  By  Mr.  Blamiri. 
ftom  Workington,  Keswick,  CrosthwaiU*,  Weathcrall. 
Warwick,  Hurworth,  and  Nesham.  By  Mr.  Bdck,  from 
Market  llarborough,  Kingston-upon-llull,  and  Attomies 
and  Solicitors  of  Exeter: — By  Mr.  Ttbrrll,  firom  the 
Ministers,  Churchwardens,  Farmers,  and  Tradesmen,  of 
Wetherden,  Elmswell,  Tostock,  and  other  places,  for  an 
altaratkm  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act :  —By  Mr.  Strickland, 
from  Ripon,  Borouc^bridge,  Batelybridgo,  and  Ripley, 
t«  bejoined  with  the  Constituency  of  Ripon  :~By  Mr.  War- 
BtTRTOir,  from  a  Gentleman  who  believed  that  he  had  dis- 
oo\'erad  a  means  of  ascertaining  the  Longitude  at  Sea: — 
By  Mr.  BucK«  from  certain  IndlT&dualsat  Penrice,  praying 
that  place  may  send  one  Member  to  Parliament: — By  Mr. 
Vbrnon  Smith,  from  Inhabitants  of  Northampton, 
Members  of  a  Friendly  Society,  praying  for  a  Repeal 
of  Act  10th  George  4th : — By  Mr.  W  arbiirton.  In  CsTour 
of  the  Anatomy  Bill,  from  Shcfllcld,  and  from  the 
Surgical  School,  Windmill  Street,  Golden  Square. 

Petitions — Privilkob.]  Mr.  Strick- 
land said,  he  hod  to  present  a  Petition  from 
a  person  of  the  name  of  Smithson,  a  resi- 
dent of  the  town  of  Leeds.  The  petitioner 
stated,  that  he  was  a  poor  man,  who  got  his 
livelihood  by  his  industry,  and  he  com- 
plained of  a  speech  which  he  had  seen  in 
the  newspajiers  attributed  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Preston,  in  which  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  represented  him  (the  petitioner) 
as  having  been  guilty,  some  time  ago,  of  the 
atrocious  ofl'ence  of  roasting  the  Bible.  The 
petitioner  was  aware  that  he  could  not 
complain  of  what  took  place  in  that  House, 
and  he,  therefore,  merely  meant  to  complain 
of  what  had  l)een  published  as  a  part  of  its 
proceedings  in  tlio  public  prints. 

'J'he  Speaker  J  interruptin«]j  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, said,  that  he  must  be  aware  a  petition 
complaining  of  any  thing  that  had  pa.ssed 


in  that  House,  and  the  publication  of  wl 
was  a  breach  of  privilege,  could  not  be 
ceived.  He  must  be  aware  that  if 
petitioner  had  to  complain  of  the  publ 
tion  of  any  libel  out  of  the  House, 
was  not  the  place  to  come  for  redress, 
that  tliere  were  other  tribunals  open  to 
for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  he  would  witht 
the  petition  if — 

The  Speaker:  It  cannot  be  presents 

Mr.  Strickland:  1  have  only  to  say, 

the  information  which  I  have  received 

tivelv  contradicts  the  statement  of  the 

member  for  Preston. 

Anatomy  Bill.]  Mr.  Warhnrton 
sen  ted  a  Petition  from  the  Royal  Co 
of  Surgeons,  Edinburgh,  in  favour  of 
Anatomy  Bill.  He  would  take  that 
portunity  of  correcting  a  mis-slatei 
which  had  been  made  on  a  former  ever 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  rcspec 
the  celebrated  surgeon,  John  Hunter.  1 
hon.  Member  said,  that  Mr.  Hunter 
the  weakness  to^rcquest,  on  bis  death 
that  his  Ixnly  should  not  be  dissected, 
the  fact  was,  that  he  not  only  made  no 
request,  but,  (m  the  contrary,  express! 
rected  that  his  body  should  be  disse 
and  that  certain  parts  should  be  pre{ 
and  deposited  in  the  museum  of  the 
lege. 

Mr.  0*Connell  believed,  that  if 
means  were  not  taken  to  enable  the  Sci 
of  Anatomy  in  Great  Britain  and  In 
to  obtain  subjects  legally,  surgical  p 
would  be  obliged  to  go  from  these  cour 
to  prosecute  their  studies  in  France,  vi 
bodies  could  be  procured  for  a  few  fi 
He  had  been  informed  that  tbree  bo 
exhumed  from  a  church-yard  in  Du 
and  exported  to  this  country,  yield 
profit  of  thirty-eight  pounds,  clear  o 
expenses.  This  was  a  sum  so  large  i 
hold  out  strong  temptations  to  that  p 
gate  class  of  wretches,  whose  crimes 
recently  excited  such  horror  in  the  p 
mind. 

Mr.  Hunt  referred  to  some  wax  pre] 
tions  of  the  human  body  that  had 
lately  exhibited  in  London,  and  stated, 
lie  was  informed,  that  they  might  to  a  j 
extent,  serve  for  the  purpose  of  teac 
anatomy.  So  much  was  that  the  case, 
in  tlie  College  of  Surgeons  in  Dublin 
profcsst)rs  had  for  several  years  lectun 
arlifitial  lM>dlcs.  The  same  thing,  h< 
(KrstotMl,  had  l)een  for  a  long  time  doi 
Paris ;  and  why  should  not  the  sam 
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done  bere  ?  He  was  informed  that  pupils, 
by  the  assistance  of  these  ingenious  models, 
were  enabled  by  the  dissection  of  one  or 
two  bodies,  to  acquire  so  much  knowledge 
of  the  science  as  to  require  no  further  in- 
struction. The  imitations  were  so  com- 
plete, that  the  most  experienced  eye  could 
not  detect  the  difference  l)etween  the  model 
and  the  real  skeleton.  It  was  a  disgrace  to 
the  medical  men  of  the  mctrojxilis,  that 
they  had  not  followed  the  example  of  their 
brethren  in  Dublin  and  Paris,  but  re- 
quired human  carcasses  to  be  sold  like 
pigs  or  slicep. 

Mr.  Crampton  considered  that  the  Hill 
introduced  bv  the  lion.  meml)cr  for  Brid- 
port  was  calculated  to  put  an  end  to  the 
horrid  system  of  murder  which  bad  lately 
been  resorted  to  for  the  supply  of  the  schools. 
What  the  hon.  member  for  Preston  said 
recpecting  the  means  by  which  anatomy 
was  studied  in  Dublin  might,  perhaps,  be 
true  of  some  college,  in  some  other  jwrt  of 
the  world,  but  was  certainly  not  true  as 
to  the  College  of  Surgeons  in  that  city. 
There  were,  in  fact,  at  that  moment,  in 
London,  three  menil)erR  of  that  (-ollcge, 
who  had  come  over  here  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  for  Ireland  a  bill  for  regulating 
the  Schools  of  Anatomy,  similar  to  the 
English  bill  now  in  pnigress  through  the 
House.  Those  gentlemen  believed  that 
such  a  bill  was  necessary  to  prevent  the 
schools  in  Dublin  from  l)eing  aband(med. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Preaton  was  right  in  stating  that  models 
in  wax  were  made  use  of  by  the  College 
of  Surgeons  in  Dublin,  in  the  teaching  of 
Anatomy.  But  he  was  entirely  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  those  models  were  a 
modem  invention.  In  fact,  they  were  used 
many  years  ago  in  Florence,  whtre  they 
were  invented.  Tint  no  surgeon  ever  ima- 
gined that  the  study  of  models,  however 
perfect,  could  supersede  the  necessity  of 
•ctnal  dissection.  So  much  were  IxKlies 
in  demand  in  Dublin,  that  he  could  inform 
the  hon.  Member  20/.  was  given  for  one 
though  formerly  it  might  he  had  for  20.t. 

Mr.  Uohinstm  had  no  doubt  that  the  ])rac- 
tioe  of  dissecti(m  was  indis)K*nsal)1e  to  the 
education  of  a  surgeon  ;  but  he  had  great 
doubts  that  the  bill  of  the  lion,  number  for 
Bridport  would  Ikj  suflicient  to  remove  the 
tcmptutum  to  murder,  the  removal  of  whiih 
was  one  of  its  avowed  objects. 

Sir  UobiTt  IntrVts  thought  that  no  time 
should  be  lost  in  ]nissin:;  a  Inl)  on  tlie  siil>- 
ject ;  although  he  could  n(»t  suy,  that  he 
approved  of  all  the   provisions  of  the  liill 


which  had  lately  been  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  op]X)site. 

Mr.  Warburlon  did  not  believe  that  any 
experienced  surgeon  would  say,  that  the 
most  perfect  of  the  models  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  member  for  l^reston  could  super- 
sede dissection.  On  the  contrary,  the  in- 
genious foreigner  who  had  invented  the 
latest  improvements  in  those  models  ex- 
pressly stated  in  his  pamphlet  that  they 
would  serve  as  highly  useful  majw  to  guide 
the  student  in  dissection. 

Mr.  Slimv  concurred  in  what  had  fallen 
from  other  hon.  (ientlemen  respecting  the 
necessity  of  a  bill  for  Ireland  similar  to  the 
Anatomy  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport. 

Mr.  Stephenson  thought  that  the  sale  of 
dead  bcxlies  ought  to  be  prohibited  altogether, 
and  that  there  would  be  no  more  difficulty 
in  obtaining  a  supply  for  the  schools  in  this 
country  than  in  France  and  (jemiany, 
where  the  schrxds  were  all  supplied  from 
the  hospitals  and  prisons. 

Mr.  Rtithven  hoped  that  the  bill  would 
1)0  rendered  un(d)jectionablc,  but,  to  make 
it  so,  it  must  not  go  forth  to  the  public  that 
a  law  was  al)out  to  be  passed  under  the 
provisions  of  which  parents  could  legally 
sell  the  bodies  of  their  children,  or  children 
those  of  their  parents :  such  a  pro(*eeding  in 
legislation  would  excite  disgust  in  the  pub- 
lic mind. 

Mr.  Hunt  did  not  say,  that  artificial  8ub« 
jects  would  do  away  with  the  necessity  of 
dissection,  but  that  they  would  diminish 
the  necessity  for  so  many  iNxlies. 

Mr.  (J'Cofineli  Siiid,  that  the  schcnds  in 
Dublin  had  risen  to  their  present  eminence 
bv  the  facilities  which  heretofore  existed 
for  obtaining  subjects. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Political  Unions.]  Mr.  Warburton 
presented  a  Petition  from  Members  of  the 
Council  of  the  National  Political  Unimi, 
praying  that  thequalificaticm  for  exercising 
the  elective  franchise  might  not  be  made  to 
dej)end  on  the  payment  of  any  rate  or  tax. 

Lord  S/ormont  said,  that  many  persona 
had  a  serious  ohj(Ttion  to  this  class  of  so- 
cieties, from  which  this  jwtition  proceeded, 
and  in  that  number  he  was  included.  He 
conceived  that  it  would  not  become  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  receive  a  {K'tition 
fnmi  a  ImhIv  of  persons  designating  them- 
selves the  .Memben»  of  the  Council  of  a 
Political  Cnion.  after  siuh  societies  had 
U-eu  dfuounced  l»y  a  Koyul  pnM'lauiiiliuii 
as  illegal  and  unconstitutional ;  and,  upon 
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that  ground^  he  thought  that  the  petition 
ought  not  to  be  received.  If.  the  peti- 
tioners had  designated  themselves  house- 
holders of  the  city  of  Westminster,  being 
members  of  such  a  society,  he  would  have 
waved  his  objections  to  their  petition  being 
brought  up,  8ij:^ing  themselves  Members 
of  a  Political  Union,  wliich  was  an  illegal 
society,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose 
the  motion  for  laying  such  a  petition  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.  Warbiirton  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  just  informed  him  of  what  he  really 
did  not  know  before,  viz.,  that  a  Royal 
proclamation  hud  declared  that  similar  as- 
sociations to  that  from  which  this  petition 
came  were  illegal.  The  proclamation  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  alluded  was  directed 
only  against  such  associations  as,  by  their 
conduct,  should  bring  themselves  within 
the  letter  of  certain-penal  Statutes.  When 
the  noble  Lonl,  therefore,  objected  to  this 
petition,  upon  the  ground  of  its  coming 
from  an  illegal  body,  it  remained  for  him 
to  prove  that  that  body  had  so  conducted 
itself  as  to  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
penal  enactments  to  which  the  proclama- 
tion related.  That  the  proclamation  itself 
was  to  be  considered  in  the  light  of  a  Sta- 
tute, that  it  should  be  supposed  to  have  the 
force  of  a  Statute,  and  that  consequently  it 
should  be  interpreted  as  having  the  power 
to  render  illegal  what  was  not  illegal  be- 
fore, he  must  altogether  deny.  The  pro- 
clamation was  founded  upon  the  enactments 
of  certain  Statutes;  it  derived  its  force 
from  those  Statutes,  and  could  be  consi- 
dered only  in  conjunction  with  them.  The 
body  from  whom  the  petition  emanated 
had  never  so  conducted  itself  as  to  violate 
those  Statutes,  and,  consequently,  could  not 
be  regarded  as  illegal.  He  maintained, 
that  the  petition  ought  to  be  received. 

Mr.  OConnell  rose  to  support  the  recep- 
tion of  the  petition.  In  the  first  place,  he 
declared,  that  the  society  was  not  illegal ; 
and  in  the  next,  it  was  plain  that  a  Royal 
proclamation  could  not  make  any  thing  il- 
legal which  was  not  so  by  some  previous 
law.  It  never  had  been  said,  that  the  King's 

Sroclamation  should  have  the  force  of  a 
tatute,  except  in  a  part  of  the  reign  of 
Henry  8th,  or  in  Ireland,  where  violations 
of  the  Constitution  had  been  the  mode  of 

Sivemment  resorted  to.  He  stood  in  that 
ouse,  as  a  member  of  this  Union,  to  defend 
its  legality,  and  to  declare  its  right  to  peti- 
tion. He  denied  that  there  was  any  sha- 
dow of  a  foundation  for  charging  the  society 
with  being  illegal.     He  was  a  Member  of 


the  society ;  he  had  the  honour,  too,  of  I 
a  lawyer.  The  noble  Lord,  he  belie 
did  not  pretend  to  be  acquainted  witl 
technicajities  of  English  law,  but  if 
noble  Lord  were,  he  defied  him — he  d 
even  themost  captious  lawyer — ^to  shew 
the  society  was  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
one  law.  He,  for  one,  must  denoun 
most  mischievous  the  assertion,  that  a 
clamation  coidd  have  the  force  of  law ; 
knowing  the  utility  of  such  sodetie 
should  support  the  petition.  He  ci 
dcred  it  of  much  importance  that 
Unions  should  not  be  treated  with 
thing  like  contempt  or  hauffhtines 
either  House  of  Parliament,  so  long  as 
conducted  themselves  properly.  They 
listed  of  Englishmen  who  thought  anc 
that  there  were  great  abuses  in  the  Ky 
of  Representation  now  existing,  and  it 
neither  proper  nor  becoming,  that  those 
had  shared  the  fruits  of  these  abuses  sh 
be  the  parties  to  oppose  the  honest  petit 
of  those  who  felt  themselves  aggrieved. 

Mr.  Trevor  entirely  concurred  in 
objections  which  had  been  taken  b} 
noble  friend  near  him  to  the  receptL 
this  petition.  Had  it  proceeded  fron 
same  individuals,  describing  themselir 
householders,  no  objection  could  pos 
have  been  raised  to  it.  But  when  it 
signed  by  them  in  the  exclusive  capaci 
members  of  a  Political  Union,  against  ik 
a  Royal  proclamation  had  been  issued 
nouncing  such  Unions  as  illegal  bodies^ 
for  an  illegal  purpose,  he  thought  it  vi 
not  become  that  House  to  receive  it. 
considered  such  a  petition  to  be  an  evi 
of  the  practice  of  the  House,  which 
received  petitions  from  acknowledged 
porations,  or  as  containing  the  pray< 
the  individuals  who  signed  them.  M 
ever  course  his  noble  friend  might  a< 
he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  give 
his  humble  support. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that,  as  a  Member  of 
Political  Union,  he  must  protest  ag 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for  1 
ham.  So  far  from  Political  Unions  I 
illegal  associations,  it  was  the  duty  of  e 
man  to  become  a  member  of  such  ass 
tions.  He  would  say  of  this  Union, 
it  was  a  body  as  well  entitled  to  adi 
the  House  as  any  other  set  of  men  it 
country,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
Member  had  read  its  rules,  they  ik 
speak  of  it  with  praise,  ^e  said  the  h 
was  bound  to  receive  the  petition,  proi 
the  petitioners  signed  for  themselves,  ^ 
they  did  in  this  instance,  as  they  did 
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idsters  had  set  up  in  their  defence,  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces) 
had  contended,  that  their  conduct  was 
juftified  by  certain  circumstances  growing 
out  of  the  negotiations  of  1830  and  1831. 
If  the  Government  could  make  out  n  suffi- 
cient case,  he  had  so  good  an  opinion  of 
Parliament  as  to  believe  that  it  would 
sanction,  if  the  matter  were  submitted  to 
it,  the  making  of  thope  further  payments 
which  were  required  to  complete  the  ob- 
ligations of  tho  Treaty  of  1815.  But 
reading  that  treaty  literally  and  plainly, 
and  strictly  interpreting  tlie  words  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  was  founded 
upon  it,  he  denied  that  the  Government 
had  the  power  to  make  any  further  pay- 
ments without  the  sanction  of  I'arliament. 
He  b^jged  to  ask,  therefore,  whether  the 
Ooiremment  considered  themselves  war- 
ranted in  making  any  further  payment 
without  bringing  the  subject  undcT  the 
consideration  of  Parliament?  If  the  ques- 
tion, with  all  its  details,  were  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  that  Flouse,  he  should  be  prepared 
to  let  it  rest  until  brought  forward  by  Mi- 
nisters ;  but,  if  that  were  not  the  case,  so 
convinced  was  he  of  the  breach  of  the 
constitutional  privileges  of  that  House 
which  would  occur  in  any  further  pay- 
ments, that,  unless  the  hon.  member  for 
Harwich,  who  was  much  more  competent 
to  the  task,  would  undertake  to  move  a 
resolution  upon  the  subject,  he  should 
undoubtedly  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  do  so 
himself. 

JLfOrd  AUhorp  did  not  expect,  upon  that 
occasion,  to  have  been  called  ui)on  to  answer 
a  question  upon  the  subject  ot  the  Russian 
Dutch  loan.  The  separation  f»f  Bel;^ium 
from  Holland  had  undoubtedly  made  a 
change  in  the  circumstances ;  and,  although 
he  was  prepared  to  maintain  that  that 
change  did  not  al>solve  this  country  from 
the  obligaticms  into  which  it  entered  by 
the  Treaty  of  1815,  yet,  undoubtedly,  in 
point  of  form,  it  rendered  another  conven- 
tion necessary.  Tliat  convention  would  of 
course  be  submitted  to  tlie  House. 

On  the  Moti(m  being  again  ])ut, 

Finance — Deficiencv  in  the  Ue- 
VKNUKj  Mr.  Goulhuni  felt  satisfied  that 
it  would  not  be  neces'^ary  for  him  to  make 
any  apology  to  tho  House,  or  to  the  right 
hon.  Crcntleman  ()j)posite,  for  interrupting 
for  a  moment,  bv  sonic  financial  obst-rva- 
tions  tho  progress  of  that  hum  sure  to  whioli, 
by  a  w)rl  of  connuun  ronsi'ut,  the  largi-st 
portion  of  their  time  had  of  latel>eendevoted. 


On  the  contrary,  he  felt  that  if  apology 
were  due,  it  was  from  the  Parliament  to 
the  country,  for  having  so  long  omitted  to 
direct  its  attention  to  the  circumstances  and 
the  situation  in  which  the  nation  then  stood 
with  regard  to  the  finances ;  to  direct  its 
attention  to  that  which  it  was  more  pccu* 
liarly  its  province  to  attend  to— the  state  of 
the  ])ub]ic  purse ;  and  to  require  from  his 
Majesty's  Government  those  explanations 
of  the  past,  and  such  information  with  re- 
spect to  the  future,  as  might,  in  some  de« 
gree,  calm  the  apprehension  which  the  pre- 
sent juncture  of  ail'airs  was  so  well  calcu- 
lated to  excite.  The  situation  in  which 
the  country  now  stood  with  respect  to  its 
fmances  was  one  of  an  almost  unprecedented 
character.  We  had  gone  through  periods 
of  war  and  peace — we  had  met  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  one,  and  the  embarrassments  of 
the  other;  but  hitherto  we  had  always 
found,  at  the  termination  of  the  year,  that 
the  arrangements  of  the  Government  had 
been  such,  either  by  one  means  or  the  other, 
as  to  have  provided  a  fund  adequate  to  the 
exjxjnditure  of  the  year.  The  present  was 
the  first  occasion  on  which  we  had  found 
ourselves  with  a  large  deficiency  of  income 
as  compared  with  expenditure.  The  noble 
I^)rd  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  in 
the  statement  he  had  made,  when  the  sup- 
))lies  were  granted  predicted  a  surplus 
little  short  of  500,000/. ;  but  now  il  was 
ascertained  that,  instead  of  a  surplus,  the 
noble  Lord's  arrangements  had  caused  a 
deficiency  of  700,000/.  according  to  the 
financial  accounts  of  last  quarter,  so  that  a 
cliange  of  no  less  than  1,200,000/.  had 
l}een  effected  in  the  finances  of  the 
country  within  the  short  period  of  three 
months,  if  thev  calculated  with  reference 
to  the  brief  space  in  which  it  had  occurred, 
the  deficiencv  was  one  which,  he  was  sure, 
no  Member  of  the  House  would  regard  as 
trifling  or  unimportant.  Yet  it  was  singu- 
hir  chat  no  direct  communication  upon  the 
subject  had  been  made  to  Parliafhent  No 
Minister  of  the  Crown  had  announced  the 
fact  to  that  House,  much  less  had  any  of 
the  explanations  which  were  necessary  been 
offered.  It  was  only  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  by  the  presentation  of 
a  paper  which  he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  had  token 
the  liberty  of  movipg  for.  It  was  not  until 
the  product  ion  of  that  document,  anticipating 
as  he  had  a  right  to  do,  a  surplus  of  revenue, 
that  he  disi'overed  that  there  was,  in  fact,  a 
consiih-rable  deficiency.  'J'hat  circumstance 
\ciy  much  changed  the  character  of  the 

financial  discussions  in  whiih  the   House 
o  'I'  *> 
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might  have  to  engage.  Formerly  it  had 
discussed  the  amount  of  the  surplus  which, 
in  its  opinion,  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Minister  to  maintain,  and  the  manner  in 
which  that  surplus  should  be  applied. 
Much  difiercnce  of  opinion  had  always  ex- 
isted upon  the  latter  point.  Some  hon. 
Members  were  of  one  opinion — some  of  an- 
other ;  some  were  friendly  to  a  sinking  fund 
—others  were  hostile  to  it,  but  men  of  all 
parties,  of  all  sentiments,  and  of  all  feelings 
in  the  country,  had  agreed  upon  this — that 
it  was  expedient  to  make  such  arrangements 
with  respect  to  the  finance  of  the  country 
as  to  secure  a  surplus  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
But  the  House  would  henceforth  have  to 
embark  upon  the  subjects  of  discussions  to 
which  he  had  alluded  with  a  considerable 
deficiency,  instead  of  a  surplus.  Such  a  state 
of  things  was  calculated  to  excite  great  re- 
gret, and  the  more  so  because,  if  the  re- 
sources of  the  country  had  been  properly 
managed,  he  was  convinced  they  would 
have  been  found  fit  for  the  emergency  ;  and 
this  was  the  more  to  be  regretted  at  a  pe- 
riod when  it  was  peculiarly  necessary  that 
the  finances  of  the  country  should  appear 
in  a  healthful  state.  In  October  last,  the 
noble  Lord,  in  detailing  the  financial  pros- 
pects of  the  country,  stated,  that,  according 
to  the  best  calculation  he  could  make,  there 
was  every  probability  there  would  be  a  sur- 
plus of  income  over  expenditure  to  the 
amount  of  nearly  500,000/.  That  calcula- 
tion, however,  was  manifestly  incorrect, 
as,  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year,  on  the 
5th  of  January,  there  was,  in  place  of  a 
surplus  of  500,000/.  a  deficiency  of  700,000/. 
When  such  a  remarkable  deficiency  ap- 
peared in  so  short  a  time,  the  country  had 
a  right  to  ask,  what  caused  it,  and  whether 
this  was  the  end  or  the  beginning  of  the  de- 
ficiency. There  had  been  nothing  in  the 
course  of  public  events  to  cause  sucn  a  fall- 
ing off,  and  he,  therefore,  felt  himself  bound 
by  his  duty,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
to  call  for'some  explanation,  or  some  state- 
ment which  might  revive  the  confidence  of 
the  country,  and  explain  the  causes  of  this 
deficiency ;  for  it  was  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance that  this  extraordinary  falling  off 
had  taken  place  without  any  explanation 
hitherto  on  the  part  of  Government.  The 
greaterpart  of  thehon.  Gentlemen  who  heard 
him  must  be  aware,  that  in  182 1 ,  the  House 
of  Commons  resolved, ''  that  it  is  essentially 
necessary  to  the  fulfilment  of  our  duty,  as 
guardians  of  the  public  purse,  that  the  es- 
timates should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this 
House,  with  the  least  possible  delay,  after 


our  assembling ;  that  it  is,  therefore,  ( 
dient,  that  whenever  Parliament  as» 
before  Christmas,  the  army,  navy, 
other  estimates  should  be  presented 
\'iou8  to  the  1 5th  of  January ;  and  wl 
meets  af^cr  Christmas,  that  the  esti 
shall  be  produced  within  ten  days  aft 
motion  for  going  into  a  Committee  d 
ply."  None  of  the  Estimates,  howeve 
yet  been  laid  on  the  Table.  And  yc 
necessity  of  the  practice  for  which  tli 
solution  provided  had  been  advocat 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  Meml 
the  party  opposite  to  him,  who  had 
self  been  Chancellor  of  the  Excheque 
who,  therefore,  had  ample  means  of 
ing  a  sound  opinion  upon  the  subject, 
ten  years,  under  the  various  admir 
tions  which  had  conducted  the  afl&irs< 
country,  that  Resolution  had  been  st 
observed.  But  now,  when  in  oonseqi 
of  the  deficiency  which  for  the  first 
appeared  in  the  income  of  the  counti 
became  peculiarly  necessary  to  know 
the  estimates  of  the  year  were :  tho 
timatcs  were  not  on  the  Table  o 
House;  and,  in  their  absence,  the 
Lord  opposite  had  not  thought  it  neo 
to  give  any  explanation  on  the  so 
But  that  was  not  all.  On  the  12 
December  last  the  House  came  to 
solution,  that  the  estimates  for  the 
should  be  laid  before  the  House  wi 
delay,  yet  the  House  was  still  without  i 
and  no  reason  had  been  assigned  for 
non-production.  He  did  not  think,  ( 
fore,  that  it  would  be  uncandid  to  atti 
this  delay  to  some  reluctance,  on  the  p 
his  Majesty's  Government,  to  take  the 
sel  of  Parliament  on  the  subject.  The  I 
and  the  country  had  a  right  to  com 
and  call  for  explanation.  The  noble 
therefore,  could  not  blame  him  if  h 
marked  upon  such  a  glarine  and  imp 
course  of  proceeding.  The  explan 
was  the  more  necessary  when  the  a 
rison  of  the  state  of  the  finances  at  the 
of  1 830  and  of  1831  formed  such  a  con 
On  the  5th  of  January,  1831,  the  su 
of  income  exceeded  the  expenditur 
^n900,0(X)/.  In  stating  the  amount 
so  great,  however,  it  would  be  necessa 
observe  that  some  deductions  might  1 
quired.  He  did  not  wish  to  keep  < 
sight  those  arrangements  of  the  former 
which  must  necessarily  lead  to  a  dii 
tion  of  that  surplus  from  a  million 
million  and  a  half  in  amount.  Wha^ 
our  situation,  however,  on  the  5th  of « 
ary  1832?     That  there  was  a  defic 
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of  700,000^;  the  expenditure  having  ex- 
ceeded the  income  by  that  amount,  and 
haTing  exceeded  the  calculation  made  three 
months  before  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
amount  of  1,200,000/.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  country  was  naturally 
anxious  to  know  what  course  was  to  be  pur- 
sued. During  the  kst  year  the  noble  Lord 
had  made  four  financial  statements,  or  ra- 
ther four  editions  of  statements,  varying 
from  the  edition  of  other  works  on  this  point, 
which,  instead  of  containing  further  ma- 
terials, the  materials  in  one  edition  after  the 
other  were  retrenched  and  corrected.  Un- 
der each  of  these  arrangements,  the  noble 
Lord  contemplated  a  surplus  revenue ;  but 
be  must  congratulate  the  country  that  the 
Budget,  as  originally  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  was  not  persevered  in.  For  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues,  with  a  rash- 
ness and  temerity  which  astonished  not  only 
him,  but  every  sober  man  in  the  House, 
had,  in  the  first  instance,  proposed  a  Budget, 
which,  if  it  had  been  persisted  in,  would 
hare  occasioned  a  deficiency  probably  double 
or  treble  that  which  at  present  existed.  If 
the  noble  Lord  had  succeeded  in  persuading 
Parliament,  as  he  intimated  by  his  first 
statement  that  there  might  be  a  reduction 
df  4,000,000/.  with  perfect  safety,  what 
would  have  been  the  consequence  if,  with  a 
reduction  of  only  1,6*00,000/.,  the  deficiency 
at  tlie  end  of  one  year  was  found  to  amount 
to  700,000/.  ?  The  noble  Lord,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  had  brought  forward  our 
Budgets;  by  the  first,  he  promised  a  sur- 
plus of  450,000/. ;  in  the  second,  he  made 
It  amount  to  600,000/.;  in  the  third,  it 
was  reduced  to  368,000/. ;  and  in  the  fourth, 
it  was  increased  again  to  490,000/.  The 
noble  Lord,  however,  he  trusted,  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  recollect  thatjwhen  he 
brought  forward  his  final  Budget,  in  Oc- 
tober last,  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  said,  that  he 
was  persuaded  it  was  founded  on  a  very  er- 
roneous calculation,  and  that  he  was  appre- 
hensive the  surplus  would  be  very  small,  if 
indeed  there  was  not  a  deficiency.  The 
noble  Lord's  answer  to  that  was,  as  might 
naturally  be  expected,  satisfactory  to  the 
House ;  the  noble  Lord  said,  "  I  do  not 
calculate  like  Chancellors  of  Exchequer  in 
ordinary  years,  when  they  make  up  the 
Budget  for  the  whole  year,  and  have,  con- 
sequently to  take  into  account  a  long  pe- 
riod, because  I  have  to  calculate  for  only 
mie  quarter,  the  other  three  quarters  being 
already  known ;  and  on  that  account  it  is 
scarcely  possible  1  can  mistake."  He  was  not 
jboeiyedj  boweveri  though  thinking  it  pos- 


sible that  he  might  have  made  some  mistake 
in  his  calculation,  he  did  not  press  the  matter 
further.  Subsequent  circumstances,  how- 
ever, led  him  more  than  ever  to  believe  that 
he  was  right.  The  House  were  probably 
aware  of  the  view  which  had  been  taken  of 
the  state  of  our  finances  in  another  place  by  a 
noble  Duke,  who  had  been  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  and  who  expressed  his  ap- 
prehension that  the  calculations  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  were  not  well 
founded,  and  that  there  would  not  be  any 
surplus.  That  noble  Duke,  who  was  not 
more  distinguished  by  foresight  in  his  mili- 
tary character  than  for  his  power  in  civil 
afiairs  of  anticipating  the  efiect  of  any  mea- 
sures that  came  under  his  notice  had,  in  a  still, 
more  marked  manner,  proved  the  defects 
of  the  calculation,  and  the  risk  to  which 
the  country  was  exposed  by  having  such 
a  small  surplus.  That  noble  Duke  stated, 
in  the  other  House,  that  the  calculations  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  not 
well  founded,  and  that,  instead  of  a  surplus 
of  400,000/.  there  could  not  be  more  than 
10,000/.  But  that  statement  of  the  noble 
Duke  was  met  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  terms  which,  if  the  House  per- 
mit ted  him,  he  would  read ;  taking  for  granted 
they  were  accurately  reported ;  for  he  was 
very  unwilling  to  incur  the  least  danger  of 
misrepresentation.  The  noble  Earl's  words 
were,  in  the  report  he  alluded  to  *  said  to  be 
— "  The  noble  Duke  has  stated  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  expenses  of  the  last 
year,  and  what  were  the  means  of  meeting 
it ;  and  he  states,  that  a  considerable  surplus 
of  revenue  remained  undisposed  of,  and  has 
entered  into  calculations  to  show,  that  for 
the  current  year,  the  surplus  will  amount 
to  no  more  than  10,000/.  Now,  my  Lords, 
after  making  allowance  for  the  loss  sustained 
by  the  repeal  of  the  Coal  Tax,  and  every 
other  loss  peculiar  to  the  year,  1  find  that 
the  surplus  will  amount  to  at  least  493,000/." 
Then  came  a  striking  paragraph  —  "  The 
noble  Duke  finds  fault  with  us,  which  is 
nothing  more  than  he  has  always  done. 
But,  my  Lords,  we  are  now  speaking  after 
three-fourths  of  the  year  has «  ehtpscd. 
Well,  we  can  speak  with  certainty  as  to  the 
amount  of  revenue  received  during  those 
three  quarters ;  and  as  to  the  probable  re- 
ceipts during  the  quarter  now  running,  we 
can  s))eak  with  the  same  degree  of  certamty, 
in  comparison  with  the  other  three  quarters, 
and  we  know  the  amount  of  the  services 


*  See  also  Hansard's  Pari.  Debates,  vol.  viiU 
pp.844  6. 
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required  during  the  year  we  arc  now  in." 
In  a  subsequent  passage  the  noble  Earl  re- 
peated   this  statement    in   still    stronger 
terms: — "Now,   as    to   the   expenditure, 
judging  by  the  three  quarters  which  have 
gone  by,  we  are  enabled  to  calculate  pretty 
accurately  what  it  will  be  for  the  whole 
year.     The  total  expenditure  for  that  year 
(comprehending  the  interest  and  manage- 
ment of  the   National  Debt,  funded  and 
unfunded,  and  the  expense  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Ordnance,  pensions,  and  all  other 
charges)  we  estimate,  in  round  numbers,  at 
4(),75(),000/.,  which  will  leave  a  surplus  of 
4J).S,000/. ;    so   that   your  Lordships   will 
perceive,  that,  estimating  the   receipts   of 
the  quarter  yet  to  come,  and  the  ex^xjnditure 
of  the  quarter  yet  to  come,  by  the  actual  re- 
ceipts and  expenditure  of  the  three-quarters 
already  past — which  I  think  is  not  an  unfair 
mode  of  forming  a  judgment — we  calculate 
with  confidence  that  the  surplus  of  revenue 
above  expenditure  on  the  year  will  amount 
to  493,000/.,  instead  of  10,000/.,  as  stated 
by  the  noble  Duke.     The  calculations  on 
which  this  conclusion  has  been  come  to, 
were  taken  under  as  unfavourable  circum- 
stances as  they  well  could  be  taken.     It 
might  be  possible  for  me  to  take  credit  for 
a  much  greater  sum  as  sui'plus  revenue,  but 
I  trust  I  have  stated  enough  to  convince 
your  Lonlships  that  the  financial  interests 
of  the  country  have  not  been  neglected,  and 
that  the  country  is  not  in  a  situation  in 
which  it  ought  to  be  considered  as  inca- 
pable of  meeting  any  expenditure  which 
has  occurred,  or  which  is  at  all  likelv." 
—Again  "  I  hope  that  I  have  sufficiently 
shewn  the  result,  founded  on  a  knowledge 
of  the  receipts  and  exjienditure  of  the  three 
last  quarters ;  that  there  is  a  suq)lus  reve- 
nue :of  493,000/.     If  I   wished    I    might 
have  stated  the  result  more  advantasreouslv 
to  myself,   and  made   the   excess   ttj)pear 
greater."     Now,  he  begged  to  ask,  what 
must  have  been   the  anticipations   of  the 
country  from  such  a  speech  as  that  made 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ?     Of 
course,  it  was  expected  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  made  an  accurate  culculutiim,  and  that 
the  surplus  would  be  such  as  he  had  stated. 
At  what  period  was  the  noble  Earl's  speech 
madc.^     Not  like  that  of  the  noble  Ix)rd 
opposite,  seven  days  before  the  quarter  day, 
when  the  accounts  of  the  year  were  made 
up,  but  on  the  1 7th  of  October,  seven  days 
after  the  accounts  of  the  income  and  expen- 
diture of  the  year  had  been  actually  made  up 
at  the  Treasurj'.     Shortly  after  the  noble 
Earl's  speech,  appeared  a  notice  in  The  Ga* 


zettc,  that  the  I^rds  Commiflsionen  of  the 
Trciisury  having  certified  to  the  Commitrion- 
ers  for  the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt, 
that  the  actual  expenditure  exceeded  the  sur- 
plus by  the  sum  of  25,537/.  IBs.  lid.,  the 
Commissioners  would  apply  no  further  sum 
account  of  the  Sinking  Fund.     That  noti- 
fication was  to  him  (Mr.  Gonllmni)  a  mjr» 
prise;  and  surely  it  must  have  laipriied 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  himself, 
who  had  declared  that  he  had  accurately 
weighed  all  the  circumstances  of  the  eondib 
tion  of  the  country,  and  expected  a  surplus 
of  493,000/.,   to  find  that  from  accounts 
made  up  a  week  subsequently  to  his  state- 
ment, so  far  from  any  surplus,  it  appeared 
that  there  was  an  actual  deficiency  oinhote 
20,000/.     He  by  no  means  charged  the 
noble  Earl  with  any  intention  to  deceive 
the  country,  by   making  an  exaggerated 
statement — lie  had  the  highest  respect  for 
the  noble  Earl's  moral  character,  but  he  was 
driven,  by  the  facts  of  the  case,  to  charge  the 
noble  Earl  with  an  utter  neglect  of  the 
duties  of  his  office,  and  he  must  reoom- 
mend  him  to  look  into  its  details  before  he 
stated  to  Parliament,  as  the  result  of  an  ex- 
amination,   circumstances    which    turned 
out  not  to  be  facts.     He  was  well  aware 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  in  a  situation  in 
which  he  had  high  and  laborious  duties  to 
fulfil,  but  he  must  also  say,  that  of  all  thoae 
duties,  no  one  was  so  important  as  a  due 
attention  to  the  finances  of  the  country.  It 
was  true,  the  noble  Earl  might  have  been 
engaged  in  assisting  the  noble  Paymaster  to 
frame  a  new  Constitution,  or  in  assisting 
the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflbirs  in 
those  Conferences  in  w^hich  he  bore  so  dis- 
tinguished a  part,  or  in  the  disinterested 
distribution  of  patronage  to  the  very  nu- 
merous relatives  and  connections  and  friends 
of  the  First  Ix)rd  of  the  Treasury  ;  but  he 
could  not  avoid  thuiking  that  the  noUc 
Earl  would  have  best  consulted  his  own 
character  as  a  Statesman,  and  the  interests 
of  the  country,  if  he  had  condescended  to 
go  down  to  the  I'reasury,  and  look  a  little 
into  the  accounts  of  his  own  particular  de- 
partment, so  as  to  be  able,  when  be  appeared 
before  the  other  House,  to  give  statements 
which  were  not  calculated  to  display  a  de- 
lusive advantage,  and  terminate  in  the  dis- 
appointment and  injury  of  the  people.  The 
statement  he  had  alluded  to,  took  place  on 
the  17th  of  October.  It  declared  a  surplus, 
which  it  was  afterwards  necessaiy  to  con- 
tradict in   The  Gazette,     And  he  thought 
the  noble  Eurl  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
his  colleagues  in  office  for  not  infonning 
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him  of  the  error  into  which  he  had  hecii 
betrayed.  Wa«  it  possible^  that  in  such  u 
Cabinet,  there  was  no  one  capable  of  giving 
the  noble  Earl  one  word  of  sahitary  ad- 
vice? Surely  his  noble  friend  (I^)rd 
Godcrich)  who  had  been  bred  up  in  a  school 
wherein  it  was  understood,  that  if  vou  at- 
tempt  to  administer  the  finances  of  the 
country,  you  must  at  least  read  the  ac- 
Gounts;  surely  he  who  had  been  so  long 
himself  a  Chancellor  of  the  Excheciuer, 
could  not  ix)fisibly,  if  the  accounts  had  been 
laid  before  the  Cabinet  after  the  same 
manner  as  in  all  prc(X'ding  Administrations, 
be  could  not  have  stood  by  and  permitted 
the  noble  Earl  to  fall  into  that  mistake. 
Even  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the 
Treasury  must  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  in- 
form the  noble  Earl  that  he  was  in  error. 
But  no,  this  could  not  Ix;  the  case  ;  for 
Parliament  met  again  on  the  18th,  the 
19th,  and  the  20th.  And  yet  no  member 
of  the  Administration — no  supporter  of  the 
Goveniment,  ventured  to  insinuate  a  doubt 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  statement.  Again, 
there  was  not  one  word  said  on  the  subject 
in  the  SjKecii  from  the  Throne,  though 
Ministers  seemed  to  be  sadly  puzzled  to 
find  topics  to  allude  to.  They  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  Bankrupt  Hill ;  tlie  (iame  Bill 
was  highly  lauded,  but  the  only  passage 
relating  to  the  revenue  was  this,  *  The  state 

*  of  Europe  has  miule  it  necesary  to  incur, 

*  in  the  various  establishments  of  the  public 
'lervice,  an  increased  expenditure,  which  it 

*  will  be  my  earnest  desire  to  reduce  when- 
'ever  it  C4ni  be  done  with  safctv  to  the  in- 
'  terests  of  the  country.  In  the  meantime 
'  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  reflecting  that 
'these  demands  have  been  provided  for  with- 
'out  any  material  addition  to  the  public 
'burthens.'*  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  condemn  him  for  taking  the  first  prac- 
tical op|)ortunity  of  calling  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  of  giving  the  noble  Lord 
an  opportunity  of  setting  right  his  financial 
character,  and  removing  those  regrets  and 
apprehensions  which  prevailed  amongst  the 
])eople.  It  would  be  extremely  gratifying 
to  him  if  the  noble  Lord  could  give  a  satis- 
factory explanation  of  the  past;  and  still 
more  so,  if  he  could  give  them  sucli  infor- 
mation as  to  the  future,  as  would  relieve 
the  apprehensions  of  the  country  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  financial  afiairs  of  the 
empire — which  were,  after  all,  the  most  im- 
portant—were  likely  to  Ikj  managed. 

Lord  Althorp  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
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Cientleman,  that  he  felt  it  would  be  very 
absurd,  were  he  to  complain  of  his  taking 
the  first  practical  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  the  comj)laint  which  ho  had  just 
made.  In  answer  to  what  had  been  urged 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  his 
duty  to  give,  in  defence  of  himself  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  grounds  on 
which  they  had  made  the  statements  the  right 
hon.  (icntlcman  had  alluded  to.  It  would 
also  1)0,  he  admitted,  his  duty  to  state  what 
he  hoped  and  l>elicvetl  the  prospects  of  the 
Ciovernmcnt  were.  The  rijrht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  had  accused  them  of  having  deceived 
Parliament,  by  stating  their  expectaticms  of 
a  surplus  of  about  .^()(),00<)/.,  while,  in  fact, 
there  was  a  deficiency  of  700,000/.  He 
trusted  the  House  remembered  that  he 
fre(|uently  stated,  that,  in  his  opinion,  a 
large  surplus  revenue,  for  the  puriwse  of 
keeping  up  a  Sinking  Fund,  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  debt,  was  not  desirable.  At 
tiie  same  time  he  was  always  ready  to 
admit,  that  a  deficiency  of  revenue  was  a 
state  of  things  much  to  be  lamented.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  that  an  actual  excess  of  ex^icndi* 
tore  over  income  was  a  matter  of  regret, 
though  he  could  not  go  so  far  with  him  a.s 
to  say,  that  the  excess  had  given  rise  to 
great  public  alarm.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  correctly  stated  what  fell  from 
him  in  the  early  part  of  October  last,  with 
resp(M:t  to  the  advantageous  grounds  which 
Ministers  occupied  in  having  the  receiptii 
and  disbursements  of  three-quarters  of  the 
year  before  them  when  providing  against 
the  exigencies  of  the  other  quarter.  But 
he  had  made  this  declaration,  in  answer  to 
the  ]i>rht  hon.  Cientleman,  in  order  to  shew 
that  in  calculating  on  a  higher  surplus  than 
he  was  disclosed  to  anticipate,  Mini&ten 
were  pnKX'eding  on  safe  grounds.  He 
merely  meant  that  probable  anticipations 
were  less  liable  to  error  at  that  period  of 
the  year  (October),  than  those  hazarded  in 
the  lieginning,  inasmuch  as  the  chances 
from  time  and  accident  were  one- fourth 
less.  The  question,  however,  was,  what 
were  the  grounds  on  which  he,  after  deep 
consideration,  and  after  the  best  calculation 
he  could  l>estow  upon  the  transaction,  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  we  might 
confidently  look  forward  to  a  6uq>lu8  of 
income  over  expenditure  }  ikring  already 
in  possession  of  the  financial  returns  for  the 
first  three-quarters  of  the  year,  he  called  on 
all  the  heads  of  the  several  public  depart- 
ments  respectively,  for  the  purpose  of  tti« 
certaining  the  probable  amount  of  the  c«« 
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turns  for  the  remaining  quarter^  and  on  the 
information  thus  obtained^  he  stated  to  the 
House  what  he  believed  was  likely  to  be 
the  surplus  revenue   on  the  whole  year. 
These  were  the  grounds  on  which   they 
proceeded ;  and  in  matters  on  which  chance 
could  have  any  share^  they  were  as  safe  as 
any  grounds  could  well  be.     It  was  upon 
these  grounds  he  had  stated  the  surplus  of 
the  revenue  which  he  anticipated.  He  must 
admits  however^  that  on  one  part  of  these 
grounds  his  information  had  not  been  cor- 
rect.    In   the  last   quarter  of  1830^   the 
beer  duties  expired^  and  no  mention  was 
made  in  the  returns  he  received  of  any  sum 
having  been  received  on  that  quarter  for 
beer  duties.     This  led  him,  in  making  his 
calculations  by  the  produce  of  that  quarter, 
into  an  error  as  far  as  350,000/.     He  did 
not  wish  to  deceive  the  House.     If  they 
thought  him  in  error,  he  was  bound  to  suffer 
for  it ;  but  never  would  he  attempt  to  de- 
ceive them,  and  certainly,  on  this  occasion, 
he  had  been  guilty  of  no  deception.     Be- 
sides, there  was  another  error  into  which  he 
had  been  led,  but  in  which  he  must  take 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  particeps 
criminis — namely,  the  amount  likely  to  ac- 
crue from  the  increased  duty  on  spirits. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  calculated  that 
at  450,000/.  ;.and  a  large  proportion  of  this 
was  usually  paid  in  during  the  last  quarter. 
Notwithstanding  the  anticipations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  the  addi- 
tional duty  produced  no  increase,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  there  was  a  falling  off  of  100,000/. 
in  the  year.     He  did  not  blame  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  he  only  mentioned  the 
circumstance  to  account  for  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  called  his  mistakes.  Again, 
if  the  income  had  fallen  short  of  his  expect- 
ations, the  expenditure  had  exceeded  them. 
A  large  demand,  which  he  had  not  antici- 
pated, occurred.     A  Bill  had  come  in  from 
Canada  on  account  of  the  Rideau  Canal,  on 
which  they  had  not  at  all  calculated.     The 
House  must  further  consider,  that  in  the 
last  quarter  there  was  a  great  stagnation  of 
trade,  and  difficulty  in  carrying  on  business, 
which  of  itself  was  sufficient  to  account  for 
a  large  falling-off  in  the  revenue.    He  had 
stated  the  grounds  of  the  calculations  on 
which  they  had  proceeded,  and  the  reasons 
why  these  grounds  had  deceived  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  at  the  end 
of  1830,  there  was  2,900,000/.  surplus  re- 
venue.    This  was  true ;  but  the  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  likely  to  affect  the  revenue  of  1831, 
and,  therefore^  it  could  not  be  calculated^ 


that  because  the  surplus  of  1830  had  been 
2,900,000/.  the  surplus  of  the  last  year 
should  have  been  so  great.  He  would  next 
advert  to  the  reduction  of  taxation,  and 
first  he  would  state  the  case  in  the  way 
most  unfavourable  to  himself.  This  was,  to 
take  solely  into  consideration  the  reductioas 
which  had  been  made  by  his  advice.  The 
amount  of  taxation  taken  off  last  year  at 
his  suggestion  was  1,500,000^  By  addi- 
tional taxation  he  derived  100,000/.,  which 
left  a  total  reduction  of  1,400,000/L  With 
that  reduction  there  was  now  a  defidency 
of  700,000/.;  therefore,  if  he  had  done 
nothing  in  the  way  of  reduction,  there 
would  still  have  been  a  surplus  of  700,000/. 
This  was  putting  the  case  in  the  way  most 
unfavourable  to  himself.  He  would  now 
take  it  the  other  way,  and  show  the  e&ct 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  reduction  of 
taxation  in  the  last  year.  The  amount  of 
taxation  reduced  by  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man was «f2,794,000 

The  loss  by  the  duty  on  spirits  was         100,000 
The  loss  by  the  corn  duties     ..     ..         250,000 


Making  a  total  of ..    ^3,144,000 

Which  being  deducted  from  50,056,000/., 
would  leave  ^^46,912,000  as  revenue 

But  the  expenditure  being      47>138,000 

And  the  revenue  only , 46|912,0U0 

There  would  have  been  a  deficiency  of   /81l,000 

He  had  first  stated  the  case  in  a  manner 
unfavourable  to  himself;  he  had  now  stated 
it  in  a  manner  unfavourable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  According  to  the  first,  there 
would  be  a  surplus  revenue  of  700,000^, 
and  according  to  the  other  case,  there  would 
be  a  deficiency  of  ^}  1,0001.  He  believed, 
however,  that  if  he  had  not  reduced  the 
amount  of  taxation  there  would  have  been 
a  surplus,  but  certainly  not  to  the  amount 
of  700,000/.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  he  would  not  go  into  the  Budget  of 
lust  year,  or  attack  him  for  the  propositions 
he  had  made,  and,  he  had  added,  that  the 
country  had  a  great  escape  in  the  fact  of  all 
these  propositions  not  being  adopted,  or  else 
the  deficiency  would  have,  been  much 
greater.  But,  in  reply  to  this,  he  begged 
leave  to  remind  the  House,  that  all  the  pro* 
positions  he  had  made  for  the  increase  of 
taxation  had  not  been  adopted ;  and  some 
that  were,  from  the  lateness  of  the  Session 
and  other  causes,  came  so  recently  into 
operation  that  they  had  little  or  no  efl^ 
on  the  revenues  of  the  year.  Therefore 
he  could  not  admit  that  the  deficienqr 
would  have  been  even  so  great  if  all  hu 
propositions  for  increasipg  the  taxi^tion  hid 
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been  adopted.  He  had  now  stated  his  whole 
defence  to  the  House  for  what  had  passed 
last  year ;  and^  he  trusted  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  believe^  that  in  no  statement  which 
he  had  made  had  he  any  intention  what- 
ever of  deceiving  them.  He  had  now 
stated  the  whole  case,  and  would  leave  it  to 
the  House  to  form  an  opinion  upon  his 
conduct.  But  it  certainly  was  more  imix)rt- 
ant  to  make  a  statement  now  of  the  eilect 
of  the  measures  taken  with  respect  to  the 
revenues  of  the  present  year.  He  was 
ready  to  admit  his  imprudence  in  bringing 
forward  his  statement  last  year  at  so  early 
a  period  as  he  did.  And  certainly  now,  in 
making  any  statements,  he  was  liable  to 
inaccuracy  from  the  early  period  of  the 
present  year.  Nevertheless  it  seemed  of 
some  importance,  though  he  spoke  under  a 
liability  to  err,  to  state,  as  far  a^  ^hc  could 
ascertain  it  the  present  posture  of  the 
revenue.     They  might  consider  that — 

The  loss  on  Candles  would  be ^400,000 

On  Coals     7<'>,000 

On  former  reduction  of  Taxation  &c . .        698,000 


Making,  as  a  total,     1,173,000 

On  the  other  side,  there  was  the  Draw- 
back on  Printed  Cottons  abolished  ^200,000 
The  IJnen  Bounties  abolished  . .     ..  155,000 
The  Wine  Duties  on  the  Stock  in  hand .  1 57,000 
Taxes  beyond  what  was  due  last  year 

upon  Malt.  300,000 

And  here  he  might  observe,  that,  what- 
ever might  be  said,  he  thought  that  the 
Bills  respecting  malt  and  beer  were  ex- 
ceedingly important ;  and  from  the  Malt 
Duty  an  increased  revenue  would  accrue. 
There  were,  besides,  many  duties  which 
would  this  year  come  into  full  operation. 
The  duties  on  wine  might  also  be  expected 
to  increase,  as  in  like  manner,  the  importa- 
tion of  cotton.  Well,  then,  for  the  addi- 
tional duties  on  cotton  he  might  calculate 
on  375,000/.;  and  for  the  additional  duty 
on  wine,  supposing  no  increased  consum|>- 
tion  150,000/.,  which,  with  the  item  he 
had  already  mentioned,  would  amount  to 
1,337,000/.;  and  1,17^,000/.  the  amount 
of  the  repeal  of  taxation,  which  would 
come  into  operation,  being  deducted  from 
it,  would  leave  a  surplus  of  1  ()4',000/.  He, 
of  course,  proceeded  upon  the  supposition 
that  the  exi)enditure  of  this  year  would  not 
be  greater  than  last  year ;  and  he  thought 
he  might  confidently  anticipate  this,  as  he 
knew  the  estimates  for  this  year  would 
be  considerably  less  than  for  the  last  year ; 
without,  therefore,  entering  into  further 
details,  assuming  that  the  expenditure  would 
be  the  same  as  last  year>  he  was  calcu- 


lating  on  the  surplus  he  had  just  stated. 
Although  he  lamented  the  falling  off  in  the 
revenue  of  the  past  year,  he  felt  perfectly 
confident  that  the  public  might  rely  that 
they  were  prepared  to  meet  the  expenditure 
for  the  year  which  was  to  come. 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  his  Majesty  had  con- 
fided the  charge  of  the  financial  concerns 
of  this  country  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
— concerns  requiring  either  great  previous 
i  knowledge  and  experience  in  finance,  or, 
failing  in  those  qualifications,  a  zealous, 
!  earnest,  and  rigid  attention  to  the  duties 
i  belonging  to  them,  as,  without  these,  it 
'  was  impossible  but  that  the  public  interest 
I  must  suffer.  Of  the  noble  Lord's  know- 
ledge and  experience  in  financial  matters 
I  before  his  sudden  elevation  to  his  present 
office,  he  would  say  nothing,  but  the  zeal 
and  assiduity  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  applied  to  other  duties  than  those  con- 
nected with  his  office,  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  House  had  witnessed;  and 
the  result  of  this  application  to  political 
rather  than  to  financial  views,  had  been 
what  might  have  been  expected — the  me- 
morable series  of  blunders  and  miscalcula- 
tions of  the  jMist  year.  The  noble  Lord 
must  give  him  leave  to  say,  that  when  he 
undertook  the  management  of  the  finances 
of  the  country,  the  preservation  of  public 
credit  was  that  which  all  men  expected. 
In  February  last,  however,  the  noble 
Lord,  in  developing  Ids  financial  views, 
stated,  that  he  considered  a  surplus  re- 
venue of  450,000/.  quite  sufficient,  and 
upon  that  contracted  basis  he  was  w*illing 
to  risk  the  preservation  of  public  credit. 
The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  was  so  nice  in  his 
calculations,  that  he  admitted  it  might 
not  be  safe  to  risk  it  upon  a  surplus  of 
300,000/.  only,  but  that  with  an  ex- 
penditure of  50,000,000/.  (half  of  which 
went  to  pay  the  interest  of  the  debt),  be 
thought  a  conjectural  estimate  of  income  of 
50,450,000/.  would  be  sufiicient  to  provide 
for  the  discharge  of  all  the  engagements  of 
the  country.  According  to  the  statementa 
of  the  noble  Lonl  and  of  the  noble  Earl 
(at  the  head  of  the  Treasury)  the  8ur« 
plus  of  450,000/.  did  not,  in  October  last, 
rest  upon  conjecture,  but  was  actually 
received.  The  expression  used  was,  that 
the  existence  of  this  surplus  '*  was  no 
longer  matter  of  prophecy,  but  of  history. 
But  now — whether  it  was  matter  of  history 
or  of  prophecy  in  October,  1831— it  no 
longer  existed  in  any  shape  or  form*  If 
ever  there  was  an  occasion  when,  out  of 
respect  to  their  own  character^  and  to  th^ 
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interests  of  the  country,  MiniHters  should 
come  forward,  without  being  urged  on  by 
their  opponents  to  state  the  true  condition 
of  the  finances  to  Parliament,  it  existed  at 
the  present  moment.  The  noble  Lord 
told  the  House  now,  that  the  statement  he 
made  in  October,  founded  upon  figures 
placed  in  his  hand  by  the  officers  of  the 
Treasury,  was  erroneous,  and  accordingly 
he  put  forth  another  set  of  figures  to  falsify 
those  former  ones.  No  doubt  there  were, 
in  the  Government  offices,  many  individuals 
always  ready  to  supply  such  figures,  facts, 
and  documents,  as  they  thought  would  be 
acceptable  to  their  patrons,  because  they 
would  support  their  jmrticular  views ;  but 
if  the  noble  Lord  did  not  receive  such 
documents  with  a  most  vigilant  suspicion,  he 
must  be  often  led  into  error.  But  when  the 
noble  Lord  discovered  that  he  had  been 
deceived,  why  did  he  not  come  down  and 
state  that  fact  to  Parliament  ?  Why  did 
he  not  fairly  state,  that  he  had  been  mis- 
taken ?  Why  did  he  not  prevent  the  pos- 
^bility  of  its  being  imputed  to  him  that  he 
had  distorted  and  misrepresented  the  condi- 
tion of  the  revenue  to  Parliament  ?  He  did 
not  mean  to  charge  the  noble  Lord  with 
having  any  such  intention ;  but,  then,  he 
must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
essential  duties,  had  shewn  their  own 
utter  and  complete  inefficiency.  He  would 
not  derogate  from  the  importance  of  the 
other  duties  in  which  they  had  been  en- 
gaged— nor  from  that  of  discussions  upon 
such  questions  as  whether  this  borough 
should  be  put  in  schedule  A,  and  that  in 
schedule  B,  or  another  taken  out  of  sche- 
dule B,  and  replaced  in  schedule  A,  but  he 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  public 
interest  required  him  to  abandon  an  office, 
the  duties  of  which  he  did  not  efficiently 
discharge.  Ought  it  to  have  been  left  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  him  to  call 
for  information  ?  Ought  it  to  have  been 
left  from  the  18th  of  January,  for  the 
noble  I^rd  to  give  the  "  lame  and  im- 
potent" explanation  they  had  just  heard? 
Was  not  other  treatment  due  to  the  House 
of  Commons — the  guardians  of  the  public 
purse  ?  They  had,  however,  had  an  ex- 
planation, such  as  it  was,  of  matters  which 
related  to  the  past;  but  what  the  noble 
Lord  meant  to  do  for  the  future  they  had 
not  heard.  Did  the  noble  Lonl  mean  to 
re-impose  the  taxes  which  were  last  year 
repealed?  That  would  be  the  only  sound 
legitimate  course  open  to  him.  The  noble 
Lord  told  the  House  that  there  was  an 


actual  deficiency  of  700,000/.  Since  he 
last  year  forgot  one  item  of  revenue  which 
he  was  to  lose,  he  would  find  that  this  year, 
in  his  haste,  he  had  forgotten  another. 
There  was  a  deficiency  of  500,000/.  which 
would  be  occasioned  by  the  loss  of  the 
candle  duty,  which  had  to  be  added  to  the 
700,000/.  Did  the  noble  Lcrrd  mean  to 
propose  a  loan  as  a  means  of  covering  this 
deficiency  ?  If  so,  it  would  amount  to  say- 
ing to  the  public  creditor-«we  have  not  the 
means  of  paying  you  your  interest,  and  we 
are  prevented  by  the  necessities  of  the 
country  from  imposing  new  taxes ;  but  if 
you  will  lend  us  the  means,  we  shall  be  able 
to  pay  you  interest  with  your  own  money. 
After  a  jieace  of  fifteen  years,  such  a  course 
would  be  most  destructive  to  public  credit. 
There  was,  however,  a  third  course,  which 
was  most  likely  to  be  adopted,  whilst  it  was 
also  more  dreadful,  more  dsngerous,  than 
either  of  the  other  two.  He  was  ooufirmed 
in  this  opinion  by  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
now  said.  His  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
be  content  again  to  rely  upon  their  ill- 
digcsted  calculations — upon  some  new 
schemes  or  experiments^-upon  some  new 
pamphlet  on  financial  Reform,  such  as  was 
proposed  to  the  House  in  the  Budget  of 
February  last — a  Budget  founded,  in  effect, 
on  the  little  book  of  the  right  hon*  Baronet 
behind  him  (Sir  Henry  Pamell),  who,  for 
the  financial  knowledge  he  thoiein  display- 
ed, got  made  Secretary  at  War.  Haa  not 
the  House  prevented  it,  the  credit  of  the 
country  ^nd  public  faith  would  have  been 
exposed  to  all  the  shock  of  those  expert- 
ments.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the 
Estimates  for  the  present  year  would  be 
considerably  less  than  those  of  the  last,  and 
that  the  great  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment  professed  to  rest  was  reduction  in 
every  department  of  the  public  expenditure. 
He  (Mr.  Attwood)  knew  of  no  other 
ground  on  which  their  pretensions  to  the 
confidence  of  the  country  rested,  lliat  was 
always  the  grand  ground  of  squabble  be- 
tween them  and  their  opponents,  when 
they  were  out  of  office.  Their  continual 
cry  was  then,  that  with  a  Tory  Ministry 
and  an  un-reformed  House  of  Commons, 
the  expenditure  was  enormoudy  extrava- 
gant ;  and  that  in  the  correction  of  that  ex- 
penditure, and  the  infusion  of  their  Turtue 
and  economy  in  its  administration,  would 
be  found  great  sources  of  relief  to  the  dis- 
tress of  the  countrv.  He  would  now  take 
the  liberty  of  bringing  those  assertions  to 
test,  by  shewing  in  what  degree  they  had, 
during  the  twelve  months  they  had  been  in 
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office^  reduced  that  extravagant  expendi- 
ture, of  which  they  so  mucli  complained. 
Any  proposition    to  reduce   the  burthens 
of  the  country  could  not  have  its  founda- 
tion in  a  mere  previous  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion ;  it  must  be  founded  on  a  previous  re- 
duction of  expenditure ;  for  although  tem- 
poraiy  popularity  might  be  acquired  by  a 
reduction  of  taxes,  on  erroneous  grounds, 
no  permanent  relief  could  be  derived  from 
it.    But  what  reduction  of  expenditure  had 
his    Majesty's    Ministers    effected  ?      He 
would  compare  the  last  years  of  the  Tory 
Administration,  supported^  as  that  was  al- 
leged to  be,  by  vile,  boroughmongering, 
extravagant  principles,  with  the  first  year 
of  the   economical,   and   always-to-bc-rc- 
ducing    Administration    of    the    Whigs. 
The    army,    in    the    last    year,     of    the 
Tory     Government,     cost     the     country 
6,990,000/. ;  under  the  Whig  Government 
of  last   year  it  cost  7,2(K),000/.       What, 
then,  became  of  the  continued  professions, 
<m  the  part  of  the  Whigs,  of  unsparing  re- 
daction in  the  public  expenditure?    In  this 
one  department — in  the  army  alone — there 
was  an  increase  exceeding  200,000/.     He 
would  not  undertake  to  blame  them  for  that 
fpecific  increase,  but  he  would  say  this,  that 
their  claims  to  confidence  rested  upon  their 
continued  assertions  of  the   possibility   of 
reducing  the  public  expenditure ;  and  yet 
now  they  were  falsifying,  by  their   octs, 
every  assertion  of  their  lives.     Under  the 
boroughmongering,    profligate,   Tory    ad- 
ministration,  the    navy    cost    5,209,000/. 
whilst  under  the  pure  Whig  Administra- 
tion— the  economical  Administration—  the 
Administration  whose  accession  to  office  had 
caused,  the  noble  Lord  said,  the  day   of 
patronage  to  go  by    for  ever — imder  this 
Administration,  the  ex])enses  of  the  navy 
amounted  to  5,680,000/.,  being  an  addition 
to  the  burdens  of  the  |H?(>ple,  under  this 
bead,  of  nearly  480,000/.      In  the  Ord- 
nance department,  there  certainly  was  a 
reduction  to  the  amount  of  123,000/. — a 
feather,  indeed,  to  counter1)alance  an  in- 
crease of  700,000/.  in  other  departments. 
Under  the  head  of  Miscellaneous,  in  18.S0, 
during  the  corrupt,  extravagant,  Tory  Go- 
vernment, there  was  an  expenditure  of  only 
1,950,000/.,  whilst  under  the  economical 
Whig  Administration  of  1831,  it  amounted 
to  2,850,000/., Ixjing  an  increase  of  900,000/. 
His  right  hon.  friend  opposite  smiled   at 
this  statement ;  and  i)crhaps  he  would  say, 
the  charges  that  used  to  come  under  other 
heads  were  now  placed  under  the  head  of 
MiloellaQeout.      But,  under  what  other 


heads  came  the   items  forming   this   vast 
difference  between    the  miscellaneous  ex- 
penses of  1830  and  of  1831 ;    for  under 
none  was  there  such  a  reduction  as  could 
account  for  that  difference.     They   were 
told,  at  the  advent  of  the  Whig  Adminis- 
tration to  power,  that  the  period  had  ar- 
rived at  which  there  ought  to  be  a  reduction 
of  the  public  burthens ;  but  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  House  of  Commons  was  an 
obstacle  to  that  reduction,  which,  if  to  be 
obtained,   the   House  of  Commons  must 
first  be  reformed.     He  would  ask  those 
Members  who  were  so  earnest  for  Reform, 
if  they  would  place  confidence  in  their  He- 
form  leaders — when   coming    into  a    Re- 
fonned  Parliament,  they  would  tell  them, 
as  tell  them  thev  must,  that  it  was  not 
])ossible,  by  a  reduction  of  expenditure,  to 
reduce  with  safety  the  public  burthens-— 
burthens  which,  if  reduced  by  a  Reformed 
Parliament  to  any  material  extent,  could 
be  so  only  at  the  expense  of  the  public 
creditor.     It  was  a  vain  delusion  to  say  to 
the  people  that  with  a  Whig  or  with  a  Tory 
Administnition,  with  a   Reformed   or  an 
Unreformed  House  of  Commons,  there  re- 
mained to  the  country  resources  from  which 
those  means  could  be  realized,  whereby  any 
material  reductiim  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  country  could  \yc  effected.     Indeed,  it 
had  been  rc])ealedly  avowed,  that  the  great 
evil  of  an  Unreformed  Parliament  was  not 
that  it  did  not  now  discharge  its  duty ;  but 
that  there  existed   in    former  times — the 
noble  Paymaster  of  the  Forces  said,  that 
there  had  existed  for   half  a  centur)', — a 
profligate  Administration,  which  engaged 
in  uunecess;iry  wars  for  boroughmongenng 
objects;    and  that  now  the   country  was 
placed  in  a  situation  that  even  the  patron- 
age-despising W*hig    Government,    as  it 
professed   to  be,   (though  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  hitherto  distributed  its  jmtron- 
age  among  its  dependents  rather  contra- 
dicted the  profession),  that  the  country,  he 
said,  was  placed  in  such  a  situation  that 
even  the  Whig  Government  could  not  re- 
lieve it.     They  were  told,  that  the  war  of 
America,  the  war  of  the  French  Revolution, 
were  all  consequences  of  boroughmongenng 
Government ;  and  that  although  the  effects 
of  them,  which  the  country  now  felt  could 
not  be  got  rid  of  by  a  W'lug  Govemmcnt, 
yet  that  such  wars  as  should  be  oecessarj 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  honour  and  in* 
terests  of  the  country,   would,    by   that 
Whig  Government,  be  preventetl  in  future. 
In  the  first  year  of  Whig  rule  that  had 
been  done  which  had  brought  the  countij 
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to  the  very  verge  of  a  bloody  and  expensive 
war.  The  noble  Lord  treated  that  as- 
sertion with  derision ;  but  unless  his  foreign 
policy  was  founded  on  more  accurate  bases 
than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
domestic  calculations^  it  must  lead  to  the 
most  humiliating  results.  He  did  not 
judge  of  what  had  been  the  probability  of 
war  by  the  protocols  which  he  (Lord  Pal- 
merston)  had  drawn  up  by  the  dozen^  and 
which  had  afforded  infinite  amusement  to 
all  Europe,  but  by  other  circumstances 
which  to  him^  as  an  Englishman,  had  been 
more  indicative  than  those  protocols  of  what 
was  likely  to  have  taken  place.  When  he 
had  seen  the  British  fleet  put  forth  its 
power — seen  a  naval  armament  threaten  the 
towns  and  ports  of  the  king  of  Holland,  it 
required  no  study  of  protocols  to  tell  him, 
that  Europe  had  no  security  of  peace  for 
one  hour.  He  could  not  believe  in  the  in- 
sufferable degradation  of  the  right  arm  of 
British  power  having  really  been  put  forth 
merely  to  bully  the  king  of  Holland — ^he 
could  not  believe  that  the  orders  given  to 
the  fleet  were  to  do  what  could  be  done  by 
way  of  intimidation,  but  not  to  strike — he 
could  not  believe  that  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, 

"  Willing  to  wound,  but  yet  afraid  to  strike," 

sent  the  British  fleet  merely  to  intimidate 
the  king  of  Holland.  He  knew  the  un- 
conqucniblc  firmness  of  the  monarch  of 
whom  he  spoke  against  that  which  was  at- 
tempted, when  the  arts  of  diplomacy  had 
failed,  notwithstanding  the  skill  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  putting  them  in  motion — he  knew 
how  little  likely  it  was  that  any  attempt  at 
intimidation  would  induce  that  heroic  mo- 
narch to  depart  from  any  one  point  which 
he  was  justly  entitled  to  abide  by.  It  may 
have  been  thought,  that  to  France  and 
England  united,  the  conquest  of  Holland 
would  have  been  the  aliuir  of  a  few  weeks, 
accomplished  by  a  very  small  loan,  and  a 
very  trifling  addition  of  taxation.  But  did 
they  take  into  the  account  the  indomitable 
spirit  and  resolution  with  which  the  Dutch 
nation  and  the  race  of  Nassau  had  always 
maintained  their  rights ;  a  firmness  to  which 
the  liberties  of  England  were  indebted  in 
a  greater  degree  than  those  of  Holland } 
Did  any  man  in  this  country  believe  that 
the  spectacle  which  would  have  been  offered 
to  Europe,  of  Holland  contending  against 
France  and  England — against  the  faithless 
ally  and  open  enemy,  assisted  by  revolted 
subjects — would  not  have  been  one  which 
would  have  called  Austria^  Russia^  and  the 


German  Powers  to  her  assistance  ?  No 
man  could  believe  that  it  would  not  have 
been  a  spectacle  of  this  stirrine  description ; 
and  he  was  certain  that  his  risht  hon. 
friend,  the  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
not  now  in  his  place,  must  have  made  up 
his  mind  to  the  necessary  issue  of  sending 
an  armament  to  threaten  and  insult  the 
ports  of  Holland,  or  the  Dutch  fleet  in 
the  Scheldt ;  and  must  have  calculated  the 
probability  of  lighting  up  a  war  in  Europe 
as  extensive  as  any  in  which  its  various 
Powers  had  ever  been  engaged*  and  as 
likely  to  increase  the  debts  of  the  country 
as  any  war  that  was  ever  entered  into  for 
alleged  ''  boroughmongerinc  purposes." 
He  ought,  perhaps,  to  apobgise  to  the 
House  for  entering  into  these  topics ;  but 
he  owed  no  apology  to  the  noble  Lonl  op- 
posite. All  he  had  done  had  been  to  en* 
deavour  to  dispel  the  illusions  which  had 
gone  abroad  with  respect  to  the  savings  it 
was  in  the  power  of  any  Government  to 
effect  with  a  House  of  Parliament  Reform- 
ed or  Unreformed.  He  had  tried  to  urge 
upon  Ministers,  as  they  valued  their  per- 
manent popularity,  and  the  true  interests 
of  the  country,  boldly  to  come  forward  and 
state,  that  it  was  a  delusion  to  expect  that 
any  such  reduction  of  our  expenditure 
could  at  present  be  made  as  should  give 
relief  to  the  people.  By  pursuing  sudi  a 
course  they  might  sacrifice  temporary  popu- 
larity, but  they  were  sure  of  establishing 
their  permanent  reputation,  and  securing 
the  welfare  of  the  country.  The  support 
they  now  received  from  the  people,  on  fal- 
lacious grounds,  must  end  in  that  result 
which  all  Macchiavelian  policy  carried  with 
it — popular  odium.  The  idol  of  popular 
favour  to-day  would  be  its  victim  to-mor- 
row. Those  whose  power  now  rested  un- 
deservedly and  fallaciously  on  popular 
favour,  would,  in  the  long  run,  be  the 
objects  of  popular  hatred,  as  complete  as 
their  own  elevation  had  been  unjust. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  only  in  the  concluding 
part  of  the  speech  he  had  just  delivered, 
namely,  that  the  greater  part  of  that  speech 
was  not  addressed  to  the  question  of  finance 
before  the  House,  but  to  the  foreign  politics 
of  the  Government  and  to  Reform,  with 
which  the  question  had  little,  properly 
speaking,  to  do.  He  should  not  follow 
that  hon.  Member  in  his  observations 
made  on  the  subject  of  Reform,  but  with 
respect  to  those  upon  finance  he  must  say, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  occasion 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  bis  fiivouiite  tbwnr 
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of  not  relying  upon  figures^  and  to  have  de- 
pended on  them  mainly  for  his  statements. 
It  mutt  not^  however^  be  supposed,  that  he' 
was  at  all  displeased  with  this  change  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  mode  of  argument — 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  always  recom* 
mended  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  re- 
course to  the  aid  of  figures  upon  matters  of 
finance,  because  such  matters  were  usually 
httt  discussed  by  their  aid,  but  then  he 
wished  also,  that  the  figures  stated  should  be 
correct,  and  correctly  quoted,  otherwise  he 
must  dispute  the  statement  made  uix)n  their 
authority.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
singular  mode  of  comparison  to  decide  on 
the  merits  of  a  Tory  and  a  Whig  Adminis- 
tration. When  he  met  with  an  item  in 
which  the  present  expenditure  was  greater 
than  under  the  Tories,  he  laid  great  stress 
upon  it ;  when  he  came  to  a  case  in  which 
the  expenditure  was  less ;  he  made  light  of 
it,  ezdaiming,  it  must  \ye  a  set  off  of  some 
kind  or  other. '  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
objected  to  the  increase  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  army ;  if  that  expenditure  was  not 
justified,  why  had  not  the  hon.  Member  been 
in  his  place  to  oppose  the  estimates  when 
they  were  moved  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  objected  to  the  increase  of  the  navy ;  why 
had  he  not  done  that  at  the  proper  time  ?  [Mr. 
Aiiwood:  1  made  no  objections  to  them]. 
No,  not  directly  ;  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
only  contrasted  the  expenses  of  a  borougli- 
mongering  Tory  Administration,  and  a 
Reforming  Whig  Administration,  for  the 
purpose  of  shewing  the  former  in  a  favour- 
able light.  But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  dislike  the  increase  in  the  army, 
why  reproach  the  Minister  with  having 
effected  it  ?  He  should  cither  have  resisted 
the  increase,  or,  if  he  approved  of  it,  he 
should  not  now  attack  the  Ministers.  He 
was  not  surprised  at  the  hon.  Gentleman  not 
liking  figures.  He  said,  that  the  Miscel- 
laneous Estimates  had  been  increased,  but 
he  had  not  gone  into  them  to  shew  that 
his  assertion  was  well  founded.  The  hon. 
Member  had  never  once  alluded  to  the  im- 
portant circumstance,  that  nearly  a  half  a 
million  of  money  had  been  carried  from  the 
head  of ,  the  Civil  List  to  be  placed  under 
the  head  of  Miscellaneous  Expenditure. 
That  was,  in  the  hon.  Member's  opinion,  a 
trifling  circumstance,  which  might  not  im- 
properly be  overlooked,  as  it  weighed  nothing 
in  argument.  The  hon.  Gentleman  carried 
his  love  of  his  own  figures  and  his  dis- 
regard of  his  opponents  so  far,  that  he 
Bttened  not  to  the  rulciilntions  he  under- 
took  to  refute.     Hien  the  hon.   Gentle- 


man accused  his  noble  friend  of  having 
forgotten  the  candle  duty  in  his  statement. 
Why,  in  the  statement  alluded  to,  his  noble 
friend  had  debited  himself  with  400,000/. 
on  account  of  the  candle  duty  which  had 
been  taken  off.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
threw  out  of  his  view  any  future  diminution 
of  expenditure,  though  his  noble  friend 
stated  that  the  estimates  would  shew  a 
decrease.  The  estimates,  instead  of  j ustify- 
ing  the  assertions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
would  shew  that  a  large  saving  had  been 
effected,  and  that  a  surplus  would  be  left 
by  means  of  those  savings.  But  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  accused  them  of 
want  of  economy,  how  did  he  settle  the 
account  with  his  friends,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  him  ?  If  economy  had 
not  been  sufficiently  practised,  whose  fault 
was  it  .**  He  would  not  generally  go  over 
the  state  of  the  country  when  the  late 
Administration  quitted  office,  nor  would  he 
speak  of  the  increase  of  the  military  force 
having  been  rendered  necessary  by  the  con- 
duct of  their  predecessors,  nor  would  he 
say  what  the  Government  had  been  obliged 
to  do  in  consequence  of  the  extravagance 
and  carelessness  manifest  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  Government  that  had  preceded  them. 
He  would  not  ask,  what  had  been  the  ex- 
penditure they  found  the  Government  en- 
gaged in  with  respect  to  the  building  of 
Palaces,  which  it  was  yet  doubtful  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  to  pull  down  than 
complete.  He  would  not  advert  to  the  ex- 
travagance to  which  the  former  Government 
had  become  a  party  in  such  cases  as  that  of 
the  Hideau  Canal ;  but  he  had  a  right  to 
say,  that  a  large  proportion,  if  not  the 
wliole  of  the  deficiencv,  of  which  so  much 
had  been  said,  would  not  have  existed  but  for 
claims  of  the  description  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. He,  therefore,  would  recommend 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  next  time  he 
entered  into  details  of  figures,  not  to  omit 
the  sums  he  ought  to  add,  and  not  to  leave 
out  these  he  ought  to  substract.  By  doing 
that,  undoubtedly,  a  favourable  balance 
might  always  be  obtained,  but  he  must 
carefully  exclude  every  person  from  ex- 
amining his  calculations.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  op))osite  had  set  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  example  of  making  these  charges 
against  the  present  Government.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  with  an 
air  of  absolute  horror,  that,  for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  this  country,  [Mr. 
Goulburn  dissented] — he  wished  not  to 
misrepresent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
perhaps,  he  said  it  was  the  first  time  for 
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ieyeral  yean  pa8t-«*-he  had  observed  a  de- 
ficiency in  the  public  revenue— the  first 
time  for  years  past  that  he  had  seen  the  ex- 
penditure exceeding  the  revenue.  The 
House  should  soon  see  whether  that  asser- 
tion was  correct.  He  had  at  first  felt 
surprised  at  that  assertion,  but  he  after- 
wards doubted  whether  he  ought  to  be 
surprised  at  anything  which  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  heard  him 
sneer  at  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Administration  for  distributing  Govern- 
ment patronage  among  the  members  of  his 
family.  He  had  heard  an  imputation  of 
that  kind  before,  but  he  treated  it  with 
scorn,  because  the  character  of  his  noble 
friend  stood  too  high  to  be  reached  by  such 
attacks;  but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  as  he  had  done  of  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government— of 
that  noble  Earl*  8  desire  to  provide  his  rela- 
tions with  places— -when  he  spoke  in  that 
manner,  did  he  forget,  that  when  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  last  Administration,  he  endea- 
voured, but  just  before  that  Administration 
quitted  office,  to  quarter  on  the  Pension 
List  of  this  country  the  sons  of  two  Cabinet 
Ministers?  To  be  sure  the  attempt  was 
defeated  ;  but  the  defeat  was  owing  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  not  to  the  forbearance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  should 
now  refer  to  the  other  charge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — as  to  the  deficiency  of  the 
public  revenue.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  in  terms  of  such  horror 
of  the  deficiency,  he  must  have  known  that 
deficiencies  of  a  greater  extent  had  not 
been  unknown  in  the  late  and  flourishing 
times  of  a  Tory  Administration  [cheers']. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  cheers  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicated  his 
assent  or  dissent,  but  the  proof  of  the  fact 
was  easy.  He  could  take  any  year  from 
1828.  He  would  not  go  further  back, 
but  would  begin  from  that  year,  because  it 
was  to  be  recollected,  that  the  Parliament 
had  then  pledged  itself,  by  a  distinct  Reso- 
lution, that  there  should  be  an  efficient 
Sinking  Fund  of  5,000,000/.,  which  might 
be  considered  as  a  portion  of  the  public  ex- 
penditure. He  should  not  take  it  as  a 
portion  of  the  public  expenditure,  and  yet 
there  would  be  found  to  be  a  deficiency. 
The  deficiency  in  the  account  of  1823, 
including  the  advance  for  naval  pur- 
poses, was  2,994.0()()/. ;  in  1 824,  the  de- 
ficiency was  1,007,000/.;  in  1825,  it  was 
2.125,000/. ;  in  182f),  f),7i7,0()0/.  To  that 
sum  he  particularly  wished  to  cull  t\w 
attention  of  the  House,  as  the  amount  ex- 


ceeded that  supposed  tobe  appropriatedby  the 
Sinkbg  Fund  for  the  reduction  of  the  Pub- 
lic Debt.  In  1827>  it  was  6,608,0002. ;  in 
1828,  it  had  fallen  to  959,0O0L;  in  1829, 
it  had  fallen  to  807,000/.;  and  in  1830,  he 
would  do  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
justice  to  say,  that  there  was  a  balance  of 
978,000/.  the  other  way.  The  statement 
he  had  just  read  proved,  however^  that 
deficiencies  in  the  public  revenue  ai  oom« 
pared  with  the  public  expenditure,  were 
not  quite  so  new  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seemed  to  imajrine.  But  if  that 
statement  did  not  satisfy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  quote  the  worda  of  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Harwich,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Finance  Committee.  That 
right  hon.  Member  had  said, ''  Hie  wm  pay- 
able for  Life  Annuities  should  be  added  to 
the  49,750,000/.,  before  the  babnoe  was 
struck,  and  that  would  give  a  total 
of  50,868,000/.,  leaving  a  defideii^  of 
127>000/.  upon  the  wEol^  expenditure/' 
What  was  done  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's indignation  in  thoie  years,  he 
did  not  know,  but  certainly  the  House 
never  heard  of  it.  He  deplored  the  de- 
ficiency in  the  revenue  of  this  year;  but 
such  a  deficiency  was  not  unheard  of  in 
the  history  of  this  country:  and  the  dif- 
ference between  the  present  and  the  former 
state  of  things  was,  that  there  waa  now 
no  concealment.  The  accounti  were  now 
stated  plainly  and  fairly ;  there  waa  an  end 
to  mystification  and  humbug :  every  thing 
was  plainly  and  fairly  put  before  the  puUic ; 
and  the  desire  of  the  present  Grovemment 
was,  that  the  people  should  be  acquainted 
with  the  real  state  a£  the  public  finances. 
The  present  Ministers  did  not  borrow 
money,  that  they  might  use  it  in  appearing 
to  pay  ofi*  a  part  of  the  National  Debt ; 
they  did  not  take  money,  borrowed  from  the 
Bank,  and  secured  at  a  heKff  interest, 
upon  what  were  called  Long  Amiuities, 
and  then  put  it  down  in  their  aooounti'as 
part  of  the  income  received,  and  applicable 
to  the  discharge  of  debts  and  expenses; 
they  did  not  attempt  any  mystification; 
they  desired  that  every  thing  should  be 
plain  and  intelligible,  and  they  were  will- 
ing to  abide  by  the  result.  But,  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  great 
credit  was  due  to  him  for  having  lc3t  so 
flourishing  a  Treasury.  Was  the  Exche- 
quer so  full  ?  Were  the  finances  so  flourish- 
ing? If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
had  to  miiko  a  finamcial  statement  in 
February  last,  how  would  he  have  stood  P 
The  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted. 
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indeed,  what  he  could  not  deny,  that, 
not  having  taken  off  the  taxes  on  heer, 
on  dder,  and  on  leather,  till  late  in  the 
year  1830,  the  excess  of  revenue  of  that 
year  could  not  he  taken  as  evidence  of  what 
would  have  heen  its  condition  in  18:31. 
But  he  had  touched  this  point  most  deli- 
cately, and  had  acted  prudently  ;  for  what 
was  the  fact?  Why,  as  had  been  shewn 
by  his  noble  friend,  instead  of  a  suqilus, 
he  would  actually  have  left  a  deficiency  of 
211,000/.  It  might  have  been  diminished, 
by  the  increased  productiveness  of  remain- 
ing taxes,  but  for  that  his  noble  friend  had 
an  equal  claim.  But  if  such  was  the  con- 
dition of  the  finances  when  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  left  the  Exchequer,  upon  what 
grounds  was  he  entitled  to  pour  forth  his 
unmitigated  censure  on  his  noble  friend's 
operations  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
talked  of  the  miscalculations  of  his  noble 
friend.  Let  him  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  miscalcuhition  had  not  some- 
times happened  to  the  right  hon. Gentleman? 
In  the  middle  of  the  vcar  1830,  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  come  down  to 
that  House,  and  say,  that  he  expected 
400,000/.  from  an  increase  of  the  con- 
sumption of  spirits?  Had  not  the  rii^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  made  some  miscalculation 
on  that  point?  There  had  been  a  defi- 
ciency of  no  less  than  10(),()0()/.  instead  of 
there  being  a  gain  of  4()(),()0()/.  But  if 
there  was  a  deficiency,  which  he  lamented, 
though  he  did  not  think  it  a  matter  of  such 
despondency ;  how,  he  would  ask,  did  it 
arise?  VV'as  it  from  a  diminution  of  our 
resources,  a  falling  utf  in  the  produce  of 
taxation :  was  it  caused  bv  unworthy  ex- 
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travagance,  or  lavish  expenditure?  No 
such  thing.  If  it  had  been,  it  might  have 
been  a  matter  of  deej)  regret.  It  was  occa- 
sioned neither  by  unworthy  extravagance, 
nor  by  diminished  resources,  but  theCJovern- 
ment  abstaining  from  demanding  so  much 
from  the  people.  It  was  not  money  wasted, 
nor  money  lost.  It  remained  in  the  pockets 
of  the  i)eople,  to  be  drawn  thence  if  the 
necessities  of  the  State  should  re<juire  it. 
Perhaps,  however,  it  would  have  l)een  more 
gratifying  to  the  right  hon.  Crentleman  had 
there  been  a  surplus,  even  though  that 
surplus  had  been  wrung  from  the  people 
by  a  largiT  and  heavier  taxatiim.  He  was 
happy  to  say,  that  it  remained  in  their 
pockets,  there  to  fnutify  by  use,  to  stimu- 
late the  eilbrts  of  their  iudustrv,  and  to 
add  to  the  resources  of  tlu*  State.  He 
asked  those  who  siniU-d  :it  that  siateinent, 
where  would  have  been  the  benefit  to  have 
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extracted  that  money  from  the  pockets  of 
the  people,  with  the  mere  view  of  making 
a  8uq)lus,  instead  of  allowing  a  deficiency  ? 
Perhaps  it  might  be  said,  that  public  credit 
had  suflered  by  the  deficiency.  He  was 
aware  of  that  argument,  and  he  was  aware 
that,  generally  speaking,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Govennnent  to  take  care  that  there 
should  be  in  the  Treasury  a  sufficient  sum 
to  meet  the  public  charges.  But  in  this 
instance  he  was  happy  to  be  able  to  assert, 
most  positively,  that  public  credit  had  not 
suflered  in  the  least  degree.  There  had 
been  no  indication  in  the  public  funds  that, 
by  this  deficiency  of  600,000/.,  public 
credit  had  suffered.  But  8uppo.sing  the 
noble  Lord  had  had  the  prescience 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assumed 
to  possess,  would  he  have  been  justified  in 
refusing  to  the  people  the  promised  benefit 
of  tlie  reduction  of  the  coal  duties  and  of 
the  duties  on  cotton  ?  He  asked  those 
Gentlemen  who  represented  that  part  of 
the  country,  which  has  received  so  much 
benefit  from  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  coals 
— he  asked  those  who  represented  districts 
alcmg  the  eoast  which  paid  that  tax— 
whether  their  constituents  would  willingly 
have  seen  his  noble  friend  re-impose  that 
tax  ?  He  asked  the  hon.  member  for  Lan- 
cashire, whether  the  manufacturers  of 
printed  cottons  would  willingly  have  seen 
the  duty  re-imposed  u^xin  their  manufacture 
when  they  had  found  that  its  repeal  oper- 
ated so  admirably,  giving  their  manufacture 
an  impetus  which  the  peculiar  state  of  the 
north  of  Europe  rendered  necessary  ?  Had 
they  been  asked  those  questions,  they  would 
have  said,  '*  Do  not  disap]H)int  the  hopes  of 
our  e(mstituents  till  you  have  seen  whether, 
according  to  your  own  system,  an  incn>ase 
of  consumption  docs  not  benefit  you,  and 
your  new  duties,  and  your  savings  yield 
you  sufficient  to  enable  you  to  dispense 
with  these  burthensome  taxes."  His  noble 
friend  anticipated  that  answer,  and  acted 
accordingly.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  talked  of  the  frequent  changes 
made  by  the  present  Government  in  the 
taxes  thev  had  determined  to  retain  or  to 
remove,  and  he  accused  them  of  blunders. 
What !  had  the  right  hon.  ( lentlcman  made 
no  blunders?  Had  the  right  hon.  (icntle- 
man  forgotten  the  year  1830 — had  he  not 
then  changed  the  duties  on  s^nrits  no  IeR.H 
than  three  tinK*s?  Had  he  not,  in  like 
manner,  changi><l  the  duties  on  rum  and 
sug-.ir? — had  he  for<r()tren  that  Sugar  Hill 
whirh  was  universally,  uud  not  inaptly, 
designated    by   the    appellation  of    **  the 
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UnmtcUigible  Sugar  Bill  ?  "     He  did  not 
my  these  things  in  the  way  of  blame  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  any  more  than  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ^aid  had 
been  uttered  in  blame  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  of 
nmKistency.     Wliat  was  the  conduct  of  the 
late  Op^xisitioii  and  of  the  present  Opposi- 
tion upon  this  question  of  inconsistency  ? 
It  had  been  the  duty  of  the  present  Minis- 
try to  defend,  in  office,  the  system  of  free 
trade,Kvhich  they  had  advocated  before  they 
came  into  offic^^  and  they  had  done  so  con- 
sistently.     When  the  late   Ministers  had 
taken  the  initiative  in  the  introduction  of 
measures  of  free  trade,  the  late  Opposition 
had  supjxirted  tliem  in  it;   but  what  did 
he  find   now-^id   they  receive    support 
from  the  present  Opposition  in  pursuing 
those   very  measures  which   the   present 
Opposition,  when  in  office^  had  commenced  ? 
Were  there  no  party  motives  which  influ- 
enced their  conduct  ?     Was  there  no  going 
away  when  consistency  required  that  they 
should   stay   and  support   their    formerly 
declared   opinions?      He  alluded   to   the 
questions   that   had  lately  been    brought 
before  them.      He  did  not  allude  to  the 
timber  question,  for  they  had  been   told 
that  it  was  possible  to  wipe  off  the  difficulty 
with  respect  to  that  question  by  the  some- 
what nice  diffi^rence  between  a  financial 
and  a  commercial  measure.     But  that  was 
not  the  case  with  the  glove  trade^  nor  with 
the  silk  trade.      On  those  questions,  the 
same  principles^  if  not  the  same  measures, 
were  pursued ;  at  least  measures  founded 
on  the  same  principles  as  those  which  had 
before  been  adopted  by  the  late  Ministry, 
came  into  discussion^  and,  strange  to  say, 
the  authors  of  those  measures — those  who 
had  been  too  happy  when  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson,    brought 
the  questions  before  the  House,  to  unite 
with,  to  follow  in  his  train — with  him 

"  To  share  the  triumph,  and  paitake  the  gale,*' 

immediately  that  the  present  Ministers 
endeavoiured  to  follow  up  his  plans  and  sup- 
port his  system,  held  back  and  tried  to 
deprive  them  of  the  honour  and  triumph 
which  they  had  justly  earned  a  right  to 
share.  He  did  not  blame  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  this.  No  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  good  and  weighty 
reasons  for  doing  so,  and  likewise  for  op- 
posing him,  when  it  fell  to  his  duty  to  in- 
troduce the  Sugar  Bill,  There  was  no 
change  in  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
repeated  it,  there  was  no  cViaw^  \w  \\ve, 


principle  of  the  Bill,  and  he  challeng 
one  to  shew  that  there  was  any  ( 
whatever  in  it  But  if  it  was  i 
that  there  was  any  change  in  one  1 
any  measure  (which  he  denied),  ther 
not  be  a  change  in  all,  yet  the  com 
the  Oppositiim  had  been  the  8am< 
respect  to  the  Sugar  Bill — to  the  1 
question — to  the  Duty  on  Glova 
yet,  on  all  these  he  had  met  with  < 
the  same  results,  and  the  same  adi 
proofs  of  consistency  in  the  rigfa 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Of  course  he 
not  impute  to  them  unworthy  moti 
such  conduct ;  but  he  should  do  all  1 
was  permitted  to  do ;  he  should  c 
his  doubts  of  the  consistency  of  theu 
ions,  and  of  the  value  of  their  aat) 
A  man  might  change  his  opinioDy 
further  examination  of  a  great  subjn 
if  he  changed  it  under  particular  d. 
stances,  he  ceased  to  be  an  mithtsri 
such  subjects.  He  had  said  so  muc 
this  subject,  in  reply  to  the  obaerv 
that  had  been  made  on  the  statement 
noble  friend,  a  statement  which  woi 
was  sure,  be  found  quite  satisfactory 
country.  The  public  would  do  jus 
the  purity  of  his  intentions,  and  i 
manliness  and  candour  of  his  state: 
His  predictions  would  be  received  i 
spirit  in  which  they  had  been  road 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  ma 
the  present  de6ciency,  and  yet  to  pr 
himself  from  the  necessity  of  im] 
fresh  burthens  on  the  people. 

Mr.  Dafvsoti  spoke  to  the  followii 
feet :  I  must  say.  Sir,  that  I  have  s 
heard  a  speech  more  full  of  inconsist 
— that  more  diverged  from  the  s' 
under  consideration,  or  that  was  moi 
of  wandering  statements,  than  that  ' 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
vered.  When  I  heard  the  eloquent  i 
of  my  rieht  hon.  friend  (Mr.  (jknill 
and  heard  the  answer  attempted  to  be 
to  it  by  the  noble  Lord,  however  gtes 
the  respect  I  felt  for  the  noble  Lord,  I 
not  but  pity  the  figure  which  the 
Lord  made.  It  was  visible  to  the  I 
that  the  noble  Lord  felt  he  could  nc 
swer  the  eloquent  speech  (a  more  elo 
speech  I  hardly  ever  heard),  and,  ther 
l>e  did  not  make  the  attempt.  He  m 
the  attack,  to  which  he  felt  he  could  gi 
answer,  and  contented  himself  with  m 
an  appeal  to  the  House  on  Us  motive 
on  the  honesty  of  his  intentions.  The 
LatA  frequently  makes  appeals  of  thi 
wvd  they  seldom  fail  of  produdng  a 
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flenble  effect  But  these  appeals,  from  the 
oGmmon  sense  of  the  House  to  his  honesty, 
must  at  hist  fail  him  ;  and  he  will  fnid  that 
to  be  the  case^  when,  perhaps,  he  least  ex- 
pects it.  I  do  not  doubt  his  honesty,  but 
I  doubt  his  capacity  for  business;  and  I 
think  that  the  proof  of  that  incapacity  has 
been  much  increased  bv  the  noble  Lord's 
Statement  of  this  evening.  I'he  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  has  taken  a  dilfcrent 
coarse;  for,  feeling  the  impossibility  of 
defending  the  measures  of  the  noble  Lord 
by  ailment,  he  has  carried  the  war  into 
the  enemy's  camp,  and  accused  us,  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  of  inconsistency; 
but  in  taking  this  course,  it  seems  to  me 
that  he  quite  forgot  that  many  of  those  who 
now  have  seats  in  the  Cabinet  were  actually 
Members  of  the  then  Cabinet  which  had 
tlie  conduct  of  these  very  measures.  WHicn, 
therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ac- 
cuses us  of  waste  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  Buckingham  Palace,  his  cen- 
sure does  not  fall  on  my  right  hon.  friend, 
but  on  Lord  Goderich,  who  was  al  that 
time  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
who  is  now  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
with  which  the  right  hon/Tcntleman  is  con- 
nected. But  I  can,  in  a  great  measure, 
understand  the  uneasiness  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  shown  ;  I  can  under- 
stand the  sympathy  which  he  has  cx])res.sed 
for  the  distress  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  can 
imagine  why  he  feels  hurt  by  the  expres- 
sions of  ridicule  which  have  been  thrown 
by  my  right  hon.  friend  on  the  first  and 
second  budgets  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and 
Ood  knows,  that  however  strong  those  ex- 
pressions may  be,  they  fall  far  short  of 
the  real  merits  of  the  subject.  1  say»  that 
if  the  right  hon.  (gentleman  bas  felt  annoyed 
by  these  expressions,  I  can  account  for  it ; 
for,  if  report  speaks  true,  he  himself  was 
the  real  parent — the  too  lately  proclaimed 
father — of  those  unfortunate  budgets.  It 
is,  therefore,  no  matter  of  surprise  to  me 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
shown  such  a  feeling  on  the  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  expressing  that 
feeling,  took  occasion  to  enter  upon  a  tirade 
against  my  right  hon.  friend,  and  accused 
him  of  luiving  dealt  in  great  looseness  of 
figures.  Now,  I  think  tbat  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  that  this  attack  on  my  right  hon. 
friend  is  altogether  unfounded.  The  broad 
statement  on  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
went  was,  that  the  Estimates  of  1831  were 
greater  in  amount  than  the  Estimates  of 
1830.  In  proof  of  this  statement  he  went 
through  those  Estimates  item  bv  item,  tie 
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showed  that  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
greater,  and  the  Military  Estimates  were 
greater;  the  Ordnance,  I  believe,  were 
smaller.  But  the  grand  effect  of  the  right 
hon.  (jentleman's  indignation  rested  on  the 
Miscellaneous  Estimates ;  and  because  my 
right  hon.  friend  did  not  at  the  moment  hap- 
pen to  recollect  the  particular  circumstances 
connected  with  those  E.stimatcs,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  indulged  in  all  the  powers  of 
ridicule  that  he  was  able  to  muster  on  the 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  must  have  known,  that,  in  thus 
directing  his  argument,  he  was  resorting 
to  a  mere  subterfuge,  for  the  purpose  of 
diverting  the  attention  of  the  House  from 
the  real  fact,  that  the  PLstimates  of  the  pre- 
sent Whig  Government  were  in  fact  larger 
than  those  of  the  previous  Tory  Govern- 
ment in  18.30.  I  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  deny  that  this  is 
the  case  by  something  between  300,000/. 
and  400,000/.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  went  on  to  load  the  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  with  abuse,  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  thev  had  conducted  their 
patronage  when  they  were  in  office ;  and 
he  taunted  them  with  having,  as  the  last 
act  of  their  Government,  proposed  the 
giving  retiring  pensions  to  two  sons  of 
Cabinet  Ministers.  But  does  the  right  hon. 
Cientleman  forget  the  attempt  that  has 
been  made,  wuthin  the  last  year,  to  palm  a 
much  grosser  scheme  of  patronage  on  the 
public  under  the  pretence  of  saving  and  re- 
formation ?  It  was  only  the  other  day  that 
a  bill  was  introduced  to  this  House  (and 
which  bill  is  now  actually  on  the  table  of 
the  House),  which  purposes  to  give  a  salary 
of  2,000/.  a-year  to  Mr.  Abercrombie,  as  a 
superannuation  allowance  for  having  been 
a  Judge  in  one  of  the  Courts  of  Scotland. 
And  for  what  was  this  2,000/.  a-year  to  be 
given  .^  For  having  performed  eighteen 
months'  duty.  After  this  Job  was  stopped 
last  year  by  the  prorogation  of  Parliament 
— after  it  had  been  shown  that  Mr.  Aber- 
crombie might  be  more  judiciously  provided 
for  by  making  him  Chief  Commissioner  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  of  England,  care  has 
actually  been  taken  to  fdl  up  that  very  of- 
fice, so  that  now,  on  the  renewal  of  the 
bill,  the  proposition  suggested  last  year 
can  no  longer  be  followed  up  by  this  House, 
which,  I  have  no  doubt,  would  have  bein 
the  case,  had  the  office  remained  open. 
After  this,  I  ask  whether  the  superannua- 
tion allowances  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  arc  to  be  compared  to 
this  job,  which  has  lieen  got  up  under  the 
2'U 
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sanction  of  the  present  Government?  Surely 
tlicy  sink  into  insitrnificaufc  when  juit  in 
compiiriiion  with  such  a  job  as  that  which 
1  have  just  described.  Let  lun  also  ask  in 
this  place,  whether  tlic  bankruptcy  Court 
itscli  is  sodcservinj^of  the  wonderful  praise 
that  some  would  bestow  on  it  ?  Is  there 
nothing  like  partiality  shown  in  that  Court  ? 
llowever,  1  will  not  on  this  ociasion,  say 
more  upon  this  subject,  as  not  many  weeks 
can  elapse  before  the  House  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  forming  its  jud<rment  ujxm 
it.  Neither  will  I  go  throu»rh  all  the  topics 
that  have  been  ur^^ed  by  the  rv^ht  hon. 
(jentleman,  believing  that  I  have  said 
enough  to  show,  that,  however  deserving 
of  reprehension  the  late  Ciovemmeut  may 
have  beeiijthey  have  been  most  religiously  fol  - 
lowed  in  all  that  they  can  be  accused  of 
having  dcme  of  evil  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment. There  is  one  jx)iut,  however,  in  the 
speedi  of  the  right  liou.  Gentleman,  on 
which  I  must  enlarge  somewhat  more  fully. 
J  allude  to  tlic  statement  that  he  has  made 
with  respect  to  surplus.  The  right  l.oii. 
Gentleman,  in  a  most  sweeping  manner, 
declared,  that  there  had  been  no  surplus 
sincx*  the  year  18^2.'i ;  and  made  this  state- 
ment on  the  strength  of  some  fjgur  s  tliat 
he  brought  down  with  him.  fhu  ]  beg  to 
observe,  that  none  of  these  figures  are  be- 
fore the  House  ;  tliey  proceed  from  a  more 
private  calculation  of  the  right  hoii.  (ren- 
tleman ;  and  c  an,  therefore,  only  ^)o  taken 
tjH(nti/iiii  valeal,  JJut,  if  a  regular  return 
on  this  subject  were  called  for,  I  am  sure 
that  the  calculation  of  the  right  h(m.  (jcn- 
tlcman  would  prove  to  be  totally  unfound- 
ed, ijut  as  the  case  stands  alre.idv,  there 
is  u  paper  on  the  tabic  of  the  House,  signed 
"  Thomas  Spring  Uice,"  and  dated  on  the 
1.5th  December,  K%:n,  and  from  that  very 
document  it  appears  that  the  right  lion, 
^lentleman's  statement  is  altoiiethcr  incor- 


noblc  Lord  (Palnienton)  opposite;  and, 
therefore,  whatever  deficiency  there  may 
have  been  that  year,  the  right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man must  settle  the  matter  with  the  noble 
Foreign  Secretary,  who  sits  next  him.  But 
I  very  well  remember  that  Mr.  Cannintr 
fully  explained  at  the  time  the  deficiency 
to  the  House,  and,  unlike  the  noble  I^rd, 
came  down  before  hand,  and  told  the  House 
that  there  would  be  a  deficiency.  It  is. 
however,  to  the  years  18j28,  18i2<),  and 
1 830,  that  ]  shall  more  particularly  allude, 
lxv.au se  those  were  the  years  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  was  C'hancellor  of  the  Exche- 
(luer,  and  that  I  had  the  honour  of  holding 
an  oOicc  imder  him,  for  which  reason  1  feel 
a  ]}eculiar  interest  in  those  yean,  and  really 
lielieve  that  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  that  su 
fur  from  any  deficiency,  there  was  a  consi- 
dcniblc  sur])lus.  In  the  year  1828,  the 
income  was  r>7>485,000/.«  and  the  expendi- 
ture «')4;8.*J(),(HX)/.,  making  a  surplus  of 
'2,648, 000/.  In  the  year  1829*  the  income 
was  .^;),8'24,00()/.  and  the  expenditure 
'y\!j^  t8,0(K)/.,makinga  surplusof  1 ,47.^,000/. 
1  n  the  year  ]  8.S0,  the  income  wa.s  54,840,000/ 
and  the  expenditure  5^,011,000/.,  giving 
a  surplus  of  ],8ii8,000/.  After  having 
made  these  statements,  I  think  that  I  mav 
very  well  place  this  signed  paper  by  the 
side  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's  private 
ealculati(ms,  and  leave  the  two  to  speak  for 
themselves.  .As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  told  the  House  what  has  been  done 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
oilice,  I  will  tell  him  what  was  done  before 
that  event  took  plac^.  Hetween  the  years, 
1S'2S  and  \S'M),  inclusive,  a  reduction  was 
eiiLcted  in  the  Estimates  of  2,0(^6,000/.; 
at  the  same  time  a  reduction  of  the  interest 
of  the  debt  was  alsoefiected — 725,000/.  on 
the  1  unded  Debt,  and  128,000/.  on  the 
Unfunded  ;  in  addition  to  this,  there  wax  a 
reduction    of    taxes    to    the    amount    of 


rect.  Now,  of  courM%  I  do  nut  imdortake  .'i.j(H^'HM)/.,  including  the  taxes  on  bt»er, 
to  answer  for  the  accuracy  yti  the  hon.  leather,  and  other  smaller  burdens;  and, 
member  for  Limerick's  statement;  hut,  as  |  notwithstanding  these  reductions  in  the 
we  are  arguing  on  the  figjuos  of  l!ie  right  I  Ivsliinates,  tlie  Natiiaial  Debt,  and  tlie 
hon.  (renllenian,  I  hav«',  at  all  even^s,  a  I  taxes,  my  right  hon.  friend  was  lucky  enough 
right  to  set  the  one  slatement  against  the  1  and  skillul  encuiih  to  leave,  aeconling  to 
.-»!.._      I   ...:n    ...     t'         .i_  .1       the  paik'r  which  I  have  just  quoted,  a  sur- 


otiier.  I  will  stale  from  that  )Ki])er  the 
whole  of  the  income  and  the  whole  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  country,  from  the  year 
1827  to  the  year  IS.'JO.  In  the  year  1«'27. 
the  income  was  .'i."i/J.s.';.()\>(\/.,  and  the  ex- 
penditure :"). "j, 7 :M, ()()()/.  So  fjir,  th.n,  the 
r*ght  hon.  (ientleman  i-^  rij^ht.  Tht»i»  is  a 
defjciencv  in  that  vrar.  I'ut,  then,  lili'iist? 
to  ol,servo,  that  the  (lovernnnMit  \v:e.  in  tlio 


plu^i  of  l.SOO.OOO/.  And  now,  what  is  the 
ccmdiiion  (u'  tlie  veur  18.S1  ?  The  Esti- 
mates  have  bi?en  increased  by  three  or  four 
millions.  Of  t!ie  taxcs,  some  certainly  have 
been  reduced,  but  then  others  have  been 
increa'ted  :  and  so  unskilfullv  have  the  two 
Ikhmi  blinded  together,  that  it  is  imiioswible 
to  siale  whj.'lluT  they  are  productive  or  wn* 


handi:  of  the  iat<?  l\\i  C.mniii;.'  rmJ  ef  the  ;  productive-     As  to  ssurplus,  I   think  that 
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the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  may  teach 
ihe  House  and  the  country  that  no  such 
tking  is  likely  to  result  from  his  way  of 
managing  matters;  and,  in  fact,  on  the 
face  of  that  very  statement,  it  ap]>ears,  that 
there  ii  no  reduction  of  the  debt — that  there 
11  no  surplus  revenue ;  ))iit  that,  on  the 
oootraryj  there  is  a  gross  deficiency  of 
700,000/.  And  this,  in  a  very  few  words, 
ii  the  contrast  between  the  iinaneial  o[)era- 
tioni  of  the  two  Governments,  i^iit  the 
TCal  question,  after  all,  that  is  now  before 
the  House  is  not  the  comparative  merits  nf 
the  two  Administrations ;  the  question 
that  we  have  now  to  consider  is,  what  is 
the  reason  of  the  defalcation  in  the  revenue, 
■ad  the  total  disap|H)intment  that  has  taken 
place  in  all  the  calculations  n\'  the  noble 
Lord  ?  My  right  hon.  friend  has  referred 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  his  Majesty's  Government ;  and,  in  like 
nanner,  I  could  read  to  the  House  the 
ipeech  of  the  noble  Lord  on  a  similar  oc- 
eMion,  and  which  contains  lan^ujire  quite 
as  stnmg  as  that  of  the  noble  ]'<url.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  I^inl,  which  wns  made 
Aer  three  quarters  of  the  year  were  over, 
spoke  with  the  greatest  coiifidence  of  the 
calculations  he  was  ]>utling  forth.  And 
ytt,  with  all  tliis  stroii<;  lan^unp?,  all  the 
predictions  of  the  noble  Lord  were  falsifial 
"Hind  all  his  most  san^^niiie  antici]mti()iis 
were  disappointed :  for  which  reason  I  ask 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ai*e  so  loud  of 
cheering  all  that  falls  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  whether  we  must  not  ])ro- 
Bounce  that  the  noble  Lord's  confidence 
without  caution — whether  his  lK)ldn;'ss 
not  without  judixinent — and  whether 
assurances  were  not  without  reasonable 
foondation?  To  shew  how  ipioraut  tlie 
noble  Lord  is  of  the  details  of  oHice,  it  is 
only  necessary  to  refrr  to  hi<  .spci'cli.  It  is 
only  necessar\'  to  recur  to  that  to  shew  tl.at 
he  was  wrong  in  his  (nilcolations  of  both 
income  and  expenditure.  A(vorili;i«;  to  the 
ttatement  which  he  put  forth  on  the  .Srd  of 
October,  he  set  the  amount  of  (usttnns  at 
l6,750,tK¥V.,  which,  in  the  cud,  only  pro- 
duced l(),.5i>8,(M)()/.,  hciTi^r  a  defuuiK-y  of 
M3,700/.  Tlie  J'xcisc  was  stated  at 
16,800,0(K)/.,  but  its  produce  was  only 
\6,30H,(HH)L,  lieinjradeiicieucyof  UjGaHMU. 
In  the  Stamps,  for  a  wonder,  tlie  noble  Lord 
was  right,  he  havin<;  s<.'t  the  amount  at 
6,8.50,00()/.andtheproduccbein^'().fM-7.(H")/ 
giving  an  overplus  of  }^7.^^-><>i-.  in  favour 
of  the  noble  Lonl.  In  the  I*ost-otKce  he 
was  also  right,  the  amount  beiu^  stated  at 
1,500.000/.,    and    pioii(uin<jr    L530,(MK)/.. 


leaving  30,000/.  overplus.  But  in  the  As- 
sessed Taxes,  again,  he  was  wrong,  for  he 
placed  the  amount  at  5,000,0(X)/.,  while 
the  produce  was  only  4,864,0(K)/.,  giving 
a  balance  of  1/>5,0(X)/.  against  the  noble 
liOrd.  The  miscellaneous  sources  of  in- 
come were  equally  incorrect,  for  they  were 
placed  at  fl 50,0001,  and  produced  only 
i>().i,(HK)/.,  giving  a  result  of  87,000/.  contra. 
The  tot^il  result  of  all  which  was,  that 
while  the  noble  Lord  anticipated  a  revenue 
of  47/i.'")0,0()0/.,  the  actual  produce  only 
amounted  to  4(),4*{4,0()0/.,  from  which  it 
appeared,  that  although  the  noble  Lord  had 
the  advantage  of  making  his  calculations  as 
late  as  October,  the  balance  was  82.0,()O()/. 
less  than  he  had  anticipated.  Nor  had  the 
noldc  I^onl  any  right  to  allege  the  varia- 
tion of  contingencies  as  an  excuse ;  for, 
having  had  the  advantage  of  consulting  all 
the  oliicers  of  the  Treasury  on  the  sul^ect, 
the  result  proved  either  gross  incapacity  or 
gross  neglect  in  the  formation  of  the  odcu- 
lations.  Hut  having  thus  shown  how  the 
noble  Lonl  erred  in  his  anticiimtion  of  the 
revennt,  I  now  come  to  point  out  the  blun- 
ders in  his  calculation  of  the  expenditure. 
The  noble  1/onl  set  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
penditure at  46,7<r>(),0(X>/.,  but  it  afterwards 
turned  out  that  the  actual  expenditure  was 
47, 1^:^000/. ;  so  that  here  again  there  w^as 
a  mistake  of  S67,i)00l. ;  and  by  putting  the 
two  errors  together — that  in  the  revenue, 
and  that  in  the  exix^nditurc — there  was  no 
los  a  mistake  than  1,1>(M),0()0/.  in  the  cal- 
culations of  the  noble  lx)rd  for  that  year. 
A<r.uu.  I  say,  the  noble  Lord  must  not  shift 
the  lihinie  of  this  from  his  own  shoulders 
to  those  of  the  Kxcise  and  Custom  Offices. 
1  <ord  Althorp :  I  do  not  blame  them : 
.Mr.  Dmrson:  The  noble  Lord  says,  that 
he  does  not  blame  others ;  and  I  say  that 
I  think  the  blame  rests  on  him ;  and  I  fur- 
ther s;iy,  that  these  lure  the  retd  points  that 
cidl  for  answer,  and  to  which  the  right  hon. 
(jentleman  has  attempted  to  give  no  answer 
whatever.  It  is  no  answer  for  us  to  rit 
and  hear  t^'.e  right  hon.  (rentleman  declaim 
a|:;ai:ist  my  ri^ht  h<m.  friend  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  su<;ar  duties.  The  result  of  the 
endeavours  of  my  right  hon.  friend  was  to 
put  the  fuiances  of  the  country  in  a  tlou- 
rishini;  condition ;  but  the  result  of  the 
endeavours  of  the  noble  I^rd  has  been  to 
])ut  them  in  a  most  deplorable  state,  to 
whirli  may  be  addeil  his  futile  attempt  to 
myMJfy  them  at  the  same  time.  1  say  that 
there  has  been  an  attempt  at  mystification, 
lx'(  anse  he  has  endeavoured  to  call  away 

the  attention  of  the  House  from  the  defi- 
*>  i;  o 
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cieiicy  of  750,000/.  this  year,  by  talking  of 
his  anticipation  of  a  surplus  revenue  for 
the  next  year.     But  thus  early^  I  beg  to 
enter  my  caveat  against  the  calculations  of 
the  noble  Lord.     The  gist  of  those  calcu- 
lations seems  to  be,  that  he  has  an  ex- 
pectancy of  1,300,000/.  as  a  set-off  against 
the  present  losses ;  but  unless  the  House 
can  make  up  its  mind  to  have  a  very  good 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord's  financial  skill, 
I  think  that  it  will  be  much  safer  for  it  to 
come  at  once  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  ex- 
pectancy thus  set  forth  is  worth  nothing  at 
all.     Another  point  to  which   there  has 
been  no  answer  given,  is  the  charge,  that 
this  subject  had  never  been  properly  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons  until  it  was 
forced  forward  by  the  Gentlemen  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House.    But  it  is  ob- 
servable, that  whenever  the   Government 
wishes  to  get  rid  of  any  unpleasant  respon- 
sibility (in  illustration  of  which,   I  may 
particularly  cite  the  case  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Civil  List),  they  always  doak  their 
dread  of  the  danger  under  the  pretence  of 
coming  to  the  House  for  advice.     But,  in 
my  opinion,  the  duty  of  a  Government  is 
to  come  down  to  this  House  with  their 
own  plan.     So,  likewise,  in  the  case  of  the 
salaries  of  civil  officers,  and  in  that  of  the 
tithes  of  Ireland,  the  same  unwiUingness 
of  responsibility  has  been  evinced;  and  the 
same  call  for  assistance  has  been  made  upon 
this  House.     But  while  this  line  of  con- 
duct has  been  pursued  in  these  instances, 
they  have  been  ready  enough  in  others  to 
act  for  themselves :  witness  the  little  re- 
luctance they  displayed  in  saddling  on  the 
people  of  this  country  the  payment  of  five 
millions  and  a  half  when  it  was  to  serve  as 
a  bribe  to  a  foreign  prince  to  accede  to  the 
object  that  they  had  in  view.     The  House 
has  now  been  sitting  for  three  weeks,  and 
not  one  word  had  it,  previously  to  thLs  even- 
ing,  heard   respecting  the    state    of    the 
finances  of  the  country ;  and  it  is  only  in 
consequence  of  their  having  been  forced  by 
my   right   hon.   friend  to  enter   into   the 
subject,  that   we  now  have  it  before  the 
House ;  from  which  I  think  it  appears  that 
these  Whig  Ministers,  who  make  a  pre- 
tence of  applying  to  Parliament  on  every 
subject,  are  in  fact  the   most  unctmstitu- 
tional  Ministers  that  ever  held  the  reins  of 
Government  in  this  countrv.     When  thev 
have  a  popular  vote  to  catch,  or  a  little 
show  to  make  or  boast  of,  they  fmd  it  con- 
venient to  come  to  Parliament ;  but  when 
the  matter  is  a  real  subject  of  difficulty, 
they    keep   away  altogether.      I'hey  are 


afraid  to  meet  the  discussions  of  this 
House ;  and  the  proceedings  of  this  even- 
ing form  one  of  those  instances  in  which 
the  Government  has  shrunk  from  the  fair 
and  proper  responsibility  of  debate. 

Mr.  Sjiring  Rice  said,  that  he  would  not 
have  obtruded  himself  on  the  attention  of 
the  House  if  it  had  not  been  for  some  ob- 
servations which   fell  from  his  right  hon. 
friend  who  had  last  addressed  it.  He  should 
endeavour  to  reply  to   those  observations 
with  as  much  brevity  as  possible,  and  he 
therefore    hoped    for  all   the  indulgence 
which  might  fairly    be  expected  for  an 
individual  so  little  calculated  to  command 
attention.     He  should  not  permit  any  of 
those  little  conciliatory  words,  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  knew  so  well  how  to  em- 
body in  a  parenthesis,  to  seduce  him  to  in- 
dulge in  personal  observation,  unsuited  to 
the  gravity  and  importance  of  the  subject. 
He  was  well  aware  of  the  kindness  of  his 
right  hon.  friend's  disposition ;  but  it  did 
so  hapi)en  that,  to  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
description   was  peculiarly   applicable    of 
being   '^  the  best-naturcd  man,  with  the 
worst-natured  muse.*'     He  should  not  be 
seduced,  however,  by  what  had  fallen  from 
his  right  hon.  friend,  to  follow  his  example. 
At  the  close  of  his  speech,  his  rig^t  hon. 
friend  had  been  guilty  of  the  most  mar- 
vellous inconsistency.     He  had  charged  the 
present  Government  with   shrinkine  from 
the  responsibility    which    belonged    to  a 
Government,  and  throwing  that  responsi- 
bility on  Parliament;    and,   at  the  same 
moment,  and  in  the  same  breath,  he  charged 
the  Government  with  an  undue  apprehen- 
sion of  discussions  in  that  House.     All  he 
asked,  on  the  part  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, was,  to  compare  their  acts  with  those 
of   former  Governments,  and  from    that 
comparison,  to  judge  whether  there   had 
been  a  greater  d^x>sition  on  their  parts  to 
shrink  from  responsibility.     His  right  bun. 
friend  had  alluded  to  the  course  taken  by 
Government  with  respect  to  the  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  the  Crown.     Now,  he  put  it 
to  the  House,  whether  that  was  not  a  pecu- 
liar case  }     The   Ministers  of  the  Crown 
were  ready  to  take  upon   themselves  the 
res|)onsibi1ity  of  recommending  reductions 
in  other  instances,    but,  with  respect   to 
themselves,  and  their  own  salaries,   they 
referred  the  matter  to  the  Representatives  of 
the  people,  and,  having  granted  that  com- 
mittee of  inquiry  long  sought  for  in  vain 
under  former  Administrations,  they  pledged 
themselves  to  carry   into  effect  whatever 
reductions  that  Committee  recommended. 
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The  fact  was,  that  the  Treasury  had  cai- 
lied  into  efiect  every  cconomicul  recom- 
mendation with  respect  to  the  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  the  Crown.     As  to  the  Civil 
List,  the  Ministers  stood  pledged  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry,  and  yet  it  was  now  made 
a  charge  against  them  that  they  had  suh- 
mitted  the   Civil  List   to    an  inquiry  up 
stairs.     If  they  had  declined  doing  so,  he 
was  satisfied  that  his  right    hon.    friend 
would  have  heen  one  of  the  first  to  sav, 
"  When  you  were  out  of  office,  you  asked 
for  a  Committee  on  the  Civil  List,  and  now 
you  are  in,  you  refuse  to  grant  it.*'     In 
such  a  case  his  right  hon.   friend   might 
justly  have  brought  forward  a  charge  of 
inconsistency  and  abandonment   of   prin- 
ciple against  his  Majesty's  Ministers.     His 
right    non.   friend,  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  had  been  charged  with 
making  a  desultory  s])cech ;  but  he  begged 
to  remind  the  House,  that  his  right  hon. 
friend's  speech  was  a  reply  to   the  S])eech 
of  the   hon.   member  for   Boroiighbridge, 
whose  desultory  remarks  he  was  obliged  to 
follow.     It  was  not  his  right  hon.  friend 
(the  Vice-President  of  the  Hoard  of  Trade) 
who  introduced  the  question  of  foreign  |m>- 
litics  into  the  discussion,  though,  when  it 
was  introduced,  he  was  driven  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  replying.    Neither  had  his  noble 
friend  (Lord  Althorp),  intnuluced  the  sub- 
ject, but,  when  it  was  brought  forward  and 
commented  on  by  those  at  the  other  side, 
it  necessarily  compelled  the   Ministers  to 
meet  the  charges  that  were  advanced.   The 
Protocols  of  the  Conference  of  lA)ndon, 
were  first  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  member 
for   Boroughbridge  (Mr.    Attwood),  and 
that  was  the  only  issue  of  pa|KT  that  he 
ever  knew  the  hon.  (rentleman  to  object 
to.     What   said   the  hon.   Gentleman  r — 
"You  inconsistent  Whigs,  look  to  the  I'sti- 
mates.     Do  they  not  show  that  you  have 
abandoned  all  your  economical  principles?'* 
The  amount  of  the  Estimates  had  been  ob- 
jected to,  not  because  it  was  wrong  in  itself, 
out  because  it  was  wnmg  in  the  parties  who 
pn^K>8ed  it.     It   was  the  argunwniuni  ad 
komincM;  for  it  went  to  prove,  that,  even  if 
the  Estimates  were  g(Kxl  themselves,  they 
were  wrong  when  pro[M)sed  by  the  present 
Ministry-.      The  Estimates  of  1831   were 
larger  than  those  of  the  preceding  year,  he 
admitted;  but  would  any  one  say,  that  the 
condition  of  the  country  had  been  the  same 
in  1831,  and  when  the  I'^stimates  for  the 
former  year  were  framed?     If  the  altered 
condition  of  the  country  was  sufficient  to 
Justify  the  increase,  no  imputation  of  in- 


consistency could  be  justly  founded  on  that 
increase.     In  the  months  of  November  and 
December,  in  the  year  1830,  every  one 
knew  that,  night  after  night,  the  Members 
of  that  House  asked  and  obtained  leave  of 
absence  from  their  parliamentary   duties, 
in  consequence  of  the  disturbed  state  of  the 
countr}'.      At  that  time  an  hon.  friend  of 
his  considered  the   state   of  the  country 
so  distressing  and  so  urgent  that  he  had  ob- 
served "  the  country  may  still  be  saved — 
but,  if  an  effort  be  not  promptly  made,  I 
tremble  for  the  result,  and  great  will  be 
the  responsibility   of  Ministers."      It  ap- 
peared from  the  Journals  of  the   House 
that,  at  that  period,  no  fewer  than  forty-two 
Members  applied  for,  and  obtained,  leave 
of  absence  from  that  House,  in  consequence 
of  the  disturbed  state  of  their  neighbour- 
hoods ;  and  he  begged  to  ask  whether  tlierc 
was  any  example  in  our  times  of  a  similar 
description  ?    In  such  a  case,  no  man  would 
say,  that  the  Government  ought  not  to  have 
provided  for  such  an  emergency,  even  at 
the  expense  of  a  considerable  increase  of 
the  Estimates.     He  also  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  (icntleman  oi)ix)site,  whether  the  fo- 
reign relations  of  the  countr\'  were  placed 
on  such  a  footing,  during  the  last  year,  that 
the  Government  could  have  done  otherwise 
than  had  been  done  with  respect  to  the 
army  and  navy,     llie   Estimates  for  the 
military  and  naval  service  had  been  aug- 
mented, not,  he  contended,  for  the  purpose 
of  "  bullying"  foreign  jwwers.      He    had 
regretted  to   hear  this   word,  and  others 
equally   objectionable,  from  Members  on 
the  other  side.     The  House  had  heard  it 
said,  that  the  Government  of  England  was 
dis]x)sed  to  "bully"  other  Governments; 
and  that  a  foreign  Government  had  con- 
sented to  be  "  bribed"  by  Great  Britain ; 
and  he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that,  in  his 
opinion,   those   words  were   not  decorous, 
whether  applied  to  a  foreign  Government 
or  to  our  own.     It  would  have  been  incon- 
sistent with  die  dignity  a^jd  honour  of  this 
country  not  to  have  maintained  the  esta- 
blishments   which   had  been   maintained, 
which,  he  considered,  a  complete  justifica- 
tion of  his  Majesty's  Government  on  that 
point.     He   would   now   apply  himself  to 
what  had  been  said  on  the  subject  of  the 
M  iscellaneous  Estimates,  which  was  a  branch 
of  the  expenditure   with  which  he  (Mr. 
Rice)  was  more  particularly  acquainted,  and 
on  which  he  thought  he  might  add  some- 
thing to  the  explanation  given  hy  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  P.  Thomson).     He  could 
very  soon  give  the  House  the  real  clue  to 
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the  apparent  increase  in  this  bninch  of  the 
public   expenditure.     When    the    present 
Govenimeiit  came  into  office,  wlierever  they 
found  a   debt,  the  amount  of  which  had 
been   ascertained,   instead  of  leavin^^   tlu- 
debt  to  be  paid  oft'  hereafter,  they  had  come 
forward,  stated  the  whole  case,  and  called 
upon  the  House  to  pay  off  the  entire  ilebt. 
He  felt  bound  to  state  this,  and  to  ^o  a  little 
into  detail,  when  the  present  Government 
was  charged  with  having  increased  the  debt 
on  the  miscellaneous  estimates  to  the  amount 
of*  600,0001,     In  the  first  place,  he  Ijcgirefl 
to  remind  the  House,  th;jt  the  ]irescnt  (t(>- 
vcrnment  had  paid  i?.S(),7/>0/.  for  the  Hideau 
r^anal;  and»  without  taking  up(m  himself 
to  say  whether  the  expense  was  right  or 
wrong,  it   cxTtainly   was   not   an  expense 
which  originated  with  the  present  CTOvern- 
incnt.     The  sum  of  1()*2,0()0/.  was  also  ex- 
pended for  tlie  repairs  and  improvement  of 
Windsor  Castle  and   Buckingham   HrMisc, 
and  the  sum  of  [-"SyOOOl.  was  paid  for  tlie 
cliarges  of  tlie  Civil  Government.   The  next 
item  in  the  list  was  the  exjx'nse  of  the 
Conmation ;  and  on  this  he  wished  to  offer 
a  few  words  in  explanation.     The  House 
had  confided  ,00,000/.  to  Ministers  for  de- 
fraying the  expenses   of  the  Con)nation. 
being  only  one-fifth  of  the  sum  expended 
on  a  former  occasion.     Some  hon.  (Gentle- 
men opposite  were  afraid  that  the  smalhu  ss 
of  the  sum  voted  for  tlie  expenses  of  the 
Coronation  might  lead  to  the  ])erformance 
of  the  ceremonial  in  a  manner  unbtroniinjj 
the  dignity  of  the  countr)',  and  unworthy 
of  the  illustrious  i>ers(mages  who  were  more 
particularly    engaged   in    it.     Other  hon. 
Members,  who  were  professedly  and  sin- 
cerely economists  considered  the  sum  pro- 
))Oscd  by  Ministers  would  be  wholly  insuf- 
ficient, and  that  it  would  have  been  more 
expedient,  in  the  first  instance,  to  jmiposc 
a  vote  of  credit  for  a  larger  amount.  "I'hosc 
who    attended   the   Coronaticm,  however, 
were  aware  that  the  ceremonial  was,  in  all 
respects,  worthy  of  the  Soveixign,  and  the 
dignity  of  the  country,  and   in  no  resjieet 
unbecoming  to  either.     He  had  the  plea- 
sure, however,  to  add,  that,  upon  the  sum 
voted,  there  had  been  a  saving  of  7,000/., 
the  whole   expenditure  of  the  Coronation 
not   having    exceeded   4-3,000/.     He   had 
stated  all  this  by  way  of  parenthesis,  but 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  feel  that  it 
liad  been  impn>perly  introiluced,  inasmuch 
as  the  expense  of  the  Coronation  was  one 
of  the  items  in  the  Miscellaneous  I'lStimates 
of  the  last  year.     In  addition  to  the  items 
he  had  already  stated,  there  was  a  jmynient 


for   arrears   of    law   charges    in    Ireland, 
amounting    to    ^7)000/.,    and   a  sum   of 
16,000/.  ]iaid   as  compensation  to  Messrs. 
Lecesne   and    Kscotfery,    which  could  not 
take  place  again.     From  this  plain  state^ 
ment  it  fully  appeared  that  whilst  the  Go- 
vernment was  accused  of  increasing  the 
Miscellaneous     Hstiniates    by   a    sura    of 
(700,000/.,  that  1 ,0.iO,000/.  was  charged  on 
those  estimates  which  did  not  properly  be- 
long to  the  ordinar}'  expenditure,  and  with 
the  greater  part  of  which  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  nothing  to  do.     llse  eztravn- 
gance  with  which  the  present  Government 
was  charged  was  for  the  payment  of  debts 
contracted,  not  by  Ministers,  but  by  former 
(rovernments.     All  the  items  he  had  enu- 
merated were  new  or  extraordinary  charges, 
and,  to  make  a  fair  comparison  between  the 
Miscellaneous  Estimates  of  the  piresentand 
of    the    last    Government,    this    sum   of 
\mOA)O0f.  ought  to  be  deducted,  which 
would    show,    insteml   of    an    excess    of 
()00,000/.  a  diminution  of  430,000/.  on  the 
r.stimates  of  the  present  year.  When  Min- 
isters were  charged   with  abandoning  the 
principles  of  economy,  it  was  only  jutt  that 
thev  should  lav  before  the  House  an  exact 
statement  of  w*hat  had  been  done  in  sup- 
port of  tliose  principles  since  they  took 
oiHte.       Ministers    owed     this     explana- 
tion to  the  country  and  to  those  who  sup- 
iv>rted  them.     It  was  only  right  that  those 
who  had  constituents,  when   they  retunicd 
to  those    constituents,  should  be  aUe  to 
answer  the  question,  whether  Ministers  had 
iKxm  faithful  to  their  pledges  ot*  economy. 
( )n  this  point,  as  on  every  other  point  in- 
volving the  character  of  the  present  Min- 
istry, he  must  request  h<m.  Members  not 
to  take  the  character  of  the  Government 
from  the  statements  of  his  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.    L)awson).     His  right  hon.  friend,  he 
was  conlident,  would  not  willingly  misr&- 
])resent  any  thing;  but  there  was  a  kind  of 
prismatic  mind  which  shed  a  variety  of  co- 
lours ;  and  his  right  hon.  friend  law  the 
acts  of  the  present  Ministry  in  every  colour 
but  the  true  one.     When  he  begged  hon. 
Members  not  to  be  led  away  by  the  state- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  friend,  he  did  not 
arrogate  tf)  himself  any  |H>wer  of  swaying 
their  opinions.  All  he  asked  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers was,  that  they  would  use  their  own 
eyes  and  ears,  and  judge  for  themselves. 
His  right  hon.  friend  had  represented  the 
present  Ministry  as  mere  gleaners  in  the 
field  of  economy,  the  harvest  having  been 
taken  oil'  bv  the  (rovemmtfnt  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  connected. 
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The  reductions  made  by  the  f(»rnu-r  Go- 
vemment,  certainly  made  it  more  difficult 
for  any  succeeding  Government  to  make 
oinwiderable  retrenclinicnts,  as  the  (ield  wus 
more  limited,  but  when  the  amount  of  re- 
dueturan  made  by  the  present  (Tf)vemmcnt 
was  Goncidered,  it  would  not  l)e  found  so 
trifling,  nor  the  savings  so  immaterial,  as 
his  right  hon.  friend  Keenied  to  think.  Min- 
iiters  cerritid  retrenchment  into  a  great 
vBcietjr  of  departments,  and  had  even  not 
■pared  parliamentary  offices.  They  had 
raduced  four  important  officers  of  that 
chafBCter,  namely,  the  Viix^-Trcasurer  of 
Ireland,  the  Lieutcnant-Cicneral  of  the 
Ordnance,   the  Clerk  of  Deliveries  in  the 


in  Irrlaiul,  two  ( 'ummissioucrs  of  the  Navy 
Board,  two  Commissioners  of  the  Victualling 
Department,  the  Superintendant  of  Trans- 
ports, tlio  Paymaster  of  Marines,  seventy- 
one  clerks,  and  two  commissioners  of  the 
dock-yards, — Inspector  of  Stamps  at  Man- 
chester,— Ins[)ector  of  Stamps  in  Cumber- 
land, the  Receiver- General  in  Scotland, 
forty-six  Receivers  in  England, — in  all 
'210  places  were  reduced  before  the  month 
of  .January,  the  Ministry  having  come  into 
office  in  the  prccedinj^  November.  The 
next  branch  to  which  he  should  allude  was 
the  salaries  of  the  Ministers  and  high 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  The  salaries  of 
thi)>e  Oflicers  were  referred  to  a  Committee, 
Ordnance,  and  the  Postmaster- Cicneral  of  and  out  of  a  sum  of  140,(KK.//.,  the  amount 
Ivaiaiid.  The  abolition  of  those  oinces  not '  of  the  salaries  of  the  various  Officers  of  the 
cmly  reduced  the  public  expenditure,  but  it  I  Treasury,  tlie  Secretaries  of  State,  and  the 
aifeneduced  the  influence  of  the  Crown  in  '  immediate  Ollicers  of  the  (lovemment,  a 
tkat  House— a  principle  which  the  Govern-  reduction  was  made  of  '2\,000l.,  being  one 
meat  was  anxious  to  carry  into  effect  as  far    seventh  ])art  of  the  whole.     He  hoped  his 


might  be  done   with  propriety.     I'he 
Dnir  parliamentary  situations,  whicli  he  had 


ri^ht  hon.  friend  would  say  *'  Well  done 
gleaners,  again."     He  did  not  quarrel  with 


! 


Krencli  Knibas«y.  a  reduction  of  .  ..^  1.100 

Uussioji  Embujssv       1,100 

1  '.mbas^iy  to  the  Netherlands  . .   . .       600 

Ditto  ur  Portugal        1,800 

Ditto  to  Turkey        500 


jtist  referred  to,  were  all  rc<luced  witliin  a  I  the  ])n  elecessors  of  the  present  Ministry  for 
week  after  the  ptesent  Ministry  t(X)k  ofHco,  ,  what  they  had  omitted  to  do,  but  he  asked 
ao  that  the  gleaners  found  somethinir  to  '■  the  House  iind  the  country  to  give  the 
remove.  But  this  did  not  satisfy  them.  |  present  Ministry  credit  for  what  they  had 
Ministers,  carryin<;  into  eiiL*ct  their  fa-  \  done.  In  the  diplomatic  charges  a  con- 
vourite  principle,  began  with  the  heads  of  siderable  reduction  had  been  effected, 
departments,  instead  of  applying  tlie  system  ' 
of  economy  exclusively  to  subordinate  of-  : 
lioes.  Irle  admitted  that  economy  ought 
uot  to  be  circumscribed  to  the  heads  of  de- 
partments ;  but  ri^uctions  in  the  lower 
ottces  could  be  made  with  a  strougcr  feel-  \  In  the  diplomatic  expensc*s  there  was  a 
ing  of  justice,  when  they  were  accumi>anied  ;  total  reductiim  of  7,'2(X)/.,  in  addition  to  a 
with  a  corresponding  reduction  in  the  saviii*^  of  fi,0O0L  in  the  (  onsular  depart- 
higher  ofiiees.  The  reduction  of  sulK)rdi- I  nin it.  There  were  many  ofilces  with  small 
Bate  offices  to  an  extent  whi^h  diminished  ."^iiiaiicsaliolished  or  reduced.  In  accordance 
the  efieetive  eliaracter  of  the  dcpartuKnt,  .  with  the  Report  of  the  Committee  which 
every  one  admitted,  was  fal.se  ecouoniy.  \  h:ul  sut  on  the  civil  charges,  the  salaries  of 
Without  making  any  reductions  injurious  ;  the  i«aw  Otlicers  of  tlie  Crown  had  been 
to  the  public  service,  the  present  M  in  Ls- ■  red  uc<.d,  namely,  the  salaries  of  the  Masters 
try  had  applied  the  principle  of  ice-  in  Ch.ancery,  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor- 
nomy  in  a  variety  of  deiurtnients,  as  the  j  (General.  [Sir(  iiarlexll  cthvrcH  :  About  1.5/. 
JciDff    list  of   reductions   whicli    he    held  i  a-year  each.  |    The  Government  had  in  this 


in  his  hand  amply  testiiied.  Tor  the  satis- 
faction of  those  hon.  Membei's  who  had 
constituents  to  whmn  they  must  answer,  if 
it  did  not  fatigue  the  House,  he  should 
briefly  recapitulate  some  of  the  officers  re- 
duced by  the  present  ministr}-.  In  addi- 
tion to  tlie  reductions  he  had  alretuly 
named,  he  had  t<»  add  the  reductions  of  the 
Auditor  of  the  Civil  List,  the  Tresisurer  of 
the  Military  College,  the  Treasurer  (»f  the 
Military  Asylum,  the  I 'resident,  and  sixty 
other  smaller  ollicers  in  the  i^ost  Office 
dfi|»rtineDt*-thc  office  uf  King*s  Stationer 


case  followed  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
The  salary  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land was  reduced  to  the  amount  of  2,000/. 
per  annum  ;  and  seven  offices  in  the  house- 
liold  of  the  lA)rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
were  abolished,  and  the  salaries  of  several 
others  redm^ed.  There  were  eight  offices 
abtdished  in  Scotland;  two  of  the  (?ommi&« 
sioners  of  Custcnus,  and  two  of  the  Com- 
mis>i(mers  of  J  excise  were  alMiIishcd ;  and 
all  the  salaricb  of  those  officers  who  re- 
mained were  reduced  to  the  extent  of 
^00/.  per  annum.    In  conioqucnce  of  a 
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bill  introduced  iu  the  last  Sessiuu  of  Par- 
liainentj   the  Commissioners  of  Hackney 
Coaches  were  abolished^  by  which  a  saving 
was  effected  to  the  amount  of  5,1*75/., 
and    a    saving    of   6,400/.    was    effected 
in    the    Colonial    Office,    which  none   of 
those    hon.    Members    who    appeared    as 
the     advocates    of    the    colonial    interest 
would  value  the  less  when  it  was  stated 
that  the  colonies,  rather  than  the  mother 
country,  would  obtain  the  immediate  bene- 
fit of  this  reduction.     He  might  add  that 
a  saving  of  3,000/.  had  been  effected  in  the 
salaries  of  persons  employed  in  the  long 
room  of  the  Custom  House,  and  3,000/.  in 
the  Excise   Department  in   Ireland.      A 
saving  of  1,200/.  a^ycar  had  been  effected 
in  the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  CoundL 
The  Office  of  the  Board  of  Works  was  to 
be  consolidated  with  that  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests,  by  which   a  considerable   saving 
would    also    be    efiected.        Considerable 
reductions  were  to  be  made  in  the  expen- 
diture connected  with   the  Yeomanry   in 
Ireland,   and   the  Brigade-majors  in  that 
country  had  been  reduced.     One  circum- 
stance his  hon.  friend  (the   member   for 
Cricklade)  would  no  doubt  hear  with  great 
exultation — namely,  that  steps  had  been 
taken  for  doing  away  with  the  office  of 
Governor  of  Dairtmouth  Castle.      There 
were  also  large  reductions  to  be  made  in 
the  department  of  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland.     Both  in  the  Irish 
Office  in  London,  and  in  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's Office  in  Dublin,  it  was  intended 
to  introduce  changes   wliich  would  have 
very  beneficial  effects  on  the  score  of  eco- 
nomy, while,  at  the  same  time,  they  would 
not  occasion  the  slightest  risk  of  impairing 
the  efficiency  of  the  public  service.     The 
details    of    these    various    retrenchments 
would  be  found  in  the  Estimates  when  they 
came  before  the  House,  and  then  would  be 
the  proper  time  to  enter  fully  into  tlie 
subject.      He   trusted   that  he   had  now 
convinced   hon.  Gentlemen,   even   at   the 
risk   of   trying   their  patience,    that    the 
present  Government  had  not  shown  them- 
selves regardless  of  their  pledges  of  re- 
trenchment, and  that,  as  something  had 
undoubtedly   been  left  to  be  done,   that 
something  had  been  done  by  them.     But 
he  did  not  say  that  what  had  been  effected 
was  sufficient  to  satisfy  that  House  or  the 
country,  or  to  justify  his  noble  friends  in 
now  ceasing   to  exert    themselves.       He 
acknowledged  that,  while  any  thing  re- 
mained to  be  done,  it  was  the  duty  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  to  pexseven:  in  their 


work  of  economy,  but  he  said  that  what  they 
had  done  furnished  a  security  that  more 
would  l)e  done.     They  were  told,  however, 
that  various  subjects  of  great  importance 
had  not  received  tliat  consideration  which 
they  merited.     To  that  he  would  answer, 
that  sufficient  time  had  not  been  allowed 
to  the  Government     The  Reform  Bill  bad 
been   ten   weeks  in  the  Committee    last 
Session,  and  would  any  Gentleman  say, 
that  the  purposes  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  could  not  have  been  as 
well  accomplished  in  three  weeks.   He  said 
that,  unless  the  desire  of  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  been  to  weary  out  the  patience  of 
the  Government,  of  the  House,  and  of  the 
country,  he  could  not  conceive  that  their 
objects  might  not    have    been  answered 
without  occupying  so  much  time.      His 
noble  friend   was    charged    with  having 
attempted  to  mistify  the  accounts.     Of  au 
the  accusations  that  could  be  made  this  was 
the  most  preposterous,  or,  at  least,  he  would 
say,  the  most  singular  to  proceed  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.     It  was 
true  his  noble  friend  admitted  that  the 
expenditure    exceeded     the     revenue    by 
700,000/.     But  his  noble  friend  said,  that 
he  hoped,   by  strict  economy,  severe  re- 
trenchment, and  a  uniform  restriction  of 
expenditure,  to  be  able  to  supply  this  defi- 
ciency without  resorting  to  any  incvease  of 
taxation.     The  deficiency  of  last  year  was 
only  ]6o,000/.  greater  than  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  daimed  in 
the  balance  which  he  struck,  and  he  con- 
tended that,  to  refer  to  nothing  else  than 
the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  talluw  candles, 
the  Government  would  have  been  justified 
in  the  course  they  took,  even  had  thqr  been 
aware  that  such  a  deficiency  would  ensue. 
If  it  went  forth  to  the  country  that  there 
was  a  deficiency,  let  it  also  go  forth  that  it 
was  caused  by  the  exertions  of  Government 
to  relieve  the  ])eople  of  England  from  the 
pressure    of   the    most    ind^nsible    and 
impolitic  description  of  taxation   that  one 
Government  ever  proposed  or  another  Go- 
vernment succeeded  ta     Confident  of  the 
rectitude  of  their  intentions,  and  confident 
that  no  proper  exertions  had  been  spared, 
the  Ministers  coidd  fearlessly  appeal  to  the 
good  sense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Baring  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  read  a  lecture  to  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  its  conduct  with 
respect  to  the  Reform  Bill,  would  do  wdl 
to  move  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  whose 
amendments,  and  whose  suggestions  and 
alterations   had  produced   the  debji  of 
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which  he  Gomplaiued,  and  which  had 
gtoppod  the  full  career  of  economy  and 
retrenchment.  With  respect  to  the  compar- 
afciTe  economy  of  the  two  Administrations, 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
dwelt  so  much,  he  thought  it  unnecessary 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  which  was  the 
most  economical ;  hut,  giving  all  praLse  to 
the  preient  Government,  which  seemed  to 
haTe  amply  fulfilled  its  duty  to  the  public 
in  that  respect,  he  would  merely  remind  the 
House,  without  entering  into  details,  that 
the  Goiremment  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
had  either  reduced  or  abolished  above 
4^000  oflfices  during  the  time  it  remained 
in  power.  It  must  be  known  to  every  man 
acquainted  with  such  matters,  that  extensive 
nductions  in  an  expenditure  extending 
duough  80  many  branches  were  not  to  be 
carried  into  effect  in  a  day,  and  that, 
therefore,  very  considerable  gleanings  were 
neoenarily  left  to  the  noble  Duke's  suc- 
cessors. He  would  here  observe,  that  as 
in  the  case  of  Reform  so  in  retrenchment,  it 
might  be  a  question  whether  there  was  not 
a  danger  of  its  being  carried  too  far.  He 
was  not  at  present  aware  of  any  instance  of 
this  description,  but  certainly  such  must 
arise  if  it  were  expected  that  every  suc- 
ceeding Government  should  retrench  more 
dosely  than  that  which  had  preceded  it. 

-  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  on 
dvil  charges,  of  which  he  was  Chairman. 
He  would  only  say,  that  many  of  the  re- 
ductions which  had  now  been  carried  into 
cfiecty  were  at  the  recommendation  of  that 
Committee,  and  that  if  all  their  suggestions 
had  been  attended  to,  he  thought  there 
would  not  be  at  the  present  moment  a 
single  Government  servant  overpaid  or 
mmeoessarily  retained.  He  trusted  that 
the  Members  of  the  New  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment, which  vrould,  he  hoped,  be  composed 
of  many  of  those  he  saw  around  him,  would 
have  the  manliness  to  do  justice  to  the 
labours  and  intentions  of  their  predecessors. 
While,  however,  the  Government  took  so 
much  credit  for  its  reductions,  it  was 
strange  to  see  it  give  away  5,000,000/.  for 
the  Russian  Dutch  loan,  with  scarcely  the 
shadow  of  a  consideration.  He  was  quite 
sure  when  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Treasury  came  to  look  calmly  and  im- 
partially at  the  unconstitutional  nature  of 
the  proceedings  with  respect  to  that  pay- 
ment, that  he  would  sec  the  propriety  of  a 

-  lerision  of  the  whole  matter,  even  although 
ke  might  be  upheld  by  a  still  larger  majority 
Ihan  any  which  that  House  had  shown  itsdf 


willing  to  muster  for  the  advancement  of  the 
views  of  the  Government.    To  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he 
gave  every  credit  for  clearness  ^d  candour, 
and  he  would  not  cast  any  imputation  upon 
him,  because  of  a  few  blunders  necesnrily 
incidental  to  the  course  of  public  business. 
To  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
he  must  however  object.     He  had  never 
heard  a  speech  in  that  House  from  any 
Gentleman  holding  the  same  situation,  in 
which  there  was  such  a  deficiency  of  those 
facts  and  figures  which  one  naturally  looked 
for  from  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  the 
better  part  of  his  speech  an  attack  upon  his 
opponents,  instead  of  confining  himself  to 
those  matters  of  business  which  more  par- 
ticularly formed  the  subject  of  discussion ; 
and  he  must  say,  that  he  thought  the  risht 
hon.  Gentleman  might  as  well  have  left  bis 
squibs  and  his  jokes  fbr  any  body  else,  in 
whose  mouth  thev  would  be  better  than  in 
that  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  such  an  occasion.      He  had,  in 
truth,  never  heard  in  that  House  anything 
more  loose  than  the  business  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement.      The  noble 
Lord  (Althorp)  stated,  if  he  understood 
him  aright,  that  the  total  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  of  the  year  was   700,000/.  and 
judging  of  1832  by  1831,  there  would  be  a 
further  deficiency  next  year.    There  would 
be   a  deficit   of   400,600/.   in    the    duty 
on  candles,  and  70,000/.  on  coals.     Any 
person  might  presume  to  build  upon  the 
taxes  on  wine  and  cotton  wool,  and  malt, 
for  making  up  the  deficiency.     No  doubt 
the  noble  Lord  believed  that  they  would 
make  it  up.     But  he  doubted  whether  the 
dutv  on  the  whole  of  the  cotton  wool  and 
sheep's   wool  imported  during    the   year 
would,  taking  both  together,  amount  to 
482,000/.     The  tax  on  cotton  wool  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  most  objectionable  tax,  and 
he,  therefore,  did  not  look  with  any  great 
satisfaction    to    the    prospect   of    raising 
375,000/.  through  the  meiium  of  its  ope- 
ration.    Neither  could  he  feel  any  satitfao- 
tion  at  the  removal  of  the  tax  from  printed 
cottons,  when  it  was  laid  upon  the  raw 
materiaL     This  tax  he  considered  a  most 
objectionable  one^  and  **fl1m^t^  to  be  mia* 
chievous  to  our  manufactures.    The  conse« 
quence  was,   that    the    Americans    wob 
rapidly  gaining   on  our    manufacture  of 
coarse  cloths  where  printing  and  pattern 
were  out  of  the  question ;  and  he  underw 

stood  from  good  authority,  that  they  were 
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Already  competing  with  iis  in  many  of  the 
ports  of  the  Mediterranean.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  the  propriety  of 
allowing  a  drawback,  calculated  by  weight, 
on  the  ezixirtation  of  the  manufactured 
article,  if  he  was  determined  to  retain  his 
duty  on  the  raw  material.  The  tax  raised 
on  the  home  consumption  was  not  felt,  and 
was  much  the  least  injurious  method  of 
raising  the  revenue.  In  addition,  however, 
to  other  sources  of  increased  revenue,  the 
noble  Lord  might  in  a  year  or  two  anti- 
cipate much  advantage,  looking  at  the  value 
of  money,  by  making  a  bargain  with  the 
Bank  on  the  renewal  of  its  Charter.  He 
did  not  wish  to  drive  a  hard  bargain,  but 
he  thought  if  the  noble  Lord  was  to  mo\'e 
for  a  Committee  now,  he  would  be  in  a 
better  condition  to  realize  his  views  and 
fulfil  hu  promises  to  tlie  country.  The 
purpose,  however,  for  whicli  he  rosic  was, 
to  protest  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
financial  affairs  of  this  country  had  been 
conducted  since  the  peace.  Fin;t,  tbev  had 
a  Sinking  Fund  of  8,000,000/.  then  it  fell 
to  five,  to  four,  to  three,  and  now  they  had 
none  at  all ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  defici- 
ency of  700,000/.  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  wished  might  soon  be  a  million  ; 
and  if  things  went  on  as  they  had  done,  the 
hon.  Member  was  likely  to  sec  his  wish  real- 
ised. He  trusted  that  some  time  or  other 
the  country  would  have  a  Government  bold 
and  honest  enough  to  take  a  manly  tone  on 
the  subject  of  the  National  Debt,  with  a 
view  of  providing  some  means  fur  the 
peaceable  and  effectual  redemption  of  the 
people  from  its  weight.  He  hoped  to  sec 
a  Government  whicli  would  adopt  tlmt 
honest  and  straightforward  course,  in  pre- 
ference to  the  skulking,  cowardly,  and  dis- 
graceful plan,  followed  by  all  Governments 
since  the  peace,  of  establishing  their  rq)u ra- 
tion on  petty  reductions  and  miserable  expe- 
dients, instead  of  trying  to  ma<;tcr  the  Del)t. 
He  entertained  not  the  sli<rhtest  doubt, 
that  if  the  Parliament  and  the  peojilc  of 
this  country  could  have  imposed  upon 
themselves  even  a  moderate  degree  of  self- 
restraint,  the  debt,  instead  of  being  of  its 
present  enormous  amount,  would  have  been 
in  a  fair  and  promising  course  of  reduction. 
If  the  Sinking  Fund,  so  judiciously  created 
for  the  liquidation  of  the  public  debt,  had 
only  been  preserved  till  the  present  moment, 
we  might  have  looked  forwanl  at  no  distant 
time^  to  see  a  considerabk  portion  of  the 
debt  reduced,  instead  of  being  as  they  were, 
in  utter  despair  of  any  approximation  to 
such  a  state  of  things.    Had  that  degree  of 


self-rcslrainl  been  exercised  which  our 
circumstances  called  for,  the  debt  would 
now  have  been  assuming  the  shape  of 
a  terminable  annuity;  but  it  waa  at 
present  nothing  less  than  a  perpetual 
annuity.  In  uiaking  these  ofaservations, 
he  begged  it  to  be  understood  that  he  meant 
not  to  cast  any  special  or  individual  bUune 
upon  the  present  Administration  ;  for  every 
successive  Government  but  yielded  itaelf 
too  readily  to  the  unreMonable  demands 
which  put  a  stop  to  the  progrew  of  die 
Sinking  Fund.  Each  party  whidi  suc- 
ceeded to  power,  but  too  readily  gave  the 
desired  answer  to  the  question, "  What  will 
you  do  for  the  people  ?"  which  meant  in 
other  words — "  What  taxes  shall  we  repeal 
to  get  rid  of  their  clamour  ?"  No  penon 
wlio  came  into  the  Councila  of  the  King 
seemed  able,  for  a  moment,  to  sesbt  that 
demand — no  Government  could  withatand 
it.  How  gross  was  such  an  emr !  Nothing 
could  be  more  obvious  than  that  the  people 
were  as  much  interested  in  an  dficient 
Sinking  Fund,  which  would  remove  deci- 
sively and  permanently  the  wei|^  of  tax»- 
tion,  as  they  could  possibly  be  in  the  le^ 
moval  of  immediate  and  temporaiy  pieasuxe. 
The  example  of  the  government  of  the 
United  States  ought  to  be  kept  befoce  their 
eyes,  which,  by  a  perwveranoe  in  the 
system  that  we  unthinkingly  and  impmvi- 
dcntly  rejected,  were  now  in  a  situation 
which  presented  the  near  project  of 
the  total  removal  of  debt  whidi  a  few 
years  before  amounted  to  the  mm  of 
140,000,000/.  He  was  perfectly  aware  that 
the  sentiments  he  was  expreming  were  un- 
welcome in  that  House,  and  unpopular  out 
of  doors ;  but,  he  trusted,  the  House  would 
recollect  that  he  had  ever  been  eonsiitent ; 
tlmt  he  had  seldom  supported  the  repeal  of 
any  tax,  for  there  was  scarcely  any  instance 
in  which  he  thought  the  circumitaneef  of 
the  country  could  at  all  justify  iucli 
measures.  In  his  judgment,  the  fint  duty 
of  the  House  and  of  the  Government 
was,  at  all  haxards,  to  suf^ort  the  credit  of 
the  oountry ;  and  the  most  effectual  mode  of 
doing  that  was,  to  continue  the  existence 
of  an  efficient  Sinking  Fund- 
Mr.  I>uiico;7t6e  expressed  his  amacement 
at  the  extraordinary  lecture  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Thetfurd  had  just  read  to  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Ministerial  ndeof  the  House, 
on  account  of  the  vote  which  they  had 
given  on  a  former  evening  in  favour  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  If  it  were  to  be  sup- 
|K)sed  that  the  independent  uunnbers  of  that 
House,  in  supporting  Ministem  in  the  di« 
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on  the  RosMan-Dutch  loan,  had 
eammitted  a  Tiolence  upon  common  sense 
and  icsaon — [a  Itmdckeer],  He  begged 
naidoii ;  he  did  not  acruse  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  who  wat  ao  loud  in  his  cliecrs,  and  ho 
nient  in  his  votes,  either  of  reason  or  of 
oommon  sense.  But  if  it  should  get  abroad 
that  the  independent  Members  of  that 
HoDie  listened  to  such  taunts  without  reply, 
k  would  get  abroad  that  they  tacitly  ad- 
antled  that  they  had  betrayed  the  interests 
of  thciff  constituents,  and  violated  the  re- 
■pect  which  they  owed  to  their  own  con- 
adencea.  Now,  he  had  denied  thut  they 
had  done  either  the  one  or  the  other.  The 
■otion  of  the  other  night  hadjbecn  cunningly 
pvt  forward  as  a  motion  of  economy.  The 
right  hon.  member  for  Harwich  had  brought 
Bl  forward  with  great  dexterity.  It  was  a 
deep-laid  plan,  whoever  bad  concocted  it, 
wmd  he  was  sorrv  to  Rce  that  many  of  his 
hon-  friends,  who  were  also  friends  of  Re- 
form, bad  been  entrapped  liy  the  astuteness 
of  their  adversaries  into  a  vote,  of  which 
tho  object  was  nothing  more  or  less  than  to 
trip  up  the  Government.  With  regard  to 
economy,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  though 
they  might  now  have  it  on  their  lips,  their 
past  conduct  proved  that  it  was  far,  very 
tar,  from  their  hearts.  They  came  forward 
with  tho  Russian- Dutch  loan  in  their  hands, 
hot  it  was  the  drc:ul  of  schedule  A  thut 
they  had  before  their  eyes.  There  were 
wious  other  points  on  which  (lentlenien 
on  his  side  of  the  Houfic  were  prepared  to 
defend  the  view  which  thev  hod  taken  of 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  inen)l>er 
for  Harwich.  Bv  the  vote  which  thev  hud 
then  given,  they  had  supiMirted  the  national 
honour,  and  had  presented  the  country  in 
that  high  situation  anion;;  the  nations  of 
Europe  which  she  hud  long  enjoyed,  and 
which,  he  trusted,  she  would  long  continue 
to  merit.  On  these  grounds,  he  was  n*udy 
to  justify  the  vote  which  he  huil  then  given 
atanytimc,  or  in  any  place ,hercor  elsewhere, 
in  that  House,  or  before  his  constituents. 
There  was  no  vote  which  he  hud  given  in 
support  of  the  present  advisers  of  the  ( 'n>wn 
which  it  was  not  in  his  ]X)wcr  to  kN)k  back 
upon  with  pleasure.  With  regard  to  the 
ducnasion  then  before  the  House,  there  was 
no  man  who  could  complain  of  the  hcmour- 
able  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  hod  bnmght  it  forwunl. 
He  had  brought  it  forward  in  an  honour- 
able feeling" the  honourable  feeling  of 
pavty  hostility.  Of  all  men  in  the  world, 
Bis  noble  friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 


chequer, hod  the  least  cause  to  complain  of 
it,  ibr  it  had  enabled  him  to  make  one  of  hli 
clear  and  straight  forward  statements,  whii^ 
was  no  less  honorable  to  himself  than  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  country. 

Mr.  HufU  said,  he  was  one  of  the  persons 
who  had  fallen  into  the  trap  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  described.  He,  there- 
fore, just  rose  to  say  for  himself  that  he 
had  r^Eui  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  aa  he 
did  hope  that  he  had  some  small  share  of 
common  sense  and  common  honesty,  these 
qualities  induced  him  to  vote,  as  he  had 
done  against  continuing  the  payment  to 
Russia.  He  also  hmc  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  a  word  or  two  to  the  right  hon. 
(gentleman,  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury, 
who  had  given  them  a  lecture  respecting 
what  hon.  Members  must  say  to  their  eon- 
Htituents  (if  they  have  any)  when  they  re- 
turn to  them.  He  had  a  few  constituents 
who,  when  they  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
him  again,  would  expect  that  he  should  say 
something  to  them ;  and  suppose  he  were 
to  tell  them  all  that  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary for  the  Treasury  had  said — suppose  he 
were  to  tell  these  persons — 8,000  in  num- 
ber— who  consist  of  the  humblest  classes  ot* 
society,  and  who  work  hard  from  morning 
to  night  for  4jr.  or  .Oj.  a  week,  of  the  ex- 
truordinory  savings  of  which  we  have 
heard  to-night,  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence ?  ^Vhy,  after  he  liad  gone  through 
the  whole  historv,  scmie  honest  weaver  or 
other  would  get  up  and  say — "  Ah,  ah. 
Master  Hunt,  that  is  all  ver}'  true;  I  dare 
suy  Ministei'M  have  done  all  this,  but  just 
be  g(H>d  enough  to  explain  to  us,  will  you, 
how  it  ha]i])enK,  thut  after  all  these  great 
savings,  innumerable  reductions,  and  vast 
retrenchments,  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  last  year  was  greater  than  it  was 
the  ve:u:  before.''  Then  he  should  be 
obliged  to  tell  them  that  there  had  been  a 
few  little  lhing<«  left  undone : — in  the  first 
place,  that  the  Civil  List  had  not  been  ro- 
il uccdf;  and  in  the  next  place,  that  a  great 
deal  of  money  had  been  paid  away  to 
Russia.  He  should  be  obliged  to  give  them 
some  such  answer,  or  if  he  did  not,  and 
turn  his  back  upon  them,  they  would  turn 
their  bucks  upon him,and  lend  himpacking. 
The  right  hon.  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
told  the  house,  that  Government  had  efibcted 
a  saving  of  something  like  ^0,000/.  a-year. 
He  should,  however,  be  obliged  to  tell  his 
constituents,  notwithstanding,  that  the  ex- 
[lenditurc  had  increased,  and  he  should  not 
labour  under  the  imputations  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  caat  upon  aome  hon. 
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Members,  namely,  that  they  did  not : 
divide  the  House  upon  the  Estimates,  be-  i 
cause  he  divided  upon  the  proposed  increase  ; 
to  the  army  of  10,000  men.  He  sliould  be  ' 
under  the  necessity  of  telling  liis  consti-  | 
tuents,  that  there  was  a  new  Bankruptcy  | 
Court,  with  new  .Judgos,  and  new  Law 
Officers,  and  something  like  an  cx}>ensc  of 
30,000/.  or  40,000/.  a-year.  He  should, 
therefore,  be  much  obliged  to  the  lion. 
Gentleman  opposite  if  he  would  give  him 
some  explanation  ;  because,  if  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  there  being 
any  diminution  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  it  had  increased  very  considerably. 
The  hon.  member  for  Thetford  said,  that 
we  ought  to  have  followed  the  example  of 
the  Americans,  and  that  wc  should  not 
have  been  so  cowardly  as  to  reduce  the 
taxation  of  the  countrv.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  boasted  that  he  had  resisted  every 
attempt  to  reduce  it,  but  he  had  not  told 
the  House  how  a  starving  people  could  be 
made  to  pay  taxes.  Did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man think,  that  if  large  masses  of  the 
people  of  America  were  living,  or  rather 
starving,  on  4s.  or  5«.  a  week,  that  Go- 
vernment would  have  resisted  every  attempt 
to  reduce  the  taxation  of  the  country? 
There  was  one  cowardly  act  on  the  part  of 
Government,  certainly :  it  was  cowardly  to 
take  off  the  pn)perty-tax,  that  fell  upon 
the  aristocracy,  the  landed  interest,  and  the 
general  wealth  and  property  of  the  countr)'. 
He  wished  the  hon.  member  for  Thetford, 
or  any  other  hon.  Gentleman,  would  tell 
him  how  the  country  could  be  relieved 
without  imposing  a  property-tax.  The 
interest  of  the  debt  could  not  be  paid 
without  a  gross  plunder  and  n)bbery  of  the 
people,  and  there  must  be  a  property- tax 
which  should  fall  on  the  pockets  of  the  rich. 
With  regard  to  the  tax  on  printed  oittons, 
every  one  approved  of  the  noble  Lord's 
conduct  in  taking  it  off;  it  was  a  heavy 
and  oppressive  burden,  falling  most  heavily 
upon  thase  who  were  com^x^lled  to  wear 
cxmrse  cotton — they  paying  twenty-five  per 
cent,  while  people  who  wore  fine  cottons, 
paid  only  two-and  o-half  per  cent.  As  to 
falling  into  a  trap  the  other  night,  he 
should  be  much  disposed  to  fall  into  another 
of  the  same  description,  not  having  found 
the  former  inconvenient.  Indeed,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  tlic  Exche- 
quer^ seemed  to  like  it,  for  he  was  setting 
another  in  the  shape  of  a  new  arrangement 
of  the  Russian- Dutch  loan,  into  which  he 
might  enter  himself. 

Mr.  Robirwm  would  trouble  the  House 


with  but  very  few  observatioiu ;  in  the  first 
place,  he  would  merely  observe,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  this 
discussion,  had  received  no  explanation  what- 
ever from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
on  the  point  to  which  his  observations  were 
principally  directed.  After  so  many  state- 
ments of  the  prosperous  condition  of  the 
country,  it  was  matter  of  the  deepest  regret 
that,  at  the  end  of  sixteen  years  of  peace, 
we  had  arrived  at  the  condition  described 
by  the  noble  lA)rd — ^having  now  a  deficit 
of  700,000/.  below  the  exp^iditure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely  over- 
looked the  obvious  distinction  between 
a  deficit  with  a  Sinking  Fund^  and  a  deficit 
without  any  Sinking  Fund.  When  those 
deficiencies  had  existed,  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  there  wiis,  in  fact,  an  annual  sum 
appropriated  to  pay  off  the  debt,  and  con- 
sequently, no  real  deficit.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  member  for  Thet- 
ford, who  is  generally  considered  a  sort  of 
authority  on  subjects  of  this  nature,  declare 
against  the  reduction  of  taxation.  The 
hon.  Member  also  said,  that,  if  we  had  acted 
on  the  principle  of  the  American  govern- 
ment, we  might  have  paid  off  a  great  portion 
of  our  debt,  but  he  forsot  that  the  taxes 
which  had  been  repctued  by  successive 
Governments  up  to  the  time  of  the  present 
Administration,  had  not  been  taken  off  as 
concessions  to  popular  clamour,  but  because 
it  was  found  impossible  to  raise  them  any 
longer.  It  did  not  require  the  slightest  argu- 
ment to  show  that  the  two  cases  were  not  in 
the  least  degree  analogous.  The  risht  hon. 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
said,  that  there  was  this  distinction  between 
the  ])lan  proposed  by  the  present  Adminis- 
tratiim,  and  that  on  which  former  Govern- 
ments proceeded,  namely,  that  if  there  be 
a  deficit  in  our  revenue,  the  money  remained 
in  the  ]K>ckets  of  the  peopb,  increasing  so 
as  to  add  to  the  resources  of  Uie  state.  He 
doubted,  however,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
able  to  get  any  of  it  out  of  their  pockets, 
for  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  any 
of  them  to  proix)se  any  duty  whatever,  ex- 
cept a  property-tax.  The  House  was  told, 
very  justly,  by  the  Government,  that  it  had 
made  all  the  retrenchments  possible  without 
impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  public 
service.  He  gave  credit  to  the  late  Admin- 
istraticm  for  the  reductions  which  it  had 
efiected,  and  also  to  the  present  Adminis- 
tration for  those  which  the  Secretary  for 
the  Treasury  had  stated.  He  was  afraid, 
however^  that  it  would  be  no  oonaolation  to 
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tlie'  peo|)le  to  leam  that  the  country  was 
now  in  a  situation  in  which  it  could  neither 
nam  the  required  revenue  nor  decrease  the 
expenditure.  It  was  said,  that  the  policy 
of  the  present  Government  had  prevented 
a  ruinous  war^  which  would  have  increased 
the  amount  of  our  encumbrances.  But 
oould  we  be  sure  that  we  were  not  at  that 
moment  actually  in  danger  of  a  general 
war  in  Europe  ?  When  he  looked  to  the 
treaty  concluded  with  Belgium,  and  re- 
flected that  this  country  was  the  guarantee 
for  its  performance,  it  certainly  a})peiurcd  to 
him  that  the  peace  of  Europe  dicl  not  de- 
pend upon  England,  but  on  Austria,  Russia, 
and  Fhissia.  And  even  if  those  three 
Powen  consented  to  the  treaty,  could  we 
hope  that  it  would  be  a  i>ermanent  settle- 
ment? What  did  the  king  of  Belgium — 
on  whose  behalf  that  treaty  had  been  con- 
duded — say?  What  did  his  Majesty's 
Ministers?  what  did  the  French  govern- 
ment say  ?  Wlien  he  looked  to  the  opin- 
ions which  had  emanated  from  these  Powers, 
he  had  very  little  hope  of  that  treaty  being 
cnxied  into  execution.  The  discussion  of 
that  night,  which  had  ended  in  a  party 
squabble,  would  give  very  little  s:itisfaction 
to  the  country  at  large.  The  finances  of 
the  State  were  acknowledged  to  be  in  a 
most  deplorable  condition,  and  although 
the  noble  Lord  looked  with  c<mfidence  to 
the  future,  he  could  not  participate  in  those 
anguine  expectations. 

Su:  Robert  Peel  and  Sir  Charles  Wcther- 
dl  rose  at  the  same  moment,  but 

Sir  Charles  Weihcrcll  wjus  left  in  pos- 
sesnon  of  the  House.  He  just  wished,  he 
saidy  to  interpose  a  parenthesis  between  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester 
snd  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  the 
member  tor  Tamworth.  He  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Hertford — his  hon. 
friend,  he  hoped  he  might  say,  for  there 
no  gentleman  for  whom  he  professed  a 
ler  esteem.  His  hon.  friend,  then,  had 
said  that  his  other  hem.  friend,  the  member 
for  Thetford,  had  read  the  (Tcntlemcn  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  a  very 
strange  and  unnecessary  lecture.  Now,  he 
(Sir  (Charles  Wethercll)  would  not  presume 
to  read  any  man  a  lecture  :  but  as  a  lecture 
had  been  read  to  the  ( lentlemen  opposite, 
he,  as  a  critic  who  had  heard  it,  would  ask 
permission  to  say,  that  a  more  just  and 
necessary  lecture  he  never  heard  pro- 
nounced in  the  whole  course  of  his  life. 
Eiren  the  noble  Lord  on  the  other  side 
had   concurred    in  the    propriety  of   the 


hk^< 


censure  which  had  been  passed  upon 
the  gleaning  of  votes,  the  fasciculus  of 
suffrages,  by  which  he  had  been  supported : 
for  the  noble  Lord  had  that  night  told  the 
House,  that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
legalize  the  payment  of  the  interest  of  the 
Russian  Dutch  loan.  Now,  if  the  payment 
was  legal  already,  what  need  was  there  to 
introduce  such  a  Bill  ?  And  if  it  was  not 
legal,  how  would  hon.  Gentlemen^  who  had 
Ijeen  dragged  through  the  mire  in  support- 
ing it  as  Icgiil,  look  at  each  other,  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  legalize  that 
which  they  had  already  decided  to  be 
legal }  No  human  ingenuity  could  recon- 
cile the  discrepancies  in  two  such  opposite 
votes.  Talk  of  traps  laid  for  the  Ministry  ! 
Why  here  was  a  trap,  into  which  Ministers 
were  knowingly  leading  their  friends,  when 
they  called  upon  them  to  blow  hot  and  cold 
on  the  same  question.  But,  with  all  de- 
ference to  the  noble  Lord,  he  must  put  to 
him  one  or  two  interrogatories.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  intend  to  bring  in  one  Bill  or 
two  ?  Did  he  intend  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of 
indemnity  to  protect  him  in  the  payments 
which  he  had  already  made  on  this  loan, 
and  another  Bill  to  legalize  the  payment 
which  he  might  make  in  future }  If  so, 
he  should  look  carefully  into  the  Bill  of 
indemnity  for  an  explanation  of  the  grounds 
on  which  it  rested.  Surely  the  Law 
OfHcers  of  the  Crown  would  never  have 
the  face  to  draw  up  such  Bills,  for  the 
very  preamble  of  them  would  compel  them 
to  eat  their  former  opinions.  The  noble  I^rd 
could  never  mean  to  treat  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  in  that  manner.  The  noble 
Lord's  majority  had  been  dragged  through 
the  dirt  and  mire.  The  noble  Lord  shook 
his  head ;  possibly  he  might  not  agree  with 
him ;  but  certainly  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  agree  with  him,  and  possibly  the 
public  might  agree  with  him,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  disgracefully  when,  at 
one  time,  it  had  compelled  its  majority  to  say 
that  an  act  of  indemnity  was  not  necessary ; 
and,  at  another  time,  to  vote  the  contrary 
way,  that  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  neces- 
sary. He  considered  that  his  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Goulbum)  had  made  out  a  clear  case, 
and  distinctly  proved  that  Ministers  were 
incapable  of  conducting  the  financial  con- 
cerns of  the  country. 

Jx)nl  Althorp,  in  explanation,  stated, 
that  what  he  had  said  was,  that  under  the 
present  Treaty  of  1815,  the  country  was 
bound  to  pay  the  money  to  Russia  ;  but  in 
consequence  of  the  separation  of  Belgium 
and  Holland,  when  the  treaty  of  separation 
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Members,     namely,    thut    tlicy    did    not  > 
divide  the  House  upon  the  Kstimates,  be- 
cause he  divided  upon  the  proposed  increase 
to  the  army  of  1  (),0(X)  men.     lie  should  be 
under  the  necessity  of  telling  his  consti-  i 
tuents,  that  there  was  a  new  bankruptcy  ' 
Court,  with  new  Judges,  and  new  Law 
Officers,  and  something  like  an  expense  of; 
30,000/.  or  40,000/.  a-year.     He  shoidd, ' 
therefore,   be  much   obliged   to   the  hon.  < 
Gentleman  o])posite  if  he  would  give  him  \ 
some  explanation  ;  because,  if  he  understood 
the  noble   Lord,   instead  of  there  being  | 
any  diminution  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  it  had  increased  very  amsidcrably. ' 
The  hon.  member  for  Thetford  said,  that  | 
we  ought  to  have  followed  the  example  of  | 
the  Americans,  and  that  we  should  not  i 
have  been  so  cowardly  as  to  reduce  the 
taxation  of  the  countrv.     The  hon.  Mem- 
her  boasted  that  lie    had   resisted  every 
attempt  to  reduce  it^  but  he  had  not  told 
the  House  how  a  starving  people  could  be 
made  to  pay  taxes.     Did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  think,   that  if  large  masses   of  the 
people  of  America  were  living,  or  rather 
starving,  on  4s.  4)r  5jr.  a  week,  that  Go- 
vernment would  have  resisted  every  attempt 
to  reduce  the  taxation  of  the   country? 
There  was  one  cowardly  net  on  the  part  of 
Government,  certainly  :  it  was  cowardly  to 
take  off  the  property-tax,  that  fell  upon 
the  aristocracy,  the  landed  interest,  and  the 
ceneral  wealth  and  property  of  the  countr}'. 
He  wished  the  hon.  member  for  Thetford, 
or  any  other  hon.  Gentleman,  would  tell 
him  how  the  country   could  be  relieved 
without    imposing  a    property- tax.     I'he 
interest  of  the  debt  could  not   be  paid 
without  a  gross  plunder  and  n>bbery  of  the 
people,  and  there  must  be  a  property-tax 
which  should  fall  on  the  pockets  of  the  rich. 
With  regard  to  the  tax  on  printed  cottons, 
every  one  approved  of  the  noble   LonVs 
conduct  in  taking  it  off;    it  was  a  heavy 
and  oppressive  burden,  falling  most  heavily 
upon  those  who  were  compelled  to  wear 
cx)arse  cotton — they  paying  twenty  .five  per 
cent,  while  people  who  wore  fine  cottons, 
paid  only  two-and  o-half  per  cent.     As  to 
faUing  into  a  trap  the  other  night,   he 
should  be  much  disclosed  to  fall  into  another 
of  the  same  description,  not  having  found 
the    former    inconvenient.      Indeed,    the 
noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, seemed  to  like  it,  for  he  was  setting 
another  in  the  shape  of  a  new  arrangement 
of  the  Russian- Dutch  loan,  into  which  be 
Slight  enter  himself. 


with  but  very  few  observsitions ;  m  t 
place,  he  would  merely  observe,  tl 
right  hon.  Gentleaian  who  introdoc 
discussion,  had  received  noexplanatia 
ever  from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsm  < 
on  the  point  to  which  his  obaervatao 
princi^ially  directed.  After  so  man 
ments  of  the  prosperous  oonditum 
country,  it  was  matter  of  the  deepa 
that,  at  the  end  of  sixteen  years  ol 
we  had  arrived  at  the  oonditioa  di 
by  the  noble  Lord — ^having  now  i 
of  700,000/.  below  the  expenditure 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  endrel 
looked  the  obvious  distinction  1 
a  deficit  with  a  Sinking  Fund,  and 
without  any  Sinkine  Fund.  Vihn 
deficiencies  had  existed,  of  whid 
s]N)kcn,  there  was,  in  fact»  an  ann 
appropriated  to  pay  off  the  debt,  i 
sequently,  no  real  deficit.  He  i 
prised  to  hear  the  hon.  member  fo 
ford,  who  is  generally  conudered  t 
authority  on  subjects  of  this  nature 
against  the  reduction  of  taxatioi 
hon.  Member  also  said,  that,  if  we  I 
on  the  principle  of  the  American 
ment,  we  might  have  paid  off  a  grea 
of  our  debt,  but  he  forgot  that  tl 
which  had  been  rc^peiued  l^  n 
Governments  up  to  the  time  of  the 
Administration,  had  not  been  take 
concessions  to  popular  clamour,  but 
it  was  found  impossible  to  raise  tl 
longer.  It  did  not  require  the  slighti 
ment  to  show  that  the  two  cases  we 
the  least  degree  analogous.  The  ri 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  iA 
said,  that  there  was  this  distinction 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  present  A 
traticm,  and  that  on  which  former  ' 
ments  proceeded,  namely,  that  if 
a  deficit  in  our  revenue,  the  money  i 
in  the  pockets  of  the  people,  incre 
as  to  add  to  the  resources  of  the  sta 
doubted,  however,  whether  the  ri( 
Gentleman,  or  the  noble  Lord  w 
able  to  get  any  of  it  out  of  their 
for  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
of  them  to  jiropose  any  duty  whate 
cept  a  property-tax.  The  House  v 
very  justly,  by  the  Government,  th 
made  all  the  retrenchments  possible 
impairing  the  efficiency  of  the 
service.  He  gave  credit  to  the  late 
istration  for  the  reductions  whicl 
effected,  and  also  to  the  present  A 
tration  for  those  which  the  Seen 
the  Treasury  had  stated.  He  wai 
>DA'^^H^^^^^'9c<iqld  be  no  conaa 
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tlnit  this  hon.    Gentleman   who  brougbt 
forward  tlie  Motion  did  it  with  a  view 
tp  get  the  opinion  of  tlie  House  as  to  our 
general  commercial  policy ;  and  he  thought 
nothing  could  be  moru  absurd  than   the 
pontioD — that  no  inquiry  a«  to  the  eflect  of 
oonunenaal  regulations  ought  to  be  made, 
far  fear  that  the  inquiry  should  imply  a 
doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  its  regulations. 
la  many  cases  inquiry,  by  removing  erro- 
neous impressions,  and  by  establishing  im- 
portant truths,  unknown  to  the  labouring 
classes,  might  be  the  surest,  nay,  the  only 
method  of  giving  stability  to  a  wise,  but 
unpopular,  enaetment.     But  whatever  tri- 
umph the  right  hrni.  Gentleman  thought 
he  had  gained  by  his  attack  on  his  oppo- 
neots,  he  might  enjoy  the  full  benefit  of 
ky  fiw  no  person  would,  he  believed,  enter 
further  into  the  subject.      He,  at  least, 
would  not  be  led  away  by  a  matter  alto- 
fletfaer  alien  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  but  would  proceed  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  general  finances  of  the 
oountry.     Leaving  such  mere  matters  of 
party  recrimination,  he  would  take  for  his 
text  the  very  fair  and  candid  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord.     That  noble  Lord  at  once 
allowed,  that,  in  his  former  statement,  he 
had  made  a  mistake  to   the  amount  of 
S5O,0O0l.  in  his  calculation,  which  arose 
from  his  neglecting  to  consider  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duties  on  beer.     The  frankness 
of  the   noble    Lord    completely  disarmed 
hostility,  and  all  that  was  left  to  the  House 
was,  to  hope,  with  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  accuracy  of  the 
present  year  would,  like  the  revenue,  com- 
pensate for  the  deficiency  of  the  last.     The 
noble  Lord  admitted  that,  in  his  precipitate 
statement  in   October   he   was   mistaken, 
both  with  regard  to  tlie  past  and  the  future ; 
but  the  real  charge  against  the  noble  Lord 
was,  not  his  casual  inaccuracies,  but  that, 
having  discovered  tlic  mistake,  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  openly  acknowledged  it  at  an 
earlier  pcrioil.      For  the  delay  the  n<ible 
Lord  had  not  sufhciently  accounted,  neither 
had  he  given  any  reason  for  not  having  laid 
upon  the  Table  the  estimates  for  the  year, 
ill  conformity   with   a   resolution   of   the 
House.     The  noble  Lord  stated  the  defi- 
ciency  in    the    year   IS.*?!    to  bt»  nearly 
700,000/. ;  but  he,  at  the  same  time,  ex- 
pressed a  confident  belief,  that  this  would 
not  be  the  case  at  the  a])proach  of  the  en- 
suing year.     The  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
in  October  he  was  mistaken,  both  as  regards 
the  past  and  the  future,  and  that  he  had 
tutinly  left  out  of  the  account  that  a  duty 


which  he  had  calculated  would   produee 
360,000^  had  been  altogether  abcdished. 
He  wished  not  to  intnxluce  any  asperity 
into  the   present    discussion,  but,  at   the 
same  time,   he  must  express  his  regret, 
that  sufficient  care  had  not  been  taken  to 
avoid  such  very  palpable  mistakes.     The 
noble    Lord    said,  that  he  fell  into  this 
mistake  in  consequence  of  erroneous  in- 
formation received  from  official   quarters. 
Every  one  who  knew  anything  in  human 
nature  would  give  credit  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  candour  of  his  admission ;  but  he 
must  repeat,  that  it  would  have  been  more 
consistent  with  candour  if  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  postponed  the  admission  until  the 
document  moved  for  by  his  right  hon.  friend, 
which  first  exposed  the  error,  had  been  laid 
upon  the  Table.     To  him  it  was  a  matter 
of   surprise,  that  there  was  no  allusion 
whatever  in  the   King's  Speech  to  this 
deficiency  in  the  revenue,  and  that  the  at- 
tention of  this  House  was  not  directed  bv 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  the  financial 
affairs  of  the  country.    The  noble  Lord  had 
not  shown  why  the  statement  relative  to 
the  finances  of  the  country  for  the  ensuing 
year   had  not  been  laid  on  the  Table  o£ 
the  House;    and,  considering  that  there 
was  such  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  it  was 
of  the  highest  importance  that  this  state- 
ment should  be  laid  before  the  House  with 
the  least  possible  delay.     It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  there  was  a  deficiency  last  year 
of  098,000/. ;  and  it  was  equally  clear,  that 
if  this  continued  to  exist,  the  finances  of 
the  country  must  be  in  a  most  lamentable 
condition.     The  noble  Lord,  however,  cal- 
culated that  there  were  several  charges  on 
the  revenue  of  the  last  rear  which  would 
not  be  chargeable  for  the  future.      He 
would  go  over  the  items  of  the  noble  Lord's 
calculation,  and,  as  he  must  review  them 
from  memory,  if  he  made  any  error,  the 
noble  Lord  would  correct  him.     The  noble 
Lord   said,   that   there  was  a  charge  of 
200,000/.  as  the  drawback  upon  printed 
cottons,  and  155,000/.  for  bounties  on  linen 
manufacture -— charges     in     the    present 
year  wliich  would  not  be  made  for  the 
future.     Again,  there  is  157,000/.  as  the 
wine-duty   on   the  stock   on   hand   to  be 
received.     The  noble  I^rd  calculated  that, 
from    the   alteration    in    the    malt-duty, 
300,000/.  would  be  obtained ;  and  that  this 
year  there  would  be  a  gain  of  375,0001. 
from  the  tax  on  cotton  wool,  calculating 
the  amount  of  the  importation  to  be  the 
same  as  in  the  last  year.     To  these  sources 
we  must  add  the  estimate  of  150,000^  ai 
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the  increase  of  duty  on  foreign  wines ;  the 
aggregate  of  all  these  sums  would  he 
1,337,000/.  That  will  Iw  the  increase  the 
noble  Lord  calculated  on  the  receipts  of 
this  year.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  had 
to  deduct  from  this  increase  ()f)8,000/.,  being 
the  amount  of  the  deficiencv.  The  noble  Lord 
then  assumed  that  the  loss  from  the  repeal 
of  the  duties  on  candles  would  amoimt  to 
400,000/.  though  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
been  nearer  the  mark  had  he  taken  this  loss 
at  500,000/.  instead  of  400,000/.  The  noble 
Lord  added  to  this  75,000/.  in  respect  of 
the  duties  on  coals.  Thus  there  was 
1,173,000/.  to  be  deducted  from  the 
1,337,000/.,  leaving  the  sum  of  164,000/. 
for  a  surplus  revenue.  That  was  the  finan- 
cial prospect  for  the  year.  Tlie  noble  Lord, 
by  his  mode  of  calculation,  made  out  that 
at  the  commencement  of  the  next  year  we 
should  have  a  surplus  revenue  of  164,000/. 
which  was  certainly  more  satisfactory  than 
that  there  should  be  a  deficiency  of  revenue 
to  the  amount  of  700,000/.  IJut  to  have  a 
surplus  revenue  of  only  164,000/.  consi« 
dering  the  present  state  of  Europe — consi- 
dering the  situation  of  some  parts  of  this 
country,  which  might  compel  increased 
military  expenditure,  to  have  a  surplus  re- 
venue of  only  164,000/.  apjx^ared  to  him 
most  melancholy,  even  supposing  all  the 
anticipations  of  the  noble  Lord  to  be  real- 
ized. The  noble  Lord  might  regard  these 
prospects  with  complacency,  but  he  could 
only  look  upon  them  with  alarm ;  and 
that  alarm  had  not  been  diminished  by  the 
principles  laid  down  by  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  on  the  subject  of  the 
deficiency  of  revenue.  Indeed,  the  prin- 
ciples were  more  alarming  than  even  the 
deficiency  itself.  If  he  thought  that  those 
principles  were  upheld  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  office  to  which  one  of 
those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  belonged,  he 
should  be  filled,  and  almost  every  thinking 
man  in  the  country  would  be  filled,  with 
the  greatest  apprehension.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  he  regretted  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue,  and  that  he  should  be  most  anxious 
that  such  deficiency  did  not  occur  at  the 
end  of  the  present  year.  But  immediately 
after  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed  this  regret 
and  anxiety,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  declared  that 
even  if  he  could  have  foreseen  this  defi- 
ciency, he  should  have  felt  satisfied  that  a 
reduction  of  taxes  ought  to  have  l)ecn  made. 
His  doctrine  would  not  only  apply  to 
the  present  case,  but  to  every  tax  that 
could  be  repealed;  and  was  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  ready  to  assert,  that  whatever 
deficiency  might  occur  in  the  revenue, 
taxes  ought  to  be  repealed?  Was  the 
regiird  due  to  the  public  faith  to  be  for- 
gotten? Was  the  House  to  forget  the 
])ublic  creditor  and  it^  bond,  that  the  in- 
terest of  the  debt  should  be  duly  paid? 
The  doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— that  a  tax  ought  to  be  repealed  because  it 
would  be  a  relief  to  the  people  without  re- 
ference to  the  obligations  for  the  fulfilment 
of  which  that  tax  was  a  security — ^was  a 
most  dangerous  doctrine  for  a  GoTemment 
to  act  upon  or  avow.  The  strongest  appre- 
hensi(m  that  he  had  entertained  from  the 
infusion  of  democratic  power  into  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  measure  of 
Reform,  was,  that  the  House  would  here- 
after find  it  very  difficult  to  resist  propocals 
for  immediate  relief  at  the  expense  of  good 
faith,  and  of  the  true  permanent  interests 
of  the  country.  Wliat  tax  could  be  main- 
tained if  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  just  one? 
What  tax  was  not  a  burthen  to  some 
class  or  other  ?  If  he  could  repeal  taxes 
consistently  with  honour  and  gix)d  faith, 
there  was  no  tax  from  which  he  would 
not  relieve  the  people,  but  at  present  the 
best  mode  of  honestly  diminishing  the  public 
burthens  was,  to  preserve  inviolate  the 
public  faith — to  give  confidence  to  the 
public  creditor — and,  by  means  of  that  cod- 
fidcnce,  reduce  the  interest  on  the  public 
debt.  In  this,  as  in  other  similar  cases, 
honesty  will  be  more  profitable  than  fraud 
— even  if  profit  were  its  chief  recommend- 
ation. The  doctrine  he  had  been  op- 
posing  certainly  appeared  to  him  a  Terr 
extraordinary  one ;  but  if  he  was  surprised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  maintaining 
it,  he  was  still  mure  astonished  at  what 
fell  from  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  a  theory  perfectly  noveL  He  said,  that 
we  ought  to  regard  with  something  like 
satisfaction  the  deficiency  of  69B,QOOL  in 
the  revenue,  because  it  was  not  in  fact  money 
lost,  but  was  in  the  pockets  of  the  people 
ready  to  be  extracted  on  any  occasion  that 
might  require  it.  This  speculation  in 
finance  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  designated 
by  a  name  which  would  not  soon  be  forgotten ; 
which  would,  he  hoped,  ever  continue  to 
belong  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  without 
a  rival  claimant.  He  called  it  the  ''fruc- 
tifying principle."  Thus,  should  the  Go- 
vernment not  have  the  money  to  pay  the 
interest  of  the  national  debt,  the  creditor 
would  have  no  right  to  complain  of  bis 
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loM,  because  the  money  was  '' fructifying*' 
in  the  pockets  of  the  people.     If  the  rifiht 
hoo.   Gentleman  could  but  establish   this 
principle  generally,  he  would  stand  a  chance 
of  being  the  most  popular  man  in  the  three 
kingdoms  among  that  numerous  class  of 
the   King^s  subjects,   the  debtors  of  the 
country.     Every  debtor  would  then   only 
have  to  tell  his  too  pressing  creditor,  "  Do 
not  £ive  yourself  any  trouble  about  your 
principal  or  interest.     For  you  to  say,  that 
you  are  losing  money,  is  mere  delusion  :  it 
is  in  my  pocket,  increasing  upon  the  fructi- 
fying principle,  ready  to  be  extracted  upon 
any  future  occasion."     According  to  this 
fructifying  principle,  in  what  an  enviable 
condition  were  the  creditors  of  Chili  and 
Colombia !    Strange  that  their  bonds  should 
be  at  B  discount  after  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  they  ought  to 
be  actually  increasing  in  value  on  the  "  fruc- 
tifying principle."     The  creditors  of  Co- 
lombia and  Chili,  ought  not  to  be  dissatisfied 
that  the  interest  on  their  loans  was  net 
paid.     True,  it  was  withheld,  but  then  it 
was,  of  course,  *'  fructifying  in  the  pockets" 
of  the  people  of  Chili  and  Colombia,  and 
was  ready  to  be  extracted  on  a  future  oc- 
cation.     The  Columbians  might  say,   in 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
•'It  is  very  true  that  we  have  not  paid 
jour  dividends  for  ixmrn  time,  nor  do  wc 
intend  to  do  so  for  a  i)eriod  to  come ;  but 
then  do  not  think  that  the  money  is  lost. 
We  are  keeping  it  for  your  benefit,  and  it 
if  *  fructifying  in  our  possession.' "     There 
was  another  debt  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
had  reccntlv  been  directed  :  and  he  feared 
the  "fructifying  principle"  would  be  applied 
in  the  case  of  that  debt.     We  liad  recently 
become  security  for  that  part  of  the  debt 
of  the  Netherlands  which  the  new  kingdom 
of  Belgium  was  to  take  upcm  itself.     He 
foigot  the  distinctions  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord — we  were  guarantees  for  the  debt, 
not  security,  and  we  were  to  have  a  claim 

r  Belgium  for  the  re-payment  of  any 
aces  we  might  make.  But  the  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  for  Belgium,  en- 
lightened by  the  doctrines  of  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade,  v/ould,  no 
doubt,  laugh  at  our  demands  for  re-pay- 
ment, and  congratulate  us  on  the  advantage 
we  should  possess  in  remaining  unpaid — 
the  money  due  to  us  l)eing  retained  on  the 
tme  "fructifying  principle."  Hut,  to  be 
mious,  these  doctrines  were  as  fallacious 
and  extravagant  as  they  were  dangerous, 
and  be  lamented  that  two  right  lion.  Gentle- 
VOL.  IX.  {SK} 


men,  holding  high  offices  in  his  Majesty's 
Government,  in  explaining  their  views  of 
the    financial    situation   of   the    country, 
should    have    advanced    spccufations    ten 
times  more  formidable,  if  acted  upon  by  his 
Majesty's  (lovemment,  than  any  deficiency 
that  might  occur  in  the  finances  of  the  year. 
He  protested  against  the  introduction  of 
such  doctrines,  as  he  was  sure  that  nothing 
but  the  worst  consequence  could  result  from 
them.     He  was  sure  that  it  was  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose,  that  we  could  remove 
existing  taxes,  and  replace  them  by  others, 
without  occasioning  great  mischief.     And 
he  deprecated  that  overwhelming  desire  to 
catch  the  applause  of  those  out  of  doors, 
which  seemed  the  basis  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government.     He  would  tell  the  noble 
Lord,  that  popularity  so  earned  was  sure 
to  be  fallacious.     Circumstances  misht  oc- 
cur with  regard  to  the  machinery  of  a  tax, 
that  might  render  it  occasionally  advisable 
to  substitute  one  that  did  not  press  so  se- 
verely on  the  industry  of  the  country.  But, 
as  a  rule,  he  doubted  the  policy  of  repealing 
imposts  that  had  long  been  in  existence, 
for  the  purpose  of  introducing  other  taxes 
which,  in  theory,  appeared  less  oppressive. 
He  might  say,  from  experience,  that  the 
old  system  was  less  burdensome  than  the 
new  and  plausible  schemes  which  had  been 
lately  introduced,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  more  desirable  to  retain  the  duties  we 
had  at  present,  than  run  the  risk  of  a  great 
defalcation  in  our  revenue,  by  the  substi- 
tution of  new   taxes.     The  commutation 
of  taxes,  was  not  likely  to  relieve  the  peo- 
ple of  the  burdens  which  at  present  press 
upon  them.     He  must,  therefore,  caution 
the  noble  Lord  against  the  adoption  of  un« 
tried  and  plausible  experiments  in  taxation, 
for  it  was  the  noble  Lord's  dutv  to  recollect 
that  the  faith  to  the  public  creditor  ought, 
on  no  consideration  whatever,  to  be  shaken. 
He  rose  principally  for  the  purpose  of  say- 
ing, that  even  if  the  statement  of  the  noUe 
Lord,  with  regard  to  our  financial  prospects, 
was  correct,  still  it  was  far  from  satisfac- 
tory ;  but  his  apprehension   on  this  head 
would  be  far  greater,  his  confidence  in  the 
future    prospects    of    the    country    much 
shaken,  if  he  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
could  approach  this  subject  in  a  similar 
spirit  to  that  which  had  characterised  the 
speeches  of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen. 
He  should  regret,  indeed,  if  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  could,  with  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  regard  with 
indifference  the  deficiency  in  our  revenue ; 
and  still  more  should  he  feel  alarmed,  if 
2X 
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he  thought  the  noble  Lord  could  maiatain 
the  monfttrous  doctrines  of  the  Vice-Pre- 
tident  of  the  Board  of  Trade— that  thii 
defitciency  was  not  merely  a  matter  of  in- 
difference^  but  rather  a  luhject  for  congra- 
tulation. He  was  sure  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  it  best  to  adhere  to  those  mea- 
sures by  which  the  national  faith  could  be 
supported.  He  trusted  that  those  in  whose 
hands  our  financial  affairs  were  placed^ 
would  consider  well  the  situation  of  the 
country,  and  Uie  events  passing  in  other 
countries,  before  they  attempted  extensive 
financial  changes,  and  would  not  Buffer  a 
desire  for  momentary  popukrity  to  divert 
them  from  the  high  and  important  duty  of 
maintaining  the  public  credit.  His  hon. 
friend^  the  member  for  Thetford,  said,  that 
it  would  have  lieen  easy  for  former  Go- 
vernments to  have  kept  up  taxes  to  such  an 
amount  as  to  form  an  efficient  sinking  fund 
to  the  amount  of  7,000,000/.  He  differed 
entirely  from  his  hon.  friend;  for  there 
would  have  been  such  a  combination  of 
parties  i^ainst  any  Government  which 
attempted  to  maintain  a  surplus  revenue  to 
that  extent  as  would  have  compeUed  a  re- 
duction of  taxation.  At  the  same  time,  he 
firmly  believed  that  it  was  essentially  ne- 
cessary that  a  surplus  revenue  to  a  certain 
amount  should  be  maintained  for  the  sup- 

Sort  of  the  public  credit.  The  safety  and 
onour  of  the  country,  as  well  as  the 
prospect  of  a  reduction  of  our  burthens 
hereafter,  was  involved  in  the  steady  pay- 
ment of  the  public  creditor ;  and  he  en- 
treated the  noble  Lord  not  to  sanction  any 
measure,  nor  to  undertake  any  great  change, 
connected  with  our  finances,  calculated  in 
the  least  degree  to  excite  alarm  as  to  a  pos- 
sible violation  of  the  public  faith  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  Poulett  7*/i079uo;f  begged  to  be  permit- 
ted to  deny  the  assertion  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  he  treated  the  subject  with 
levity,  or  congratulated  the  House  <ir  the 
country  on  the  deficiency  of  the  revenue : 
on  the  contrary,  ho  lamented  it.  What  he 
mentioned  was,  that  his  noble  friend  h;id 
reduced  taxes  at  once,  and  had  im|>fised  i 
others,  which  would  not  come  into  o])oni-  ' 
tion  until  a  later  period;  and,  thert?fore, 
that  a  deficiency  in  future  years  was  not 
to  Ixj  assumed,  because  there  had  been  a 
deficiency  in  the  past.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances he  did  not  see  reason  to  lajnmt 
the  deficiency  in  the  revenue  this  yrar, 
which  would  1)0  hereafter  madi-  up. 

Mr.  JamrSf  in  referenfc  to  tin*  eroiumiy 
for  which  the  right  hon.  baronet  i  Sir  Robert 


Peel)  took  credit  for  the  late  Government, 
said,  he  had  only  to  remark  that  the  present 
Government  adced  merely  BOflM.  for  a 
Coronation,  and  did  not  even  expend  »> 
much  on  it,  while  the  estimate  of  the  late 
Government  for  a  similar  purpose  amounted 
to  100,000/.,  and  their  expenditure  did  not 
fall  short  of  ^00,000/. 

Mr.  Kcarxlcy  remarked,  in  allunon  to 
tho  assertion  oi*  the  hon.  member  for  Hert- 
ford, that  the  late  motion  with  regard  to 
the  Russian  Dutch  loan  had  been  brou^t 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  "  tripping  up" 
the  Government  —  that  any  Govemnent 
that  could  be  ''  tripped  up"  by  aueh  a  mo- 
tion must  be  a  very  rotten  one  indeed,  and 
could  not  have  a  leg  to  stand  upon. 

Lord  Sandan  said,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Thetford  had  a  few  nUita  linoe  made 
the  tame  assertion  as  he  had  repeated  in  the 
course  of  the  debate— 4hat  the  Americans 
were  competing  with  us  in  the  manufacture 
of  coarse  cottons,  he  had,  in  the  mean  time, 
made  some  inquiries  into  the  subject,  and  he 
understood  the  manufacturers  entertuned 
no  such  apprehension  from  the  tax  on  raw 
cotton.  At  Liverpool  the  whole  Ame- 
rican tonnage  was  actually  engaged  in 
exporting  manufactured  goods,  and  the  pro- 
duce of  the  potteries ;  and  the  Americans 
themselves  protected  their  infant  ftctories 
by  a  duty  of  from  forty  to  sixty  pa  cent 
against  our  intrusion. 

The  Ue|>ort  of  the  Committee  of  Supply 
brought  up :  the  Resolutions  were— 

L  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  3,000,000/. 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty,  to  diachaige  the 
like  amount  of  supplies  granted  for  the  year 
18.SI,  or  of  any  preceding  year. 

i^.  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  S5,6 1 6,400/. 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty,  to  pay  off  and 
discharge  Kxchequer-bills,  and  that  the 
ssinie  be  paid  and  applied  towards  paying 
off  and  discharging  any  Exchequer-bills 
charged  in  the  aids  or  supplies  of  the  yeari 
1831  or  18.32,  now  remaining  unpaid  and 
unprovided  for. 

3.  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  380,000/. 
be  gmnted  to  his  Majesty,  to  pay  ofi*  and 
discharge  Exchequer-bills  issued  pursuant 
to  several  Acts,  for  carrying  on  Public 
Works  and  Fisheries  and  for  building  ad* 
ditional  Churches,  outstanding  and  unpro- 
vided for. 

I.or(l  A  If /tor p,  on  moving  that  the  Reso- 
lutions Iw  agreed  to,  had  a  few  observations 
to  offer  to  the  House  in  the  way  of  explan- 
'.irinn«  e:^iK'ciuIly  in  reference  to  what  had 
f'.illfu  from  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  opposite. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  very  dearly. 
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md  with  exceeding  accuracy^  recapitulated 
the  grounds  of  hii  (Lord  Althorp's)  state- 
awBt,  hut  there  was  one  part  of  it 
that  he  appeared  to  misunderstand — that 
which  rekted  to  the  3(X),000/.  due  on 
malt.  He  (Lord  Althorp)  stated,  that 
there  waa  at  present  a  larfi^  sum  due  on  it 
thu  year^  as  far  as  we  had  gone,  than  there 
waa  last  year ;  and,  in  fact,  that  there  had 
haen  a  great  increase  in  the  sum  due  on  it, 
there  heing  SO0,O00L  due  on  it  now,  in 
additioo  to  the  600,000/.  increase  during 
the  lait  year,  and  he  expected  tliat  the  total 
inerewe  in  the  malt  duty  would  amount  to 
900,000^  From  that  statement,  he  thought 
he  wai  fully  borne  out  in  saying  that  this 
would  not  be  a  temporary  increase.  He  had 
not  calculated  on  such  an  increase  in  the 
anuNintinhis  Estimate  of  the  revenueand  ex- 
penditure last  year,  and,  therefore,  what  had 
accrued  beyond  his  Estimate  was  to  be  taken 
aa  an  additional  surplus.  The  hon.  member 
for  Thetford  hod  doubled  the  expectations 
which  he  (Lord  Althorp)  entertained  with 
regard  to  the  duty  on  cotton,  and  tlic 
grounds  also  on  which  he  founded  his 
statement  with  regard  to  that  article. 
Now  he  would  just  read  the  House  a 
tabular  statement  of  the  importations  of 
cotton  wool  during  the  last  three  years. 
There  were  imported  into  this  country, 
of  cotton  wool,  in  the  year  1829, 
«04,797,6rjf)lb. ;  1 830,  2()9,6:J4,779lb. ; 
18S1,  283,745,6r)0lb.  The  increase, 
therdfore,  in  those  three  years,  was 
from  204,000,000lh.,  and  upwards,  to 
283,000,000lb.,  and  upwards,  shewing  a 
r^ular  tendency  to  increase  in  each  of 
those  three  years.     The  calculation  which 

m 

he  (Lord  Althorp)  had  made  was  u])on  the 
amount  imported  last  year,  observing,  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  might  be  ])ossible 
that  the  duty  which  had  been  imposed  upon 
it  would  act  in  some  degree  as  a  check 
upon  importation  this  year.  From  all  the  in- 
formation, however,  whii:h  he  had  received 
on  the  subject,  he  was  led  to  believe  that 
the  increase  in  the  amount  of  importation, 
would  be  as  great  this  year  as  it  had  been 
last  year.  He  thought  that,  under  such 
circumstances,  the  amount  which  he  cal- 
culated upon  as  likely  to  l)c  derived  from 
the  duty  on  this  article  Wiis  a  very  fair  and 
moderate  one.  He  had  Ijecii  askwl  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  why  the  Estimates  had 
not  been  laid  on  tlie  Table  of  the  House 
before  this  time.  Me  In^gged,  in  reply,  to 
say,  that  the  Estimates  for  the  thn»e  s#»rvioes 
would  be  laid  on  tlu-  labK'  of  tin'  IIoiim' 
that   evening.     He  was  awai-e  that  such  a 


course  was  not  in  accordance  with  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  House,  but  it  should  be 
recollected  that  this  was  as  early  a  period 
as  the  Estimates  had  been  usually  placed  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  in  any  previous 
Session  of  Parliament.  He  wi^ed  to  add 
an  observation  in  reference  to  a  statement 
which  had  been  often  made  for  several  years 
by  hon.  Members  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  finances  of  the  country,  namely,  that  it 
would  be  desirable  that  we  should  com- 
mence them  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
year  than  we  do,  and  for  this  reason — that, 
according  to  the  present  practice  we  were  in 
the  habit  of  voting  estimates  after  the 
money  had  been  spent.  His  right  hon. 
friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  had, 
with  that  view,  last  year,  in  calculating  the 
Estimates  for  the  navy,  so  arranged  them 
as  to  carry  them  to  the  commencement  of 
the  ensuing  April.  He  (Lord  Althorp) 
had  now  to  state  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  his  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  financial  vear  should  for  the  future 
commence  at  the  beginning  of  April.  The 
Estimates,  therefore,  for  the  present  year 
had  been  prepared  in  two  divisions  ;  the 
first  for  the  present  quarter,  so  as  to  bring 
them  up  to  the  1st  of  April,  and  the  other 
for  the  four  quarters  of  the  year  then 
ensuing.  The  whole  Navy  Estimates  for 
the  year  would  be  laid  before  the  House 
this  evening;  the  Army  and  Ordnance 
lilstimates  for  the  quarter  up  to  the  1st  of 
April,  and  the  remaining  listimates  for  those 
services  would  be  laid  l)efore  the  Flouse 
with  the  least  possible  delay. 

Sir  George  Clerk  observed,  that  the 
time  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althoq)) 
had  fixed  for  the  commencement  of  the 
financial  year  would  not  answer  the  purpose 
wliich  he  had  in  view,  and  that  it  would 
render  it  more  difficult  hereafter  to  institute 
a  comparison  with  the  expenditure  of  former 
years. 

Mr.  II It  me  said,  that  the  plan  would  be 
a  good  one,  if  the  estimates  could  l)e  pn>- 
duced  early  in  January,  but  that  if  they 
should  be  put  ofl' till  Feliruary  or  March,  it 
would  only  place  them  in  a  worse  situation 
than  their  present  one. 

Mr.  iuniHmrn  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  able  to  state  the 
amount  of  revenue  and  expenditure  since 
the  iK?riod  when  the  accounts  had  bet»n 
made  up ;  and  if  so,  whether  there  hail 
l)een  an  increase,  or  the  reverse  ? 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  ])eriod 
alluded  to  was  so  short,  that  hi*  could 
not  give  a  precise  answer  to  the  question. 


1351 


Convention 


{COMMONS} 


with  Francis 


1352 


He  believed  that  the  revenue  derivable 
from  the  Customs  was  not  bo  good  up  to  the 
present  time  as  it  had  been  last  year,  but 
then  it  was  to  be  recollected  that  it  was 
extraordinarily  large  last  year. 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  and  a  Bill  founded 
thereon  ordered  to  be  brought  in. 

Convention  with  France.]  Mr. 
Burge  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  if. he  had 
any  objection  to  produce  the  correspond- 
ence which  took  place  with  the  French 
government  previous  to  the  Convention  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  He 
begged  leave  also  to  ask,  in  what  manner 
the  French  government  had  provided  for 
adjudicating  as  to  French  vessels  captured 
with  slaves  on  board?  With  respect  to 
that  Convention  itself,  he  wished  further 
to  ask,  whether  the  French  government 
had  taken  any  measures  to  carry  its  provi- 
sions into  effect,  and  whether  any  further 


measures  of  the  Aame  kind  had  been  .agreed 
to  with  other  foreign  states? 

Viscount  PalmerMton  said^  that  he  did 
not  feel  bound  toproducc  the  eoireapoudence 
that  had  led  to  that  Convention,  as  the 
Convention  itself  was  before  Parliament. 
As  to  the  tribunals  which  were  to  be  formed 
by  the  French  government,  he  had  to  state, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  French 
government  to  invest  their  consular  agents 
with  power  to  carry  into  effect  the  pur- 
poses of  that  Convention,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  steps  would  be  taken  by  that 
government  to  establish  thoae  local  tri- 
bunals in  convenient  places.  With  respect 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  he  must  observe,  that  no  fteps  had 
yet  been  taken  with  a  view  to  a  negotiation 
with  other  foreien  powers  on  the  subject 
of  a  convention  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade  founded  on  the  sune  prindplti 
as  that  with  France. 
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A     BILL 

To  amend  the  Representation  of  the  People  in  Englajid 

and  Wales. 

(Ai  ordered  to  be  printed  isth  December,  1831.) 
[Note.  •  The  Words  printed  in  Italics  are  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the  Committee.] 


PreamUeJ]  WHEREAS  it  is  expedient  to  take  effectual  measures  for  correcting  divers 
abuses  that  have  long  prevailed  in  the  choice  of  Members  to  serve  in  the  Commons  House 
of  Pftrliament ;  to  deprive  many  inconsiderable  Places  of  the  right  of  returning  Members ; 
to  grant  such  privilege  to  large,  populous,  and  wealthy  Towns;  to  increase  the  number  of 
Knights  of  the  Shire ;  to  extend  the  Elective  Franchise  to  many  of  His  Majesty's  Subjects 
who  have  not  heretofore  enjoyed  the  same ;  and,  to  diminish  the  expense  of  Elections :  Be 
it  therefore  enacted,  by  The  KING'S  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  CommonSy  in  this  present  Parliament 
assembled,  and  by  the  Authority  of  the  same, 

1. — Certain  Boroughi  to  cetne  to  send  Memben  to  Parliament. "}  That  each  of  the  Fifty- 
six  Boroughs  enumerated  in  the  Schedule  marked  (A.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall  from  and 
after  the  end  of  thii  present  Parliament  cease  to  return  any  Member  or  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament. 

2,^'Certain  Boroughi  to  return  one  Member  only,"]  And  be  it  Enacted,  Tliat  each  of  the 
Thirty  Boroughs  enumerated  in  the  Schedule  marked  (B.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall,  from 
mnd  after  the  end  of  thii  preient  Parliament  return  One  Member  and  no  more  to  serve  in 
Pkrliament. 

3, — New  Boroughi  hereafter  to  return  Ttro  Memben.]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  each  of 
the  Places  named  in  the  Schedule  marked  (C.)  to  this  Act  annexed  shall  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  be  a  Borough,  and  shall  as  such  Borough  include  the  Place  or  Places  respect- 
ively, which  shall  be  comprehended  within  the  Boundaries  of  such  Borough,  as  such 
Boundaries  shall  be  settled  and  described  by  an  Act  to  be  passed  for  that  puqiose  in  this 
present  Parliament,  which  Act,  when  passed,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  part  of  this 
Act,  as  fully  and  effectually  as  if  the  same  were  incorporate<l  herewith  ;  and  that  each  of 
the  said  Boroughs  named  in  the  said  Schedule  (C.)  shall,  from  and  after  the  end  of  this 
preient  Parliament,  return  Ttco  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament. 

4. — New  Boroughi  hereafter  to  return  One  Member.'^  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  each  of 
the  Places  named  in  the  Schedule  marked  (D.)  to  this  Act  annexed  shall  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  be  a  Borough,  and  shall  as  such  Borough  include  the  Place  or  Places  respect* 
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ively,  wliii^h  ahall  be  comprehended  wiihia  the  Boundaries  of  such  BoronJ 
Boundaries  shall  be  settled  and  described  by  nu  Act  to  be  passed  for  that  pni 
present  Parltaincnt,  which  Act,  nhen  passed,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  ] 
Act,  as  fully  and  effectually  hi  If  the  soiue  were  incorporated  herewith ;  tutA  I 
the  said  Boroughs  Domeil  Id  the  said  Schedule  (D.)  shall,  from  and  after  tin 
pretmtt  ParliamfM,  return  One  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament. 

5. — The  Boroughi  of  Shorehnm,  CrieMade,  Ayleihury,  and  Eatt  Retford  jj 
certain  adjacent  Dulricli.]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Borough  of  Nctl 
■hall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  Include  the  whole  of  the  Hape  of  Bruaiber  in 
of  SuascK,  aafe  and  except  sucb  parlfl  of  the  said  Rape  as  shall  lie  included  in  I 
of  Horsham,  by  an  Act  to  be  poised  for  that  purpose  in  this  present  PnrliameK 
the  Borough  of  Cricklade  ahall  for  the  purpoiu  of  this  Aci  include  the  Hi 
Div-iaions  of  Highworth,  Cricklade,  Staple,  Kingsbridge,  and  IHalmsbury.  in 
of  Wilts,  save  and  except  such  parts  of  the  said  Hundred  of  Malmsbury  aai 
eluded  in  the  Borough  of  Malmsbury,  by  an  Act  to  be  passed  for  tbitt  {mmj 
present  Parliament ;  and  that  the  Borough  of  Aylesbury  shall  fur  the  jturpoaei 
include  the  three  Hundreds  of  Aylesbury,  in  tlie  County  of  Buckingham  ;  t 
Borough  of  East  Retford  shall  for  the  purposes  of  ihii  Act  include  Ibe  HundH 
law  in  the  County  of  Nutiinghani,  and  all  places  locally  situate  within  the  outtU 
or  limit  of  the  Hundred  of  Bassetlaw,  or  surrounded  by  such  Boundary  Mid  by 
the  County  of  York  or  County  of  Lincuto. 

6. — tP'egmouih  and  JUetvetnbe  Rfgii  lo  return  Tuia  Member*  Jolntfy,  ^m  4'''*ii 
Enacted,  That  the  Towns  of  Weymouth  and  Melcomlie  Re^a  shall  for  thsj 
this  Act  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  One  Burousli,  and  that  such  Borouf^h  •&■ 
after  the  end  of  Ihit  preieni  Parliament  return  Ttro  Members,  and  no  oDure,  to| 
liainent ;  and  tliat  the  Towns  of  Punryn  and  Falmouth  shall,  fur  the  purposMl 
he  deemed  and  taken  to  be  one  Borough  \  and  that  the  Towns  of  Saudnrich  mat 
for  the  purposes  of  thin  Act.  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  one  Borough  ;  and  I 
the  said  Borciughs  shall,  from  and  after  the  end  of  Ikii  prttrnt  Pitriiame^ml^ 
Members  lo  serve  in  Parliament. 

l-'—Boundaritt  ef  certain  eritting  Bormight  U  be  tellled  )  And  be  It  Bm 
every  City  aud  Borough  in  England,  which  now  returns  a  Member  or  Mambeis 
Parliament  (except  the  several  Cities  and  Boroughs  enumerated  In  Iha  aaiil  Sd 
and  Ihe  several  Boroughs  of  New  Shoreham,  Cricklade,  Aylesbury  and  East  IM 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  include  the  place  or  places  respectively,  which  dU 
prehended  witbiu  Ihe  Boundaries  of  such  City  or  Borough,  as  such  BoitnilMl 
aettled,  and  descrihed,  by  an  Act  to  be  paaseil  for  that  purpose  in  this  present  1 
which  Act,  when  paise<l,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  part  of  this  Act,  i 
effectually  as  if  the  sairie  were  incorporated  herewith  ;  and  that  every  such  City4 
shall,  together  with  the  place  or  places  respectively,  so  to  he  comprehended  then 
said,  he  a  City  or  Boroui;h  for  ibe  purpose  of  reluming  a  Member  or  Memben 
all  future  Parliaments. 

».—Plaeet  in  tfalet  tn  have  a  ibare  In  Eleetiantfor  Ihe  SMre-Tuieni."\  And  ba 
That  each  of  Ihe  places  named  in  the  first  column  of  the  Schedule  (E,)  tnihiiii 
shall  have  a  share  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  tn  scne  in  all  future  Parllani 
Shire'TowD  or  Borough  which  is  mentioned  in  conjunction  therewith,  aud  M 
second  column  of  the  said  Schedule  (G.) 

^.—Bonndiiriet  of  certain  places  in  ff'alei  lo  be  tellled.']     Anil  lie  it  Enacted,  T 

the  places  named  in  the  first  column  of  the  said  tichednle  (B),  and  cnoh  •^ 

Towns,  or  Boroughs,  named  in  Ihe  second  culuoin  of  the  said  Schedule  tB.),  ll 

purposes  of  this  Act  include  the  place  or  plttces  respecliTcly,  whicU  thsll  bt  cm 
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within  the  Boundaries  of  each  of  the  said  Places,  Shire-Towns  and  Boroughs  respectively^ 
as  such  Boundaries  shall  be  settled  and  described  by  an  Act  to  be  passed  for  that  purpose 
in  this  present  Parliament,  which  Act,  when  passed,  shall  be  deemed  and  talcen  to^be  part 
of  this  Act,  as  fully  and  effectually  as  if  the  same  were  incorporated  herewith. 

lO,^^Swaniea,  Lougher,  Neath,  Meraven  and  Ken^fig  to  farm  one  Borough,  and  Electon 
thereof  not  to  vote  for  Members  for  Cardiff,']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  each  of  the  Towns 
of  Swansea,  Lougher,  Neath,  Aberaren,  and  Ken-fig  shall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  in- 
clude the  place  or  places  respectively,  which  shall  be  comprehended  within  the  Boundaries 
of  each  of  the  said  Towns,  as  such  Boundaries  shall  be  settled  and  described  by  an  Act  to 
be  passed  for  that  purpose  in  this  present  Parliament,  which  Act,  when  passed,  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  part  of  this  Act  as  fully  and  effectually  as  if  the  same  were  in- 
corporated herewith  ;  and  that  the  said  Five  Towns,  so  including  as  aforesaid,  shall  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  be  one  Borough,  and  shall  as  such  Borough  from  and  after  the  end  of 
this  present  Parliament,  retuni  One  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament ;  and  that  the  Portreeve 
of  Swansea  shall  be  the  Returning  Officer  for  the  said  Borough ;  and  that  no  person  by 
reason  of  any  right  accruing  in  any  of  the  said  Five  Towns  shall  have  any  Vote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Cardiff*. 

1 1.— Z)##cri/)/id»  of  the  Returning  Officers  for  the  neta  BorougJis  •  •  •  •  Proviso, "^    And  be 
it  Enacted,  That  the  persons  respectively  described  in  the  said  Schedules  (C.)  and  (D.) 
shall  be  the  Returning  Officers  at  all  Elections  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament for  the  Boroughs  in  conjunction  with  wliich  such  persons  are  respectively  men- 
tioned in  the  said  Schedules  (C.J  and  (D.) ;  and  that  for  those  Boroughs  for  which  no  per- 
sons are  mentioned  in  such  Schedules  as  Returning  Officers,  the  Sheriff'  for  the  time  being 
of  the  County  in  which  such  Boroughs  are  respectively  situate  shall,  within  Tteo  Months 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  in  every  succeeding  respective  year  in  the  month  of 
March,  by  writing  under  his  hand,  nominate  and  appoint  for  each  of  such  Boroughs  a  fit 
person,  being  resident  therein,  to  be,  and  such  person  so  nominated  and  appointed  shall 
accordingly  be,  the  Returning  Officer  for  each  of  such  Boroughs  respectively,  until  the 
nomination  to  be  made  in  the  succeeding  March ;  and  in  the  event  of  the  death  of  any 
such  person,  or  of  his  becoming  incapable  to  act  by  reason  of  siclcness  or  other  sufficient 
impediment,  the  Sheriff"  for  the  time  being  shall,  on  notice  thereof,  forthwith  nominate  and 
appoint  in  his  stead  a  fit  person,  being  so  resident  as  aforesaid,  to  be,  and  such  person  so 
nominated  and  appointed  sliall  accordingly  be,  the  Returning  Officer  for  such  Borough  for 
the  remainder  of  the  then  current  year ;  and  no  person,  having  been  so  nominated  and 
appointed  as  Returning  Officer  for  any  Borough,  shall  after  the  expiration  of  his  office  be 
compellable  at  any  time  thereafter  to  serve  again  in  the  said  office  for  the  same  Borough  : 
Provided  always.  That  no  person  being  in  Holy  Orders,  nor  any  Churchwarden  or  Overseer 
of  the  Poor  within  any  such  Borough  shall  be  nominated  or  appointed  as  such  Returning 
Oificer  for  the  same;  and  that  no  person  so  nominated  and  appointed  as  Returning  Officer 
for  any  such  Borough,  shall  be  appointed  a  Churchwarden  or  Overseer  of  the  Poor  therein 
during  the  year  for  which  he  shall  l>e  such  Returning  Officer :  Provided  also.  That  no  per- 
son qualified  to  be  elected  to  serve  as  a  Member  in  Parliament  for  any  such  Borough,  shall 
be  compellable  to  serve  as  Returning  Officer  for  such  Borough,  if  within  one  week  after  he 
shall  have  received  notice  of  his  nomination  and  appointment  as  Returning  Officer,  he 
shall  make  oath  of  such  qualification  before  any  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  shall  forthwith 
notify  the  same  to  the  Sheriff*:  Provided  also.  That  in  case  His  Majesty  shall  be  pleased  to 
grant  his  Royal  Charter  of  Incorporation  to  any  of  the  Boroughs  named  in  the  said 
Schedules  (C.)  and  (D.)  which  are  not  now  incorporated,  and  shall  by  such  Charter  give 
power  to  elect  a  Mayor  or  other  Chief  Municipal  Officer  for  any  such  Borough,  then  and 
in  every  such  case  such  Mayor  or  other  Chief  Municipal  Officer  for  the  time  being  shall  be 
the  Returning  Officer  for  such  Borough  instead  of  the  person  nominated  and  appointed  by 
the  Sheriff*  as  aforesaid ;  and  the  provisions  hereinbefore  contained  with  regard  to  the 
future  nomination  and  appointment  of  a  Returning  Oflicer  for  such  Borough  shall  thence- 
forth cease  and  determine. 
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12. — Shv  Knights  of  ihe  Shire  for  Yorkihire ;  Two  for  each  Riding,']  And  be  it  Enacted^ 
That  in  all  future  Parliaments  there  shall  be  Six  Knights  of  the  Shire,  instead  of  Four,  to 
serve  for  the  County  of  York ;  (that  is  to  say)  Two  Knights  for  each  of  the  Three  Ridings 
of  the  said  County,  to  be  elected  in  the  same  manner,  and  by  the  same  classes  and  descrip- 
tions of  Voters,  and  in  respect  of  the  same  several  Rights  of  Voting,  as  if  each  of  the 
Three  Ridings  were  a  separate  County :  and  that  the  Court  for  the  Election  of  Kiughts  of 
the  Shire  for  the  North  Riding  of  the  said  County  shall  be  holden  at 
and  the  Court  for  the  Election  of  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  West  Riding  of  the  said 
County  shall  lie  holden  at  Wakefield,  and  the  Court  for  the  Election  of  Knights  of  the 
Shire  for  the  East  Riding  of  the  said  County,  shall  be  holden  at 

13. — Four  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  Lincolnshire  f  Two  for  the  parts  ofLindsep^  Two  for 
Kesteven  and  Holland^  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  in  all  future  Parliaments  there  shall  be 
Four  Knights  of  the  Shire,  instead  of  Two,  to  serve  for  the  County  of  lincoln  \  (tliat  is 
to  say,)  Two  for  the  parts  of  Lindsey  in  the  said  County,  and  Two  for  the  parts  of 
Kesteven  and  Holland  in  the  same  County ;  and  that  such  Four  Knights  shall  be  chosen  in 
the  same  manner,  and  by  the  same  classes  and  descriptions  of  Voters,  and  in  respect  of 
the  same  several  Rights  of  Voting,  as  if  the  said  parts  of  Lindsey  vrere  a  separate  County, 
and  the  said  parts  of  Kesteven  and  Holland  together  were  also  a  separate  County ;  and 
that  the  Court  for  the  Election  of  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  parts  of  Lindsey,  in  the 
said  County,  shall  be  holden  at  and  the  Court  for  the  BlectidD  of  Kniffhta 

of  the  Shire  for  the  parts  of  Kesteven  and  Holland,  in  the  said  County,  shall  be  holden 
at 

14,— Certain  Counties  to  be  divided,  and  to  return  two  Knights  of  the  Shke  for  each 
Division,"}  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  each  of  the  Counties  enumerated  in  the  Schedule 
marked  (F.)  to  this  Act  annexed  shall  be  divided  into  Two  Divisions,  which  Divisions  shall 
be  settled  and  described  by  an  Act  to  be  passed  for  that  purpose  in  this  present  Parliament, 
which  Act,  when  passed,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  part  of  this  Act,  as  fully  and 
eflectually  as  if  the  same  were  incorporated  herewith,  and  that  in  all  future  Ptollanients 
there  shall  be  Four  Knights  of  the  Shire,  instead  of  Two,  to  serve  for  each  of  the  said 
Counties  (that  is  to  say)  Two  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  each  Division  of  the  said  Counties; 
and  that  such  Knights  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same  manner  and  by  the  same  classes  and 
descriptions  of  Voters,  and  in  respect  of  the  same  several  Rights  of  Voting,  as  if  each  of 
the  said  Divisions  were  a  separate  County ;  and  that  the  Court  for  the  Election  of  Knights 
of  the  Shire  for  each  Division  of  the  said  Counties  shall  be  holden  at  the  place  to  be 
named  for  that  purpose  in  the  Act  so  to  be  passed  as  aforesaid,  for  settling  and  describing 
the  Divisions  of  the  said  Counties. 

\h,^Three  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  Berks,  Bucks,  fyc:  Two  for  Carmarthen,  ^r.]  And 
be  it  Enacted,  That  in  all  future  Parliaments  there  shall  be  Three  Knights  of  the  Shire, 
instead  of  Two,  to  serve  for  each  of  the  following  Counties ;  (that  is  to  say)  Berkshire, 
Buckinghamshire,  Cambridgeshire,  Dorsetshire,  Herefordshire,  Hertfordshire,  Monmouth- 
shire, and  Oxfordshire^  and  Two  KnighU  of  the  Shire,  instead  of  One,  to  serve  for  each 
of  the  Counties  of  Carmarthen,  Denbigh,  and  Glamorgan. 

16. — Ide  of  fFight,  severed  from  Hampshire,  to  return  a  Member."]  And  be  it  Enacted, 
That  the  Isle  of  Wight  in  the  County  of  Southampton,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act  be  a  County  of  itself,  separate  and  apart  from  the  County  of  Southampton,  and 
shall  return  One  Knight  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  every  future  Parliament ;  and  that  such 
Knight  shall  be  chosen  by  the  same  classes  and  descriptions  of  Voters,  and  in  respect  of 
the  same  several  Rights  of  Voting,  as  any  Knight  of  the  Shire  shall  be  chosen  in  any 
County  in  England  -,  and  that  all  Elections  for  the  said  County  of  the  Isle  of  l^ght,  shall 
be  holden  at  the  Town  of  Newport  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  and  the  Sheriff  of  the  Isle  of 
Wight,  or  his  Deputy,  shall  be  the  Returning  Officer  at  such  Elections, 
(p.  4.) 
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17. — Townt  which  are  Cauniiet  of  ihemiehet  io  he  included  in  adjoining  Counties  for  County 
EtectioneJl  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  for  the  purpose  of  electing  a  Knight  or  Knights  of 
the  Shire  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  the 
North  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  the  parts  of  Lindsey,  in  the  County  of  Lincoln,  and 
the  sereral  Counties  at  large  enumerated  in  the  Second  column  of  the  Schedule  marked 
(0.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall  respectively  include  the  several  Cities  and  Towns  and 
CoiMities  of  the  same  which  are  respectively  mentioned  in  conjunction  with  such  Ridings^ 
Parts  and  Counties  at  large,  and  named  in  the  First  column  of  the  sidd  Schedule  (G.) 

18. — No  freehold  for  Life  ihallgive  a  Vote  for  the  County,  unlets  it  be  worth  10/.  a  year. 
. .  ..Exception  as  to  present  AOs.  Freeholders  for  Life.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  no  person 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament  in  respect  of  any  Freehold  Lands  or  Tenements,  whereof  he  may  he 
seised  for  his  own  life,  or  for  the  life  of  another,  or  for  any  lives  whatsoever,  unless  the 
same  shall  be  to  him  of  the  clear  yearly  value  of  not  less  than  Ten  Pounds,  above  all  rents 
and  charges  payable  out  of  or  in  respect  of  the  same,  any  Statute  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding:  Provided  always.  That  nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  prevent  any 
person  now  seised  for  his  own  life,  or  for  the  life  of  another,  or  for  any  lives  whatsoever, 
of  any  Freehold  Lands  or  Tenements  of  the  clear  yearly  value  to  him  of  Forty  Shillings, 
above  all  rents  and  charges,  from  acquiring  or  retaining,  so  long  as  he  shall  be  so  seised 
of  the  same  Lands  or  Tenements,  the  Right  of  Voting  in  such  Election  in  respect  thereof^ 
if  duly  registered  according  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  contained. 

19. — Right  of  Foting  in  Counties  extended  to  Copyholders."]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That 
every  Male  Person  of  full  age,  and  not  subject  to  any  legal  incapacity,  who  shall  be  seised 
at  law  or  in  equity  of  any  Lands  or  Tenements  of  Copyhold  or  customary  tenure  for  his 
own  life  or  for  the  life  of  another,  or  for  any  lives  whatsoever,  or  or  for  any  larger  estate, 
of  the  clear  yearly  value  to  him  of  not  less  than  Ten  Pounds  over  and  above  all  rents  and 
chaifpes  payable  out  of  or  in  respect  of  the  same,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election 
of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  the  County,  or 
fox  the  lUding,  Parts  or  Division  of  the  County,  in  which  such  lands  or  tenements  shall 
be  respectively  situate. 

iO.'^Right  of  Foting  in  Counties  extended  to  Leaseholders  and  Occupiers  of  Premises  of 
certain  value  above  charges.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  every  Male  Person  of  full  age,  and 
not  subject  to  any  legal  incapacity,  who  shall  hold,  as  lessee  or  assignee,  any  lands  or 
tenements,  whether  of  freehold,  copyhold,  or  customary  tenure,  originally  demised  for 
any  term  not  less  than  Sixty  years,  (whether  determinable  on  a  life  or  lives,  or  not,)  of 
the  clear  yearly  value,  to  him,  of  not  less  than  Ten  Pounds  over  and  above  all  rents  and 
charges  payable  out  of  or  in  respect  of  the  same,  or  originally  demised  for  any  Term  not 
less  than  Twenty  Years,  (whether  determinable  on  a  life  or  lives,  or  not,)  of  the  clear 
yearly  value  to  him  of  not  less  than  Fifty  Pounds  over  and  above  all  rents  and  charges 
payable  out  of  or  in  respect  of  the  same,  or  who  shall  occupy  as  tenant  any  lands  or 
tenementM  for  which  he  shall  be  bonft  fide  liable  to  a  yearly  rent  of  not  less  than  Ff/iy 
Pounds,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to 
■enre  in  any  future  Parliament  for  the  County,  or  for  the  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  the 
Coanty^  in  which  such  lands  or  tenements  shall  be  respectively  situate :  Provided  always. 
That  no  person  being  a  sub-lessee  or  the  assignee  of  any  underlease  shall  have  a  right  to 
voto  in  iuch  Election  in  respect  of  any  such  tcnn  of  Sixty  years  or  Twenty  years  as  afore- 
aaidj  unless  he  shall  be  in  the  actual  occupation  of  the  premises. 

21. — fFhat  not  to  be  deemed  Charges.]  And  be  it  Declared  and  Enacted,  That  no  Public 
or  Ptfliamentary  Tax,  nor  any  Church  Rate,  County  Rate  or  Parochial  Rate,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  any  charge  payable  out  of  or  in  respect  of  any  lands  or  tenements  within 
tte  meaning  of  this  Act. 
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22,^County  Voters  tieed  mt  he  as$essed  to  the  Land  TaxJ]  And  be  it  Enactod,  That  in 
order  to  entitle  any  person  to  vote  in  any  Election  of  a  Knight  of  the  Shire  or  other 
Member  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  in  respect  of  any  messuages,  iands^  or  tene- 
ments whether  Freehold  or  otherwise,  it  shaU  not  be  necessary  that  the  same  shall  be 
assessed  to  the  Land  Tax ;  any  Statute  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

23. — Provision  as  to  Trustee*  and  MortgageesJ\  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  no  person  shall 
be  allowed  to  have  any  Vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Slure  for  or  by 
reason  of  any  Trust  Estate  or  Mortgage,  unless  such  Trustee  or  Mortgagee  be  in  actual 
possession  or  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  same  Estate,  but  that  the  Mortgagor 
or  Ccstuique  Trust  in  possession  shall  and  may  vote  for  the  same  Estate  notwithstanding 
such  Mortgage  or  Tnist. 

24. — No  Person  to  vote  for  a  County  in  respect  of  any  Freehold  House^  ^c*  ocaqned  by 
himself  for  which  he  might  acquire  a  Vote  for  a  Borough,"]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  not- 
withstanding any  thing  hereinbefore  contained,  no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  in  respect 
of  his  estate  or  interest  as  a  Freeholder  in  any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house  or  shop 
occupied  by  himself,  or  in  any  land  occupied  by  himself,  together  with  any  house,  ware- 
house, counting-house  or  shop,  if  by  reason  of  the  occupation  thereof  respectively  he 
might  acquire  a  Right  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  for  any  City  or 
Borough,  whether  he  shall  or  shall  not  have  actually  acquired  the  Right  to  vote  for  such 
City  or  Borough,  in  respect  thereof. 

25. — No  Person  to  vote  for  a  County  in  respect  of  certain  Copyholds  and  LttekMs  in  a 
Borough.}  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  notwithstanding  any  thing  hereinbefore  conUdned, 
no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to 
serve  in  any  future  Parliament  in  respect  of  his  estate  or  interest  as  a  Copyholder  or 
Customary  Tenant,  or  as  such  Lessee  or  Assignee,  or  as  such  Tenant  and  Occupier  as 
aforesaid,  in  any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house  or  shop,  or  in  any  land  occupied 
together  with  a  house,  warehouse,  counting-house  or  shop,  if  by  reason  of  the  oocnpttion 
thereof  respectively  he  or  any  other  person  might  acquire  a  right  to  vote  in  the  Election  of 
a  Member  or  Members  for  any  City  or  Borough,  whether  he  or  any  other  person  shall  or 
shall  not  have  actually  acquired  the  Right  to  vote  for  such  City  or  Borough  in  respect 
thereof. 

26. — Possession  for  a  certain  time  and  Registration  essential  to  the  Righi  ^  Vodng  fur  a 

County Exception  in  case  of  Property  coming  by  Descent,  4^.]    And  be  it  Enacted, 

That  notwithstanding  any  thing  hereinbefore  contained  no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote 
in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any  futore  Parliament 
unless  he  shall  have  been  duly  registered  according  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  contained; 
and  that  no  person  shall  be  so  registered  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hsmdrHl  amd 
Thirty-two,  or  in  any  succeeding  year,  in  respect  of  any  lands  or  tenonents  of  freehold, 
copyhold  or  customary  tenure^  unless  he  shall  have  been  in  the  actual  possession  thereof, 
or  in  the  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  thereof  for  his  own  use,  for  Sist  calendsMr  M^mthr 
at  least  next  previous  to  the  day  of  In  the  said  year  Ona 

thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  next  previous  to  the  last  day  ofJw^  in  ally  snch 
respective  succeeding  year,  which  said  period  of  Sis  calendar  Months  shall  be  sufficient, 
any  statute  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding;  and  that  no  person  shall  be  so  registered  in 
the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  in  any  succeeding  year,  in  respect 
of  any  lands  or  tenements  held  by  him  as  such  lessee  or  assignee,  or  as  such  occupier  and 
tenant  as  aforesaid,  unless  he  shall  have  been  in  the  actual  possession  thereof,  or  in  the 
receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  thereof  for  his  own  use,  as  the  case  may  require,  for 
Twelve  calendar  Months  next  previous  to  the  day  of  in  the 

said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  next  previous  to  the  last  day  of 
(p.  6.) 
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Jti§  is  M17  suck  respedive  raceeediBg  yetr ;  Provided  always.  That  where  any  lands  or 
tOMBMiits  wtiidi  would  otherwise  entitle  the  owner,  holder  or  occupier  thereof  to  vote  in 
■ay  inch  Election  shall  come  to  any  person  at  any  time  within  such  respective  periods  of 
5Sur  er  TVmAw  CMiemdmr  MUniks  by  descent,  succession,  marriage,  marriage  settlement, 
deviae,  or  promotion  to  any  benefice  in  a  church,  or  by  promotion  to  any  office,  such 
pcraon  shall  be  entitled  in  respect  thereof  to  have  his  name  inserted  as  a  Voter  in  the 
Electkm  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  in  the  Lists  then  next  to  l>e  made  by  virtue 
of  this  Act  as  hereinafter  mentioned. 

97.— IU|fA#  9/  y9img  in  Bofugki  to  ho  ef^oyed  Itf  Occupiers  of  Houiee,  ^c,  of  the  annual 

oakie  of  1(W No  Occupier  to  vote  unleu  rated  te  the  Poor  Rate. ....  Rate  and  Aiteeeed 

Tamee  must  he  paid.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  in  every  City  or  Borough  which  shall 
return  a  Meml»er  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  every  Male  Person  of  full 
•go,  and  not  subject  to  any  legal  incapacity,  who  shall  occupy  within  such  City  or  Borough, 
or  within  any  place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  such  City  or  Borough,  as  owner  or  tenant, 
any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house  or  shop,  being  either  separately  or  jointly  with  any 
land  within  such  City,  Borough  or  Place,  occupied  therewith  by  him  as  Owner,  or  occupied 
therewith  by  him  as  Tenant  under  the  same  landlord,  of  the  clear  yearly  value  of  not  less 
than  Ten  Pounds,  shall,  if  duly  registered  according  to  the  provisions  herdnafter  con- 
tained, be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future 
Parliament  for  such  City  or  Borough :  Provided  always.  That  no  such  person  shall  be  so 
registered  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  in  any  succeeding 
year,  unless  he  shall  have  occupied  such  premises  as  aforesaid,  for  Twelve  calendar 
Months  next  previous  to  the  day  of  in  the  said  year  One 

thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  next  previous  to  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  such 
respective  succeeding  year,  nor  unless  such  person,  where  such  premises  are  situate  in  any 
Parish  or  Township  in  which  there  shall  be  a  Rate  for  the  relief  of  the  Poor,  shall  have 
been  rated  in  respect  of  such  premises  to  all  Rates  for  the  relief  of  the  Poor,  in  such 
Parish  or  Township  made  during  the  time  of  such  his  occupation  as  aforesaid,  nor  unless 
such  person  shall  have  paid,  on  or  before  the  day  of  in  the 

said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  all  the  Poor's  Rates  and  Assessed 
Taxes  which  shall  have  become  payable  from  him  in  respect  of  such  premises,  previously 
to  the  day  of  then  next  preceding,  or  shall  have  paid  on  or 

before  the  Twentieth  day  of  July  in  any  such  succeeding  year  as  aforesaid,  all  the  Poor's 
Rates  and  Assessed  Taxes  which  shall  have  become  payable  from  him  in  respect  of  such 
premises^  previously  to  the  respective  Sixth  day  of  April  then  next  preceding. 

28. — Provision  as  to  Premises  occupied  in  succession,  and  as  to  Joint  Occupiers.]  And  be  It 
Enacted,  That  the  premises,  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  which  any  person  shall  be 
deemed  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  for  any  City  or  Borough  as  aforesaid,  shall  not  be 
required  to  be  the  same  premises,  but  may  be  different  premises  occupied  in  immediate 
succession  by  such  person  during  the  said  Tteelve  Months;  and  that  where  any  such  pre- 
mises as  aforesaid  shall  be  jointly  occupied  by  more  persons  than  one  as  owners  or  tenants, 
eaeh  of  such  joint  occupiers  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  respect  thereof,  in  case  the  clear 
yearly  value  of  such  premises  shall  be  of  an  amount  which,  when  divided  by  the  number 
of  such  oeeupiers,  shall  give  a  sum  of  not  less  than  Ten  Pounds  for  each  and  every  such 
occupier,  but  not  otherwise. 

^.—Oeeupiers  may  demand  to  he  rated Proviso.]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  In  every  CSty 

or  Borough  which  shall  return  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  and 
la  every  place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  such  City  or  Borough,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any 
person  occupying  any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house  or  shop,  either  separately  or 
Jointly  with  any  land  occupied  therewith  by  him  as  owner,  or  occupied  therewith  by  him 
■a  tenant  under  the  same  landlord,  in  any  Parish  or  Township  In  which  there  shall  be  a 
rate  for  the  relief  of  the  Poor,  to  claim  to  be  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  Poor  in  respect  of 
rack  PkeraiseSf  whether  the  landlord  shall  or  shall  not  be  liable  to  be  rated  to  the  relief  of 
(p.  7.) 
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the  Poor  in  respect  thereof;  aud  upon  such  occupier  so  cluming  and  actually  paying  or 
tendering  the  full  amount  of  the  rate  or  rates,  if  any,  then  due  in  respect  of  such  prenuses, 
the  Overseers  of  the  Parish  or  Township  in  which  such  premises  are  situate  are  hereby  re- 
quired to  put  the  name  of  such  occupier  upon  the  rate  for  the  time  being ;  and  in  case  such 
Overseers  shall  neglect  or  refuse  so  to  do,  such  occupier  shall  nevertheless  fpr  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  have  been  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  Poor  in  respect  of  such 
premises  from  the  period  at  which  the  rate  shall. have  been  made,  the  amount  whereof  he 
shall  have  so  paid  or  tendered  as  aforesaid :  Provided  always.  That  where  by  virtue  of  any 
Act  of  Parliament  the  landlord  shall  be  liable  to  the  payment  of  the  rate  for  the  relief  of 
the  Poor  in  respect  of  any  premises  occupied  by  his  tenant,  nothing  herein  contained  shall 
be  deemed  to  vary  or  discharge  the  liability  of  such  landlord ;  but  that  in  case  the  tenant, 
who  shall  have  been  rated  for  such  premises  in  consequence  of  any  such  claim  as  aforesaid, 
shall  make  default  in  the  payment  of  the  Poor's  Rate  due  in  respect  thereof,  such  landlord 
shall  be  and  remain  liable  for  the  payment  thereof,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had 
himself  been  rated  in  respect  of  the  premises  so  occupied  by  his  tenant. 

30. — /4s  to  Freeholders  voting  for  Towns  being  Counties  of  themselves,]  And  be  it 
Enacted,  That  every  person  who  would  have  been  entitled,  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed, 
to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Ptoliament  for  any 
City  or  Town,  being  a  County  of  itself,  in  respect  of  his  Estate  or  interest  as  a  JPree- 
holder,  either  with  or  without  any  other  qualification  superadded  thereto,  shall  be  entitled 
to  vote  in  such  Election,  provided  he  shall  be  duly  registered  according  to  the  proTiuons 
hereinafter  contained ;  but  that  no  such  person  shall  be  so  registered  in  the  year  One  tkou" 
sand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  in  any  succeeding  year,  unless  he  shall  on  the 

day  of  in  the  said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 

Thirty-two,  or  on  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  such  respective  succeeding  year,  be  qualified 
as  such  Elector,  in  such  manner  as  would  entitle  him  then  to  vote  if  such  days  were  re- 
spectively the  days  of  Election,  and  this  Act  had  not  been  passed. 

31. — Freemen  not  to  vote  in  Boroughs,  unless  resident^  Sfc ExcUuion  ^f  Freetnen 

created  since  the  \st  of  March  1831.]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  every  person  who  would 
have  been  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future 
Parliament  for  any  City  or  Borough  not  included  in  the  Schedule  marked  (A.)  to  this  Act 
annexed,  either  as  a  Burgess  or  Freeman,  or  in  the  City  of  London  as  a  Freeman  and 
Liveryman,  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  such  Election, 
provided  such  person  shall  be  duly  registered  according  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  con- 
tained ;  but  that  no  such  person  shall  be  so  registered  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  Thirty-two,  or  in  any  succeeding  year,  unless  such  person  shall,  on  the 

day  of  in  the  said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^wo, 

or  on  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  such  respective  succeeding  year,  be  qualified  In  such 
manner  as  would  entitle  him  then  to  vote  if  such  days  were  respectively  the  days  of 
Election,  and  this  Act  had  not  been  passed,  nor  unless  such  person  shall  have  resided 
for  Six  calendar  Months  next  previous  to  the  day  of  in  the  said 

year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  next  previous  to  the  last  day  of  July 
in  any  such  respective  succeeding  year,  within  the  City  or  Borough,  or  within  the  Place 
sharing  in  the  Election  for  the  City  or  Borough,  in  respect  of  which  City,-3oroagh  or 
Place  respectively  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  or  within  Seven  statute  miles  of 
such  City,  Borough  or  Place  respectively :  Provided  always.  That  no  person  who  shall 
have  been  elected  or  made  a  Burgess  or  Freeman  since  the  First  day  of  March  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  Thirty-one,  or  who  shall  hereafter  be  elected  or  made  a  Burgess  or  Free- 
man, otherwise  than  in  respect  of  birth  or  servitude,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  as  such  in 
any  such  Election  f6r  any  City  or  Borough  as  aforesaid,  or  to  be  so  registered  as  aforesaid : 
Provided  also,  That  no  Person  shall  be  so  entitled  as  a  Burgess  or  Freeman  in  respect  of 
birth,  unless  his  right  be  originally  derived  from  or  through  some  person  who  was  a 
Burgess  or  Freeman,  or  entitled  to  be  admitted  a  Burgess  or  Freeman  previously  to  the 
first  day  of  March  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^nct  or  firom  or 
(p.  8.) 
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through  some  person  who  shall  since  that  time  have  become  a  Burgess  or  Freeman  in 
respect  of  servitude. 

32. — Resetvaiion  of  other  Rights  of  Foting  in  Borought Residence  required."]    And  be 

it  Enacted,  That  no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members 
to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  any  City  or  Borough,  save  and  except  in  respect  of  some 
right  conferred  by  this  Act,  or  as  a  Burgess  or  Freeman,  or  as  a  Freeman  and  Liveryman,  or 
in  the  case  of  a  City  or  Town  being  a  County  of  itself,  as  a  Freeholder  as  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned :  Provided  always.  That  every  person  now  having  a  right  to  vote  in  the  Election  for 
any  City  or  Borough  (except  those  enumerated  in  the  said  Schedule  (A.)  in  rirtue  of  any 
other  qualification  tban  as  a  Burgess  or  Freeman,  or  as  a  Freeman  and  Liveryman,  or  in 
the  case  of  a  City  or  Town  being  a  County  of  itself,  as  a  Freeholder  as  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned, shall  retain  such  Right  of  Voting  so  long  as  he  shall  be  qualified  as  an  Elector 
according  to  the  usages  and  customs  of  such  City  or  Borough,  or  any  Law  now  in  force, 
and  such  Person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve 
in  any  future  Parliament  for  such  City  or  Borough,  if  duly  registered  according  to  the 
provisions  hereinafter  contained ;  but  that  no  such  person  shall  be  so  registered  in  the 
year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^two^  or  in  any  succeeding  year,  unless  such 
person  shall,  on  the  day  of  in  the  said  year  One  thousand  eight 

hundred  and  Thirtp^two,  or  on  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  such  respective  succeeding 
year,  be  qualified  as  such  Elector  in  such  manner  as  would  entitle  him  then  to  vote  if 
such  days  were  respectively  the  days  of  Election,  and  this  Act  had  not  been  passed,  nor 
unless  such  person  shall  have  resided  for  Sijf  calendar  Months  next  previous  to  the 
day  of  in  the  said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^two,  or  next 

previous  to  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  such  respective  succeeding  year,  within  the  City  or 
Borough,  or  within  the  place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  the  City  or  Borough,  in  respect 
of  which  City,  Borough  or  Place  respectively,  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  or 
within  Seven  statute  miles  of  such  City,  Borough  or  Place  respectively :  Provided  never- 
thdess.  That  such  person  shall  for  ever  cease  to  enjoy  such  Right  of  Voting  for  any  such 
City  or  Borough  as  aforesaid,  if  his  name  shall  have  been  omitted  for  Tufo  successive 
years  from  the  Register  of  such  Voters  for  such  City  or  Borough  hereinafter  directed  to 
be  made,  unless  he  shall  have  been  so  omitted  in  consequence  of  his  having  received 
parochial  relief  within  Ikcelve  calendar  Months  next  previous  to  the  day  of 

in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  or  next  previous  to 
the  last  day  of  July  in  any  succeeding  year. 

33. — Provision  as  to  certain  Freehold  footers  for  Shoreham  and  CrichladeJ]  Provided  also, 
and  be  it  Enacted,  That  every  person  now  having  a  Right  to  vote  for  the  Borough  of  New 
Shoreham  in  respect  of  any  Freehold  situate  in  the  Borough  or  Parish  of  Horsham,  and 
every  person  now  having  a  Right  to  vote  for  the  Borough  of  Cricklade  in  respect  of  any 
Freehold  situate  in  the  Borough  or  Parish  of  Malmsbury,  shall  respectively  retain  such 
Ught  of  Voting  for  the  several  Boroughs  of  New  Shoreham  and  Cricklade  as  defined  by 
this  Act,  subject  always  to  the  provisions  hereinbefore  mentioned  with  regard  to  the  Right 
of  Voting  for  any  Borough  in  respect  of  Freehold. 

34. — Exclusion  of  certain  Rights  of  Foting  acquired  since  the  first  of  March  1831.] 
Provided  nevertheless,  and  be  it  Enacted,  That  nobvithstanding  anything  hereinl>efore  con- 
tained, no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to 
serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  any  City  or  Borough  (other  than  a  City  or  Town  being 
a  County  of  itself,  in  the  Election  for  whidh  Freeholders  have  a  Right  to  vote  as  herdn- 
before  mentioned),  in  respect  of  any  Estate  or  Interest  in  any  Burgage  Tenement,  Annuity 
or  Freehold  which  shall  have  been  acquired  by  such  person  since  the  first  day  of  March 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-one,  unless  the  same  shall  have  come  to  or  been 
aeqaired  by  such  person  since  that  day,  and  previously  to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  by 
descent,  succession,  marriage,  marriage  settlement,  deviiei  or  promotion  to  any  Benefice  ill 
i  Church,  or  by  promotion  to  any  Office. 
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^^.'^Ai  to  receipt  ^  pnrochwl  reUef.}  And  be  it  enacted.  That  tto  penoa  sluiU  be 
entitled  to  be  registered  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  TkiHf-4w9f  or  ia  any 
succeeding  year,  as  a  Voter  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future 
Airliament  for  any  City  or  Borough,  who  shall  within  Tieeioe  emiemdMr  MimUki  next  pre- 
▼ions  to  the  day  of  in  the  said  year  0»#  tkmuttnd 

ei§^ht  hundred  and  Tkirty^iwo,  or  next  prerious  to  the  last  day  of  t/^v/jr  ill  any  sich  re- 
spective succeeding  year,  have  received  parochial  relief. 

36.'^O0erseeft  to  give  notice  annually,  requiring  County  Fotere  to  und  m  ikehr  Claimi. 
....  Pereone  once  on  the  Register  not  required  to  make  any  oubeequent  dmrnJ]  AND 
whereas  it  is  expedient  to  form  a  Register  of  all  persons  cntlUed  to  vote  in  the  EUction  of 
a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire,  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  and  that,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forming  such  Register,  the  Overseers  of  every  Parish  and  Township  should  annually 
malie  out  I^sts  in  the  manner  hereinafter  mentioned  ;  BE  it  therefore  Bnaeted,  That  the 
Overseers  of  Uie  Poor  of  every  Parish  and  Township,  shall,  on  the  day 

of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Tkirty»two,  and  on 

the  f\centieth  day  of  June  in  every  succeeding  year,  cause  to  be  fixed,  on  or  near  Ae  doors 
of  all  the  Churches  and  Gliapels  within  such  Parish  or  Township,  or  if  there  be  no  Church 
or  Chapel  therein,  then  to  be  fixed  in  some  public  and  conspicuous  situatioB  within  the 
same  respectively,  a  Notice,  accorcUng  to  the  Form  numl>ered  1.  in  the  Schedole  (M.)  to 
this  Act  annexed,  requiring  all  persons,  who  may  be  entitleil  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a 
Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliameaty  In  respect  of  any  pro- 
perty situate  in  such  Parish  or  Township,  to  deliver  or  transmit  to  the  add  Overaeen,  on  or 
before  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred 

and  Thtrty-two,  and  on  or  before  the  T\oentieth  day  of  Juiy  in  every  succeeding  year,  a 
Statement  of  their  claim  as  such  Voters,  according  to  the  Form  numbered  2.  in  the  said 
Schedule  (H.),  or  to  the  like  effect :  Provided  always.  That  after  the  formation  of  the 
Register  to  be  made  in  each  year  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  no  person  whose  name  sliall  be 
upon  such  Register  for  the  time  being,  shall  be  required  thereafter  to  make  any  such  claim 
as  afbresaid,  unless  such  person  shall,  since  the  formation  of  such  Register  for  the  time 
being,  have  ceased  to  have  the  qualification  or  place  of  abode  described  in  such  Register 
for  the  time  being. 

37 ^^Ovtrseers  to  prepare  Lists  of  County  Voters,  and  to  puhiisk  them  every  year 

Overseers  to  have  power  of  objecting  to  any  Name  inserted  in  the  Lists To  keep  Ctpies 

of  Lists  for  inspection Provision  as  to  Places  having  no  Overseen,']     And  he  it 

Enacted,  lliat  the  Overseers  of  the  Poor  of  every  Parish  and  Township  shall,  on  or  before 
the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  huadrod  smd  TMriy^ 

low,  make  out,  or  cause  to  be  made  out,  according  to  the  Form  numbered  3*  in  the  said 
Schedule  (H.)>  an  Alphabetical  list  of  all  Persons  who  shall  claim  as  aforesaid  to  be 
inserted  in  such  List  as  Voters  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve 
for  the  County,  or  for  the  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  the  County,  wherdn  such  Fuish  or 
Township  lies,  in  respect  of  any  lands  or  tenements  situate  wholly  or  In  part  within  such 
Parish  or  Township  -,  and  that  the  said  Overseers  shall,  on  or  before  the  last  day  ol  Juiy, 
in  every  succeeding  year,  make  out,  or  cause  to  be  made  out,  a  like  List,  contmning  the 
names  of  all  persons  who  shall  be  upon  the  Register  for  the  time  bdng  as  meh  Voters,  and 
also  the  names  of  all  persons  who  shall  claim  as  aforesud  to  be  inserted  in  auch  laH  Bien« 
tinned  list,  as  such  Voters ;  and  in  every  List  to  be  made  by  the  Overseers  as  aforeaaid, 
the  christian  name  and  surname  of  every  person  shall  be  written  at  fiill  length*  together 
with  the  place  of  his  abode,  the  nature  of  his  qualification,  and  the  name  of  the  street, 
lane,  or  other  description  of  the  place  where  such  lands  or  tenements  may  be  sltoale,  as 
the  same  are  re^ctively  set  forth  in  his  clidm  to  vote ;  and  the  tald  Oveneen,  If  they 
shall  have  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  any  person  so  claiming  as  aforesaid,  or  whose 
name  shall  appear  in  the  Register  for  the  time  being,  ia  not  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Xlectloii 
of  a  Knight  or  Knighto  of  the  Shire  for  the  County,  or  for  the  Riding,  Parts  or  Dhridon  of 
the  County,  in  which  their  Parish  or  Township  ia  situate,  shall  have  powar  to  add  the 
(p.  10.) 
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words  ^'ol^jected  to"  opposite  the  name  of  every  such  person,  on  the  margin  of  such  List , 
and  the  said  Overseers  shall  sign  such  List,  and  shall  cause  a  sufficient  number  of  Copiea 
of  such  List  to  be  printed,  and  to  be  fixed  on  or  near  the  doora  of  all  the  Churches  and 
Chapels  mthin  their  Parish  or  Township,  or  if  there  be  no  Church  or  Chape]  therein,  then 
to  be  fixed  up  in  some  public  and  conspicuous  situation  within  the  same  respectively,  on 
the  Two  Sundays  next  after  such  List  shall  have  been  made ;  and  the  said  (h'crseers  shall 
likewise  keep  a  true  Copy  of  such  List,  to  be  perused  by  any  person,  without  payment  of 
any  fee,  at  all  reasonable  hours  during  the  Two  first  weeks  after  such  List  shall  have  been 
made :  Ph>vided  always.  That  every  Precinct  or  Place,  whether  £xtra«parochial  or  other- 
wise, wMch  shall  have  no  Overseers  of  the  Poor,  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  making  out  such 
List  as  aforesaid,  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  Parish  or  Township  adjoining  thereto,  such 
Parish  or  Township  being  situate  within  the  same  County,  or  tlie  same  Riding,  Parts  or 
Division  of  a  County,  as  such  Precinct  or  Place ;  and  if  such  Precinct  or  Place  shall  adjoin 
two  or  more  Parishes  or  Townships,  so  situate  as  aforesaid,  it  shall  be  deemed  to  be  within 
the  least  populous  of  such  Parishes  or  Townships,  according  to  the  last  Census  for  the 
time  being )  and  the  Overseers  of  the  Poor  of  every  such  Parish  or  Township  shall  insert 
in  the  List  for  their  respective  Parish  or  Township  the  names  of  all  persons  who  shall 
claim  as  aforesaid,  to  be  inserted  therein  as  Voters  in  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights 
of  the  Shire  to  serve  for  the  County,  or  for  the  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  the  County  in 
which  such  Precinct  or  Place  as  aforesaid  lies,  in  respect  of  any  lands  or  tenements  situate 
wholly  or  in  part  within  such  Precinct  or  Place. 

38»^^Noiice  of  objection  bjf  ihird  Parties  to  penom  mot  entitled  to  he  retained  in  the  County 

Lists. Lists  of  Pertons  objected  to  by  third  Parties  to  be  published »  ifc.^    And 

be  it  Enacted,  That  every  Person  who  shall  have  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  any  County,  or  any  Riding,  Parta  or 
Division  of  a  County,  may  object  to  any  person  as  not  l»eing  entitled  to  have  his  name 
retained  on  any  such  list  of  Voters  for  such  County,  Riding,  PUrts  or  Division  to  be 
made  out  as  aforesaid ;  and  every  person  so  objecting  (save  and  except  Overseers  objecting 
in  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned,)  shall,  on  or  before  the  day  of 

in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirt^mtwa,  and  on  or  before 
the  Tteentjf'fifth  day  of  August  in  every  succeeding  year,  give  or  cause  to  be  given  a  Notice 
in  writing  according  to  the  Form  numbered  4.  in  the  said  Schedule  (H.),  or  to  the  like 
effect,  to  the  Overseers  who  shall  have  made  out  such  List  \  and  such  person  shall  also,  on 
or  before  the  said  day  of  in  the  said  year  One  thousand  eight 

hundred  and  Thirty^two,  and  on  or  before  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  August  in  every  succeed- 
ing year,  give  to  the  person  objected  to,  or  leave  at  his  place  of  abode  as  described  in  such 
List,  or  send  by  the  Post,  directed  to  him  at  such  place  of  abode,  a  Notice  in  writing 
according  to  the  Form  numbered  5.  in  the  said  Schedule  (H.)  or  to  the  like  effect ;  and  the 
Overseers  shall  include  the  names  of  all  persons  so  objected  to  in  a  List  according  to  the 
Form  numbered  6.  in  the  said  Schedule  (H.)  y  and  shall  cause  Copies  of  such  List  to  be 
fixed  on  or  near  the  doors  of  all  the  Churches  and  Chapels  within  their  Parish  or  Town- 
ship, or  if  there  be  no  Church  or  Chattel  therein,  then  to  be  fixed  in  some  public  and  con* 
spicuous  situation  within  the  same  respectively,  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  preceding  the 

day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  huns^ed  and  Tkiriym 

two,  and  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  preceding  the  Fifteenth  day  of  Septemher  in  every  ioe- 
ceeding  year ;  and  the  Overseers  shall  likewise  keep  a  copy  of  the  names  of  all  the  penona 
so  objected  to,  to  be  |)erused  by  any  person,  without  payment  of  any  fee,  at  all  reasonable 
hours  during  the  Ten  days  next  preceding  the  said  day  of  in  the 

said  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  l^rty^two,  and  the  said  Fifteenth  day  of 
September  in  every  succeeding  year. 

39.^Lists  of  County  Voters  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Clerhs  of  the  Peace*']    And  be  ll 

Enacted,  That  on  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  efgki 

hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  on  the  Ttoenty^inth  day  of  August  in  every  sucoeeding  year, 

Ike  Oveneen  of  every  F^sh  and  Township  shall  deliver  the  Ltot  of  Voters  so  nuMle  oat  ai 

(p.  U.) 
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aforesaid,  together  with  a  written  statement  of  the  number  of  persons  objected  to  by  the 
Overseers  and  by  other  persons,  to  the  High  Constable  or  High  Constables  of  the  Hundred 
or  other  like  District  in  which  such  Parish  or  Township  is  situate ;  and  such  High  Con- 
stable or  High  Constables  shall  forthwith  deliver  all  such  Lists,  together  with  such  State- 
ments as  aforesaid,  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the  County,  Riding  or  Parts,  who  shall 
forthwith  make  out  an  abstract  of  the  number  of  persons  objected  to  by  the  Overseers  and 
by  other  persons  in  each  Parish  and  Township,  and  transmit  the  same  to  the  Barrister  or 
Barristers  appointed  as  hereinafter  mentioned  to  revise  such  Lists,  in  order  that  the  said 
Barrister  or  Barristers  may  fix  proper  times  and  places  for  holding  his  or  their  Courts  for 
the  revision  of  the  said  Lists. 

40. — Judges  of  Assizes  to  name  Barristers,  who  shall  revise  the  Lists  of  County  Fbtert. . . . 
Proviso.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  for  the  time  being,  immediately  after  the  passing  of  this  'Act,  and  in  each  suc- 
ceeding year,  in  the  month  of  July  or  August,  shall  nominate  and  appoint  for  Middlesex, 
and  the  Senior  Judge  for  the  time  being  in  the  last  Commission  of  Assize  for  every  other 
County,  immediately  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  in  each  succeeding  year  the  Senior 
Judge  for  the  time  being  in  the  Commission  of  Assize  for  every  such  other  County,  when 
travelling  the  Summer  Circuit,  shall  nominate  and  appoint  for  every  such  County,  or  for 
each  of  the  Ridings,  Parts  or  Divisions  of  such  County  (subject  nevertheless  to  the -appro- 
bation of  the  Lord  High  Chancellor,  Lord  Keeper  or  Lords  Commissioliera  of  the  Great 
Seal  for  the  time  being),  a  Barrister  or  Barristers  to  revise  the  Lists  of  Voters  in  the 
Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire ;  and  such  Barrister  or  Barristers  ao  appointed 
as  aforesaid,  shall  give  Public  Notice,  as  well  by  advertisement  in  some  of  the  newspapers 
circulating  within  the  County,  Riding,  Parts  or  Division,  as  also  by  a  Notice  to  be  fixcid  in 
some  public  and  conspicuous  situation  at  the  principal  place  of  election  for  the  County, 
Riding,  Parts  or  Division  (such  last-mentioned  Notice  to  be  given  Three  days  at  the  least 
before  the  commencement  of  his  or  their  circuit),  that  he  or  they  will  make  a  drcuit  of 
the  County,  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  for  which  he  or  they  shall  be  so  appointed,  and  of 
the  several  times  and  places  at  which  he  or  they  will  hold  Courts  for  that  purpose,  such 
times  being  between  the  day  of  inclusive,  and  the  day  of  inclusive, 

in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  between  the  Fifteenth  day  of 
September  inclusive,  and  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  October  inclusive,  in  every  subsequent 
year,  and  he  or  they  shall  hold  open  Courts  for  that  purpose  at  the  times  and  places  so  to 
1>e  announced)  and  where  T^vo  or  more  Barristers  shall  be  appointed  for  the  same  County, 
Riding,  Parts  or  Division,  they  shall  attend  at  the  same  places  together,  but  shall  sit  apart 
from  each  other,  and  hold  separate  Courts  at  the  same  time  for  the  dispatch  of  business  : 
Provided  always.  That  no  Barrister  so  appointed  as  aforesud  shall  be  digible  to  serve  in 
Parliament  for  Eighteen  months  from  the  time  of  such  his  appointment  for  the  County, 
Riding,  Parts  or  Division  for  which  he  shall  be  so  appointed. 

41. — Clerh  of  the  Peace  and  Overseers  to  attend  before  the  Barristers  who  shaU  retain  on 
the  County  Lists  all  Names  not  objected  to,  and  shall  expunge  those  whose  QumliJUstiiom,  \f 

objected  to,  thall  not  be  proved.,,  ..Power  to  rectify  Mistakes  in  the  Usts Prtvito."] 

And  be  it  JSnacted,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  shall  at  the  opening  of  the  First  Court  to 
be  held  by  every  such  Barrister  for  any  County,  or  for  any  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a 
County,  produce  or  cause  to  be  produced  before  him  the  several  Lists  of  Voters  for  such 
County,  Riding,  Parts  or  Division,  which  shall  have  been  delivered  to  such  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  by  the  High  Constables  as  aforesaid ;  and  the  Overseers  of  every  Parish  and  Town* 
ship  who  shall  have  made  out  the  Lists  of  Voters,  shall  attend  the  Court  to  be  held  by 
every  such  Barrister  at  the  place  appointed  for  revising  the  Lists  relating  to  such  Parish  or 
Township  respectively,  and  shall  also  deliver  to  such  Barrister  a  copy  of  the  List  of  the 
persons  objected  to,  so  made  out  by  them  as  aforesaid ;  and  the  said  Overseers  shall  answer 
upon  oath  all  such  questions  as  such  Barrister  may  put  to  them  or  any  of  them,  touching 
any  matter  necessary  for  revising  the  Lists  of  Voters ;  and  every  such  Banister  shall  retain 
Vn  the  Lists  of  Vot«n  the  wom  of  HX  penons  to  whom  no  otjectioii  iliiU  have  booii 
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made  by  the  Of  eneerst  or  by  any  other  person,  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned ; 
and  he  shall  also  retain  on  the  List  of  Voters  the  name  of  every  person  who  shall  hare  been 
objected  to  by  any  person  other  than  the  Overseers,  unless  the  party  so  objecting  shall 
appear  by  himself  or  by  some  one  on  his  behalf  in  support  of  such  objection  ;  and  where 
the  name  of  any  person  inserted  in  the  List  of  Voters  shall  have  been  objected  to  by  the 
Overseers,  or  by  any  other  person,  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  such  person 
so  objecting  shall  appear  by  himself  or  by  some  one  on  his  behalf  in  support  of  such 
objection,  every  such  Barrister  shall  require  the  qualification  of  the  person  so  objected  to« 
to  be  proved,  and  in  case  the  qualification  of  such  person  shall  not  be  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  such  Barrister,  or  in  case  it  shall  be  proved  that  such  person  is  incapacitated  by 
any  law  or  statute  from  voting  in  the  Election  of  Memliers  to  serve  in  Parliament,  such 
Barrister  shall  expunge  the  name  of  every  such  person  from  the  said  Lists ;  and  he  shall 
also  expunge  from  the  said  Lists  the  name  of  every  person  who  shall  be  proved  to  him  to 
be  dead ;  and  shall  correct  any  mistake  or  supply  any  omission  which  shall  be  proved  to 
him  to  have  been  made  in  any  of  the  said  Lists  in  respect  of  the  name,  or  place  of  abode, 
or  nature  of  the  qualification,  or  local  description  of  the  property  of  any  person  who  shall 
be  included  in  any  such  List :  Provided  always.  That  no  person's  name  shall  be  expunged 
from  any  such  List,  except  in  case  of  his  death,  or  in  case  of  his  being  objected  to  on  the 
margin  of  the  List  by  the  Overseers  as  aforesaid,  unless  such  Notice  as  is  hereinbefore 
required  in  that  behalf  shall  have  been  given  to  the  Overseers,  nor  unless  such  Notice  as  is 
hereinbefore  required  in  that  behalf  shall  have  been  given  to  such  person,  or  left  at  or  sent 
to  Ids  place  of  abode. 

42.'^Overteers  to  prepare  List*  of  PersoM  entitled  to  vote  in  Boroughi,  and  to  publUh 
them., . .  Copies  vf  IJsts  to  be  kept /or  Inspection.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Overseers 
of  the  Poor  of  every  Parish  and  Township  either  wholly  or  in  part  situate  within  any  City 
or  Borough,  or  Place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  any  City  or  Borough,  which  shall  return  a  ^. 
Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament,  shall,  on  or  before  the 
day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^two,  and  on  or 

before  the  last  day  of  July  in  each  succeeding  year,  make  out  or  cause  to  be  made  out,  ac- 
cording to  the  Form  numbered  1 .  in  the  Schedule  marked  (1.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  an 
Alphabetical  List  of  all  Persons  who  may  be  entitled  by  virtue  of  this  Act  to  vote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  such  City  or 
Borough,  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  premises  of  the  clear  yearly  value  of  not  less 
than  Ten  Pounds  as  hereinbefore  mentioned,  situate  wholly  or  in  part  within  such  Parish 
or  Township,  and  another  Alphabetical  List  according  to  the  Form  numbered  2.  in  the 
said  Schedule  (I.)  of  all  other  persons  (except  Freemen)  who  may  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
Election  for  such  City  or  Borough  by  virtue  of  any  other  right  whatsoever ;  and  in  each  of 
the  said  Lists,  the  christian  name  and  surname  of  every  person  shall  be  written  at  full 
length,  together  with  the  nature  of  his  qualification ;  and  where  any  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  in  respect  of  any  property,  then  the  name  of  the  street,  lane,  or  other 
description  of  the  place  where  such  property  may  be  situate  shall  be  specified  in  the  List ; 
and  where  any  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  otherwise  than  in  respect  of  any  property, 
then  the  name  of  the  street,  lane,  or  other  description  of  the  place  of  such  person's  abode 
shall  be  specified  in  the  List ;  and  the  Overseers  shall  sign  each  of  such  Lists,  and  shall 
cause  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  of  such  Lists  to  be  printed  and  to  be  fixed  on  or  near 
the  doors  of  all  the  Churches  and  Chapels  in  their  several  Parishes  and  Townships,  or  if 
there  be  no  Church  or  Chapel  therein,  then  to  be  fixed  up  in  some  public  and  conspicuous 
situation  within  the  same  respectively  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  after  such  Lists  shall  have 
been  made  j  and  the  said  Overseers  shall  likewise  keep  true  copies  of  such  Lists,  to  be 
perused  by  any  person,  without  payment  of  any  fee,  at  all  reasonable  hours  during  the  two 
first  weeks  after  such  Lists  shall  have  been  made. 

43. — Provision  for  Places  having  no  Overseers.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  every  precinct 
or  place,  whether  extra-parochial  or  otherwise,  having  no  Overseers  of  the  Poor,  which 
now  is  or  hereafter  may  be  within  any  City  or  Borough,  or  within  any  place  sharing  in  tkt 
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Blection  for  any  City  or  Borougb,  shall^  for  the  purpose  of  mtking  oul  the  liff  of  Voten 
for  such  OiCy  or  Boroughj  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  Parish  or  Township  alining 
thereto,  and  situate  wholly  or  in  part  within  such  City  or  Borough^  or  witliin  sudi  place 
sharing  in  the  Election  therewith;  and  if  such  precinct  or  place  shall  adjoin  two  or  more 
Parishes  or  Townships  so  situate  as  aforesaid,  it  shall  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  least 
populous  of  such  Parishes  or  Townships  according  to  the  last  Census  for  the  time  being; 
and  the  Orerseers  of  erery  such  Parish  or  Township  shall  insert  in  the  List  for  their 
respective  Parish  or  Township  the  names  of  all  persons  who  may  be  entitled  to  Tote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  senre  in  any  future  Parliament  for  any  such  City  or 
Borough  in  respect  of  any  property  occupied  by  such  persons  within  such  Ci^or  Borough, 
or  within  any  place  sharing  in  the  Election  therewith,  such  property  1>eing  dtuate  wholly 
or  in  part  within  such  precinct  or  place  as  aforesaid. 

44.— TV^tfTfi  Clerks  io  prepare  and  publiik  the  LisU  0/  Freemen.']    And  be  it  Enacted, 
That  the  Town  Clerk  of  every  City  or  Borough  shall,  on  or  before  the  day  of 

in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^tufo,  and  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  Juljf  in  each  succeeding  year,  make  out,  or  cause  to  be  made  out,  according  to 
the  Form  numbered  3.  in  the  said  Schedule  (I.)  an  Alphabetical  lA%t  of  all  the  freemen  of 
such  City  or  Borough  who  may  be  entitled  to  rote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Mem- 
bers to  senre  in  any  future  Parliament  for  such  City  or  Borough,  together  with  the 
respective  places  of  their  abode ;  and  the  Town  Clerk  of  everyplace  sharing  in  the  Bleetion 
for  any  City  or  Borough  shall,  at  the  respective  times  aforesaid,  make  out,  or  cause  to  be 
made  out,  a  like  List  of  all  the  Freemen  of  such  place  who  may  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  such  City  or 
Borough  ;  and  every  such  Town  Clerk  shall  cause  a  copy  of  every  such  h\aX  to  l>e  fixed  on 
or  near  the  door  of  the  Town  Hall,  or  in  some  public  and  conspicuous  situatioB  within 
such  respective  City,  Borough  or  Place  as  aforesaid,  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  after  such 
List  shall  have  been  made,  and  shall  likewise  keep  a  true  copy  of  such  List  to  be  perused 
by  any  person  without  payment  of  any  fee,  at  all  reasonable  hours  during  the  two  first 
weeks  after  such  List  shall  have  been  made :  Provided  always,  lliat  where  there  shall  be 
no  Town  Clerk  for  such  City,  Borough  or  Place  as  aforesaid,  or  where  the  Town  QeriL 
shall  l>e  dead,  or  incapable  of  acting,  all  matters  by  this  Act  required  to  be  done  by  and 
with  regard  to  the  Town  Clerk,  shall  be  done  by  and  with  regard  to  the  person  exeeuting 
duties  similar  to  those  of  the  Town  Clerk,  and  if  there  be  no  such  pemn,  then  by  and 
with  regard  to  the  Chief  Ciril  Officer  of  such  City,  Borough  or  Place. 

45. — Persons  omitted  in  the  Borough  Lists  to  give  Notice  of  their  Claims Notices  as  H 

Persons  not  entitled  to  be  retained  in  the  Lists Lists  of  Claimants  and  tf  persona  oljfeeied 

to,  to  he  published,  i^c.l  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  every  Person  whose  name  shall  have  l>een 
omitted  in  any  such  List  of  Voters  for  any  City  or  Borough,  so  to  be  made  out  as  herein- 
before mentioned,  and  who  shall  claim  to  have  his  name  inserted  therdn,  shall,  on  or  before 
the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Tkhtp- 

two,  and  on  or  before  the  Tteenty-fifth  day  of  August  in  every  succeeding  year,  give  or 
cause  to  be  given  a  Notice  in  writing,  according  to  the  Form  numliered  4.  In  the  said 
Schedule  (I)  or  to  the  like  effect,  to  the  Overseers  of  that  Parish  or  Townsldp  in  the  List 
whereof  he  shall  claim  to  have  his  name  inserted,  or  if  he  shall  clidm  as  a  F^reeman  of  any 
City,  or  Borough,  or  place  sharing  in  the  Election  therewith,  then  to  the  Town  Clerk  of 
such  City,  Borough  or  place  ;  and  every  person  whose  name  shidl  have  been  inserted  in  any 
List  of  Voters  for  any  City  or  Borough,  may  object  to  any  other  person  as  not  lieing 
entitled  to  have  his  name  retained  in  any  List  of  Voters  for  the  same  City  or  Borough,  and 
every  person  so  objecting  shall,  on  or  before  the  day  of  In  the 

year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  on  or  before  the  Tkeentp^flfth  day  of 
August  in  every  succeeding  year,  give,  or  cause  to  be  given,  a  Notice  in  writing  acpording 
to  the  Form  numbered  5.  in  the  said  Schedule  (I.)  or  to  the  like  effect,  to  the  Overseers 
who  shall  have  made  out  such  List,  or  if  the  person  objected  to  shall  be  inserted  in  the  List 
of  Freemen  of  any  City,  Borough  or  place,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  the  Town  Clerk  of  such 
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City,  Borovgli  or  place ;  and  the  Oreneere  shall  indude  the  names  of  all  penons  so  claim- 
Isg  as  aforesaidy  In  a  List  according  to  the  Form  nnmbered  6.  In  the  said  Schedole  (!.)»  and 
the  names  of  all  persons  so  objected  to  as  aforesaid  in  a  List  according  to  the  Form  niim- 
hered  7*  in  the  said  Schedule  (I.)  and  shall  canse  Copies  of  such  two  Lists  to  be  fixed  on  or 
near  the  doors  of  all  the  Churches  and  Chapels  within  their  Parish  or  Township,  or  if 
there  be  no  Church  or  Chapel  therein,  then  to  be  fixed  in  some  public  and  conspfeoouB 
situation  within  the  same  respectively,  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  preceding  the 
day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  nirty-two,  and  on  the  Two 

Sondays  next  preceding  the  Fyteenth  day  of  September  in  erery  succeeding  year ;  and 
erery  Town  Clerk  shall  include  the  names  of  all  persons  so  claiming  as  Freemen  in  a  List 
according  to  the  Form  numbered  8.  in  the  sud  Schedule  (L),  and  the  names  of  all  persons 
so  objected  to  as  Freemen  in  a  List  according  to  the  Form  numbered  9.  in  the  said  Schedule 
(!.)»  and  shall  cause  copies  of  such  two  Lists  to  be  fixed  on  or  near  the  door  of  the  Town 
Hall  or  in  some  public  and  conspicuous  situation,  within  his  respectire  City,  Borough,  or 
place  as  aforesaid,  on  the  Two  Sundays  hereinbefore  last  mentioned  in  the  year  One  tharn^ 
sand  eight  hundred  and  Thirtif'two,  and  in  every  succeeding  year  respecdfely ;  and  the 
Overseers  and  Town  Clerks  shall  likewise  keep  a  copy  of  the  names  of  all  the  persons  so 
claiming  as  aforesaid,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  names  of  all  persons  so  objected  to  as  afore- 
said, to  be  perused  by  any  person  without  payment  of  any  fee,  at  all  reasonable  hovrs 
daring  the  Ten  days  next  preceding  the  said  day  of  In  the  year 

One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  mrty^HeOt  and  the  Fifteenth  day  of  September  in  ofery 
succeeding  year,  and  shall  deliver  a  copy  of  each  of  such  Lists  to  any  person  requlrtng 
the  same  on  payment  of  One  ShiUing  for  each  copy. 

AS.'-^List  of  Liverymen  of  London  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Returning  Ofieer Notieee 

to  be  given  of  omissions  and  objections  in  case  of  Liverymen Pod  of  Liverymen  to  be 

taken  at  Guiidhall.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  for  providing  a  List  of  such  of  the  Freemen 
of  the  City  of  London  as  are  Liverymen  of  the  several  Companies  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
Elecdon  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
London,  the  Returning  Officer  or  Officers  of  the  said  City  shall,  on  or  before  the 
day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  on  or  before 

the  last  day  of  July  in  each  succeeding  year,  issue  Precepts  to  the  Clerks  of  the  said 
livery  Companies,  requiring  them  forthwith  to  make  out  or  cause  to  be  made  out,  at  the 
expense  of  the  respective  Companies,  an  Alphabetical  List  according  to  the  Form  in  the 
Schedule  (K.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  of  the  Freemen  of  London,  being  Liverymen  of  the 
said  respective  Companies,  and  entitled  to  vote  in  such  Election ;  and  every  such  Clerk 
shall  sign  such  List,  and  transmit  the  same,  with  two  printed  copies  thereof,  to  such 
Returning  Officer  or  Officers,  who  shall  forthwith  fix  one  such  copy  in  the  Guildhall,  and 
one  in  the  Royal  Exchange  of  the  said  City,  there  to  remain  Fourteen  days,  in  the  year 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-ttoo,  and  in  every  subsequent  year ;  and  the  Clerks 
of  the  said  Livery  Companies  shall  cause  a  sufficient  number  of  such  Dsts  of  Freemen 
and  Liverymen  of  their  respective  Companies  to  be  printed  at  the  expense  of  the  respective 
Companies,  and  shall  keep  the  same,  to  be  perused  by  any  person,  without  payment  of  any 
fee,  at  all  reasona1>le  hours  during  the  Two  first  weeks  after  such  Lists  shall  have  been 
printed ;  and  every  person  whose  name  shall  have  been  omitted  in  any  such  List  of  F^- 
men  and  Liverymen,  and  who  shall  claim  to  have  his  name  inserted  therein,  shall,  on  or 
before  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 

Thirty-two,  and  on  or  before  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  August  in  every  succeeding  year, 
give  or  cause  to  be  given  a  Notice  in  writing,  according  to  the  Form  numbered  1.  in  She 
said  Schedule  (K.)  or  to  the  like  effect,  to  the  Returning  Officer  or  Officers,  and  to  the 
Clerk  of  that  Company  in  the  List  whereof  he  shall  claim  to  have  his  name  inserted ;  and 
the  Returning  Officer  or  Officers  shall  include  the  names  of  all  persons  so  claiming  as 
aforesaid  in  a  List  according  to  the  Form  numbered  2.  in  the  said  Schedule  (K.)  and  shall 
cause  such  last-msntioned  List  to  be  fixed  in  the  Guildhall  and  Royal  Exchange  of  the  said 
City  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  preceding  the  day  of  In  the  year 

One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  on  the  Two  Sundays  next  preceding  the 
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Fifteenth  day  of  September  in  every  succeeding  year ;  and  the  sud  Returmng  Officer  or 
Officers,  and  Clerks  of  the  sud  Companies,  shall  likewise  keep  a  copy  of  the  names  of  all 
the  persons  so  claiming  as  aforesud,  to  be  perused  by  any  person  without  payment  of  any 
fee,  at  all  reasonable  hours  during  the  Ten  days  next  preceding  the  sud  day  of 

in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^wo,  and  the  said  Fifteenth 
day  of  September  in  every  succeeding  year ;  and  every  person  who  shall  object  to  any  other 
Person  as  not  being  entitled  to  have  his  name  retained  on  any  such  Livery  List,  shall  on  or 
before  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 

Thirit^'two,  and  on  or  before  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  August  in  every  succeeding  year,  give 
to  such  other  person,  or  leave  at  his  usual  place  of  abode,  a  notice  in  writing,  according  to 
the  Form  numbered  3.  in  the  said  Schedule  (K.)  or  to  the  like  effect;  and  in  the  City  of 
London  the  Returning  Officer  or  Officers  shall  take  the  Poll  or  Votes  of  such  Freemen  of 
the  sud  City,  being  Liverymen  of  the  several  Companies  as  are  entitled  to  vote  at  such 
Election,  in  the  Guildhall  of  the  said  City ;  and  the  said  Returning  Officer  or  Officers  shall 
not  be  required  to  provide  any  Booth  or  Compartments,  but  shall  appoint  or  take  One  Poll 
for  the  whole  number  of  such  Liverymen  at  the  same  place. 

47« — Judges  to  name  Barristers,  who  shall  revise  the  Lists  of  Borough  Foiers. . . .  Prmnso.'] 
And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  for  the 
time  being,  immediately  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  im  each  succeeding  year  in  the 
Month  of  Juljf  or  August,  shall  nominate  and  appoint  (subject  nevertheless  to  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Lord  High  Chancellor,  Lord  Keeper,  or  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Great 
Seal  for  the  time  being)  so  many  Barristers  as  the  sud  Lord  Chief  Justice  shall  deem 
necessary  to  revise  the  respective  Lists  of  Voters  for  the  City  of  London,  and  for  the  City 
of  Westminster,  and  for  the  several  Boroughs  in  the  County  of  Middlesex ;  and  that  the 
Senior  Judge  for  the  time  being  in  the  last  Commission  of  Assize  for  every  other  County, 
immediately  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  in  each  succeeding  year,  the  Senior  Judge 
for  the  time  being  in  the  Commission  of  Assize  for  every  such  other  County,  when  travel- 
ling the  Summer  Circuit,  shall  nominate  and  appoint  (subject  nevertheless  to  such  appro- 
bation as  aforesaid)  so  many  Barristers  as  the  said  Judge  shall  deem  necessary,  to  revise 
the  respective  List  of  Voters,  as  well  for  the  several  Cities  and  Boroughs  in  every  such 
County  as  for  every  City  and  Town,  and  County  of  a  City  and  Town,  next  acfjoining  to 
any  such  County  ;  and  the  Town  and  County  of  the  Town  of  Kingston-upon-Hull  shall 
for  this  purpose  be  considered  as  next  adjoining  to  the  County  of  York,  and 
the  Town  and  County  of  the  Town  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  as  next  adjoining  to  the 
County  of  Northumberland,  and  the  City  and  County  of  the  City  of  Bristol  as  next 
adjoining  to  the  County  of  Somerset ;  and  the  said  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Judge 
respectively  shall  have  power  to  nominate  and  appoint  one  or  more  Barristers  to  rerae  the 
Lists  for  the  same  City  or  Borough  or  other  Place  as  aforesaid,  or  one  Barrister  only,  to 
revise  the  Lists  for  several  Cities,  Boroughs  and  other  Places  as  aforesaid:  Provided 
always.  That  no  Barrister  so  appointed  as  aforesaid  shall  be  eligible  to  serve  in  Puiiament 
for  Eighteen  Months  from  the  time  of  his  appointment  for  any  Qty,  Borough,  or  other 
Place  as  aforesaid  for  which  he  shall  be  so  appointed  :  Provided  also.  That  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  prevent  the  same  Barrister  from  being  appointed  to  revise  the  Lists  for  two 
or  more  Counties,  Ridings,  Parts  or  Divisions,  or  for  any  County,  Riding,  Puts  or  Divi- 
sion, and  any  one  or  more  of  the  Cities  or  Boroughs  therein. 

48. — Barrister  to  revise  Lists  of  Borough  Foters,  and  upon  due  Proof  to  inseri  and 

expunge  Names Power  to  rectify  mistakes  in  the  Lists."]    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  tiie 

Barrister  or  Barristers  so  appointed  to  revise  the  Lists  of  Voters  for  any  City  or  Borough, 
shall  hold  an  open  Court  or  Courts  for  that  purpose  within  such  City  or  Borough,  and  also 
within  every  place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  such  City  or  Borough,  at  some  time  between 
the  day  of  inclusive,  and  the  day  of 

inclusive,  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  between  the  Fifteenth 
day  of  September  inclusive,  and  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  October  inclusive  in  every  succeed- 
ing  year,  having  first  given  Three  cle^j  days*  notice  of  the  holding  of  such  Court  or  Courts, 
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to  be  fixed  on  the  doors  of  all  the  Churches  and  Chapels  within  such  City,  Borough  or 
Place  respectively,  or  if  there  be  no  Church  or  Chapel  therein,  then  to  be  fixed  in  some 
public  and  conspicuous  situation  within  the  same  respectively ;  and  the  Overseers  or  Town 
Clerks  who  shall  have  made  out  the  Lists  of  Voters  as  aforesaid,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
City  of  London  the  Returning  Officer  or  Officers  of  the  said  City,  shall,  at  the  opening  of 
the  first  Court  to  be  held  by  every  such  Barrister  for  revising  such  Lists,  produce  their  re- 
spective Lists  before  him  ;  and  the  said  Overseers  and  Town  Clerks  shall  also  deliver  to 
such  Barrister  a  Copy  of  the  List  of  the  Persons  objected  to,  so  made  out  by  them  as 
aforesaid ;  and  the  Clerks  of  the  several  Livery  Companies  of  the  City  of  Loudon,  and  the 
Town  Clerk  of  every  other  City  or  Borough,  or  Place  sharing  in  the  ElecUon  therewith, 
and  the  several  Overseers  within  every  City,  Borough  or  Place,  as  aforesaid,  shall  attend 
the  Court  to  be  held  hy  every  such  Barrister  fy  any  such  City,  Borough  or  Place  as  afore- 
said, and  shall  answer  upon  oath  all  such  questions  as  such  Barrister  may  put  to  them  or 
any  of  them  touching  any  matter  necessary  for  revising  the  Lists  of  Voters ;  and  every 
such  Barrister  shall  insert  in  such  Lists  the  name  of  every  person  who  shall  be  proved  to 
his  satisfaction  to  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment to  serve  for  such  City  or  Borough  ;  and  such  Barristers  shall  retain  on  the  Lists  of 
Voters  for  such  City  or  Borough,  the  names  of  all  persons  to  whom  no  objection  shall  have 
been  made  in  the  manner  hereinbefore-mentioned ;  and  he  shall  also  retain  on  the  said 
Lists  the  name  of  every  person  who  shall  have  been  objected  to  by  any  person,  unless  the 
party  so  objecting  shall  appear  by  himself  or  by  some  one  on  his  behalf,  in  support  of  such 
objection ;  and  where  the  name  of  any  person  inserted  in  the  List  of  Voters  for  such  City 
or  Borough  shall  have  been  objected  to,  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  the 
person  so  objecting  shall  appear  by  himself,  or  by  some  one  on  his  behalf,  in  support  of 
such  objection,  every  such  Barrister  shall  require  the  qualification  of  the  person  so  objected 
to,  to  ba  proved,  and  in  case  the  qualification  of  such  person  shall  not  be  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  such  Barrister,  or  in  case  it  shall  be  proved  that  such  person  is  incapaci- 
tated by  any  law  or  statute  from  voting  in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament, 
such  Barrister  shall  expunge  the  Name  of  every  such  person  from  the  said  Lists ;  and  he 
shall  also  expunge  from  the  said  Lists  the  name  of  every  person  who  shall  be  proved  to 
him  to  be  dead ;  and  shall  correct  any  mistake  or  supply  any  omission  which  shall  be 
proved  to  him  to  have  been  made  in  any  of  the  said  Jiists  in  respect  of  the  name  or  place 
of  abode  or  nature  of  the  qualification,  or  local  description  of  the  property  of  any  person 
who  shall  be  included  in  any  such  List :  Provided  always.  That  no  person's  name  shall  be 
inserted  by  such  Barrister  in  any  such  List  for  any  City  or  Borough,  or  shall  be  expunged 
therefrom,  except  in  the  case  of  death,  unless  such  Notice  shall  have  been  given  as  is 
hereinbefore  required  in  each  of  the  said  cases. 

49,'^Poiter  of  inspecting  Tax  Assessments  and  Rate  BooksJ]  And  be  it  Enacted^  That 
the  Overseers  of  every  Parish  or  Township  shall,  for  their  assistance  in  making  out  the 
Lists  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  (upon  request  made  by  them,  or  any  of  them^  at  any 
reasonable  time  between  the  day  of  and  the  day 

of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty^two,  and  between  the 

First  day  of  June  and  the  last  day  of  July  in  any  succeeding  year,  to  any  Assessor  or  CoU 
lector  of  Taxes,  or  to  any  other  officer  having  the  custody  of  any  Duplicate  or  Tax 
Assessment  for  such  Parish  or  Township),  have  free  li1>erty  to  inspect  any  such  Duplicate 
or  Tax  Assessment,  and  to  extract  from  thence  such  particulars  as  may  appear  to  such 
Overseer  or  Overseers  to  be  necessary  ;  and  every  Barrister  appointed  under  this  Act  shall 
have  power  to  require  any  Assessor,  Collector  of  Taxes  or  other  officer  having  the  custody 
of  any  Duplicate  or  Tax  Assessment,  or  any  Overseer  or  Overseers  having  the  custody  of 
any  poor  rate,  to  produce  the  same  respectively  before  him  at  any  Court  to  be  held  by  him 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  him  in  revising  the  Lists  to  be  by  him  revised  in  pursuance  of 
this  Act. 

BO.^^Barriiters,  in  revising  the  Lists,  to  have  power  of  adjourning^  o/  ndmimstering' 
Omthe^  ^c,  and  shall  settle  and  sign  the  Lists  in  open  Court.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That 
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every  Barrister  holding  any  Court  under  this  Act  as  aforesaid,  shall  have  power  to  a^Joam 
the  same  from  time  to  time,  and  from  any  one  place  to  any  other  place  or  placet  withhi  the 
same  County,  Ridinj^r,  Parts  or  Division,  or  within  the  same  City  or  Borough,  or  within  any 
Place  sharing  in  the  Election  for  such  City  or  Borough,  but  so  as  that  no  such  adjourned 
Court  for  revising  the  Lists  to  be  made  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  tmd  Tkirtjf* 
two,  shall  be  held  after  the  day  of  in  the  said  year,  and  that  no 

such  adjourned  Court  for  revising  the  Lists  to  be  made  in  any  succeeding  year  shall  be 
held  after  the  Twenty-fifth  day  of  October  in  such  respective  year;  and  every  such  Barrister 
shaU  have  power  to  administer  an  Oath  (or  in  the  case  of  a  Quaker  or  Moravian  an 
affirmation)  to  all  persons  claiming  to  be  inserted  in,  or  making  objection  to  the  omiiaion 
of  any  name  in  the  Lists  for  any  City  or  Borough,  or  making  objection  to  the  Insertion  of 
any  name  in  the  Lists  for  any  County,  Biding,  Parts  or  Divisioir,  or  for  any  City  or 
Borough,  and  to  all  persons  objected  against  in  any  of  such  Lists,  and  to  all  persons  claim- 
ing  to  have  any  mistake  in  any  of  such  Lists  corrected,  and  to  all  witnesses  who  may  be 
tendered  on  either  side ;  and  that  if  any  person  taking  any  oath  or  making  any  affirmation 
under  this  Act  shall  wilfully  swear  or  affirm  falsely,  such  person  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
perjury,  and  shall  be  punished  accordingly;  and  that  at  the  holding  of  snch  respective 
Courts  the  parties  shall  not  be  attended  by  Counsel ;  and  that  every  such  Barrister  shall, 
upon  the  hearing  in  open  court,  finally  determine  upon  the  validity  of  such  claims  and 
objections,  and  shall  for  that  purpose  have  the  same  powers,  and  proceed  in  the  same 
manner  (except  where  otherwise  directed  by  this  Act)  as  the  Retuminf  Officer  of  any 
County,  City  or  Borough,  according  to  the  laws  and  usages  now  observed  at  Bkcdons ; 
and  such  Barrister  shall  in  open  court  write  his  initials  against  the  names  respeedvely 
struck  out  or  inserted,  and  against  any  part  of  the  said  Lists  in  which  any  mistakes  shall 
have  been  corrected,  and  shall  sign  his  name  to  every  page  of  the  several  Lists  so  settled. 

61. — Barristers  to  have  power  to  summon  IFitnesses,  Sfc."]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  It 
shall  be  lawful  for  every  Barrister  appointed  by  virtue  of  this  Act  to  require  by  summons 
under  his  hand  the  attendance  of  any  person  as  a  witness  before  him,  at  any  Court  to  be 
held  by  him  by  virtue  of  this  Act ;  and  if  any  person  so  summoned  shall  not  appear  before 
such  Barrister,  and  it  shall  be  proved  on  oath  that  he  was  personally  summoned,  and  in 
case  he  shall  be  required  to  travel  more  than  five  miles  from  his  usual  place  of  residence, 
then  that  his  reasonable  expenses  were  tendered  to  him,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  snch 
Barrister  to  issue  his  Warrant  to  compel  the  appearance  of  such  person  as  a  witness ;  and 
if  any  person  appearing  or  brought  as  a  witness  before  such  Barrister,  shall  refuse  to  be 
sworn,  or  being  a  Quaker  or  Moravian,  refuse  to  make  his  affirmation,  or  being  sworn,  or 
having  made  his  affirmation,  shall  refuse  to  answer  such  questions  as  may  be  lawftilly  put 
to  him  by  such  Barrister,  touching  the  matter  pending  before  him,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
such  Barrister  to  commit  such  person  to  the  common  Gaol  or  House  of  Correction  for 
Seven  days,  unless  he  shall  in  the  mean  time  submit  to  be  sworn,  or  to  make  his  affirmation, 
or  to  give  evidence,  as  the  case  may  be. 


52. — Judges  to  appoint  additional  Barristers  in  case  of  need,]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That, 
notwithstanding  any  thing  hereinbefore  contained,  if  it  shall  be  made  to  appear  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  or  Judge,  who  shall  have  appointed  any  Barrister  or  Banisters  under  this 
Act,  to  revise  the  Lists  of  Voters,  that  by  reason  of  the  death,  illness,  or  absence  of  any 
such  Barrister  or  Barristers,  or  by  reason  of  the  insufficiency  of  the  number  of  such 
Barristers,  or  from  any  other  cause,  such  Lists  cannot  be  revised  within  the  period  directed 
by  this  Act,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  liOrd  Chief  Justice  or  Judge,  and  he  is  hereby  re- 
quired,  to  appoint  one  or  more  Barrister  or  Barristers  to  act  in  the  place  of  or  in  addition 
to  the  Barrister  or  Barristers  originally  appointed ;  and  such  Barrister  or  Barristers  so  sub* 
scquently  appointed,  shall  have  the  Hanie  powers  and  authorities  in  every  respect  as  if  they 
had  been  originally  appointed  by  such  Lord  Chief  Justice  or  Judge. 

53,-^County  Lists  to  be  transmitted  to  Clerh  of  Peace ;  Borough  Lists  to  be  kepi  iy 

Returning  Officer,  and  handed  to  his  Successor Lists  to  he  copied  into  hooks,  wiik  the 
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Names  numbered. ....  Such  Booh  to  be  the  Register  of  Voters  from  which  Elections  shall  he 
made.'\  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Lists  of  Voters  for  each  County,  or  for  the  Riding, 
Parts  or  Division  of  each  County,  so  signed  as  aforesaid  by  any  such  Barrister,  shall  be 
forthwith  transmitted  by  him  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the  County,  Riding  or  Parts  for 
which  such  Barrister  shall  have  been  appointed,  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  shall  keep  the 
iidd  Lists  among  the  records  of  the  sessions,  arranged  with  every  Hundred  in  alphabetical 
order,  and  with  every  Parish  and  Township  within  such  Hundred  likewise  in  alphabetical 
order,  and  shall  forthwith  cause  the  said  Lists  to  be  fairly  and  truly  copied  in  the  same 
order  in  a  book  to  be  by  him  provided  for  that  purpose,  and  shall  prefix  to  every  name  so 
copied  out  its  proper  number,  beginning  the  numbers  from  the  first  name,  and  continuing 
.them  in  a  regular  series  down  to  the  last  name,  and  shall  complete  and  deliver  such  book 
on  or  before  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred 

and  Thirty-two,  and  the  like  book  on  or  before  the  last  day  of  October  in  every  succeeding 
year,  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  County,  or  his  Under-Sheriff,  who  shall  safely  keep  the  same, 
and  shall  at  the  expiration  of  his  office  deliver  over  the  same  to  the  succeeding  Sheriff  or 
his  Under-Sheriff;  and  the  Lists  of  Voters  for  each  City  or  Borough  so  signed  as  aforesaid 
by  any  such  Barrister,  shall  be  forthwith  delivered  by  him  to  the  Returning  Officer  for  such 
City  or  Borough,  who  shall  safely  keep  the  same,  and  shall  cause  the  said  Lists  to  be  fairly 
and  truly  copied  in  a  book  to  be  by  him  provided  for  that  purpose,  with  every  name 
therein  numbered  according  to  the  directions  aforesaid,  and  shadl  cause  such  book  to  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight 

hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  the  like  book  to  be  completed  on  or  before  the  last  day  of 
October  in  every  succeeding  year,  and  shall  deliver  over  such  book,  together  with  the  Lists, 
at  the  expiration  of  his  office,  to  the  person  succeeding  him  in  such  office ;  and  every  such 
book,  to  be  so  completed  on  or  before  the  day  of  in  the  year 

One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  TTtirty'ttso,  shall  be  deemed  the  Register  of  the  Electors 
to  vote,  after  the  end  of  this  present  Parliament,  in  the  choice  of  a  Member  or  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  County,  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a  County,  City  or  Borough 
to  which  such  Register  shall  relate,  at  any  Election  which  may  take  place  after  the  said 
day  of  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and 

before  the  First  day  of  November,  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-three  t 
and  every  such  book  to  be  so  completed  on  or  before  the  last  day  of  October,  in  the  year 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-three,  and  in  every  succeeding  year,  shall  be  the 
Register  of  Electors  to  vote  at  any  Election  which  shall  take  place  between  the  First  day 
of  November  inclusive,  in  the  year  wherein  such  respective  Register  shall  have  l)een  made, 
and  the  First  day  of  November  in  the  succeeding  year. 

64. — Copies  of  the  Lists  and  of  the  Registers  to  be  printed  for  Sale,']  And  be  it  Enacted, 
That  the  Overseers  of  every  Parish  and  Township  shall  cause  to  be  printed  Copies  of  the 
Lists  so  by  them  to  be  made  in  the  year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  and  in 
every  succeeding  year,  and  shall  deliver  such  Copies  to  all  persons  applying  for  the  same, 
on  payment  of  a  reasonable  price  for  each  Copy ;  and  the  monies  arising  from  the  sale 
thereof  shall  be  accounted  for  by  the  said  Overseers,  and  applied  to  the  use  of  their  Parish 
or  Township ;  and  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  shall  cause  to  be  printed  Copies  of  the 
Registers  of  the  Electors  for  their  respective  Counties,  Ridings  or  Parts,  or  for  the 
Divisions  of  their  respective  Counties ;  and  the  Returning  Officer  of  every  City  or  Borough 
shall  cause  to  be  printed  Copies  of  the  Register  of  the  Electors  for  such  City  or  Borough ; 
and  every  such  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  every  such  Returning  Officer,  shall  deliver  such 
respective  Copies  to  all  persons  applying  for  the  same,  on  payment  of  a  reasonable  price 
for  each  Copy  *  and  the  monies  arising  from  the  sale  of  all  such  Copies  shall  be  accounted 
for  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  County,  Riding  or  Parts,  at  whose  expense  the  same  shaU  have 
been  printed. 

hSj-^Expenses  of  Overseers,  Clerhs  of  the  Peace,  Sfc.  how  to  be  defrayed,]    And  be  it 
Enacted,  That  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  Overseers  of  any  Parish  or  Township,  in 
making  out,  printing  and  publishing  the  Lists  and  Notices  directed  by  this  Act,  and  all 
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other  expenses  incurred  by  tbem  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  tliii  Act»  sliall  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  money  collected  or  to  be  collected  for  the  relief  of  the  Poor  in  luch 
Parish  or  Township ;  and  that  all  expenses  incurred  by  the  Returning  Officer  of  any  City 
or  Borough  in  causing  the  Lists  of  the  Electors  for  such  City  or  Borough,  to  be  copied  out 
and  made  into  a  Rei^ister,  and  in  causing  Copies  of  such  Register  to  be  printed,  shall  be 
defrayed  by  the  Treasurer  of  the  County,  Riding  or  Parts  in  which  such  City  or  Borough 
shall  be  situate,  out  of  any  public  money  in  his  hands,  and  he  shall  be  allowed  all  such 
payments  in  his  Accounts  -,  and  that  all  such  expenses  incurred  by  the  Returmng  Officer  of 
any  City  or  Town,  being  a  County  of  itself,  and  having  a  rate  or  other  similar  fund  in  the 
nature  of  a  County  Rate,  shall  be  defrayed  out  of  such  rate  or  fund  by  the  Treasurer  or 
other  Person  charged  with  the  collection  or  disbursement  thereof,  who  shall  be  allowed  all 
such  payments  in  his  accounts ;  and  that  all  expenses  incurred  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace' 
of  any  County,  Riding  or  Parts,  in  causing  the  Lists  of  the  Electors  for  such  County, 
Riding  or  Parts,  or  for  any  Division  of  such  County  to  be  copied  out  and  made  into  a 
Register,  and  in  causing  Copies  of  such  Register  to  be  printed,  and  in  otherwise  carrying 
into  effect  the  provisions  of.  this  Act,  shall  be  defrayed  by  the  Treasurer  of  such  County, 
Riding,  or  Parts,  out  of  any  public  money  in  his  hands,  and  he  shall  be  allowed  all  such 
payments  in  his  accounts. 

5G. — Remuneration  of  the  Barristers  for  revising  the  Lists.]  And  be  it  Enaded,  That 
every  Barrister  appointed  to  revise  any  Lists  qf  Voters  under  this  Act,  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of 
Five  Guineas  for  every  day  that  he  shall  be  so  employed,  over  and  above  his  travelling  and  other  ex- 
penses  ;  and  every  such  Barrister,  after  the  termituUion  qfhis  last  sitting,  shall  lay  or  cmue  to  be  laid 
before  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  for  the  time  being,  a  Statement  qf  the 
number  of  days  during  which  he  shall  have  been  so  etnployed,  arid  an  account  qf  the  travdling  and 
other  expenses  incurred  by  him  in  respect  qf  such  employment ;  and  the  said  Lords  ComrniMsionert 
shall  make  an  Order  for  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  such  Barrister, 

57. — No  inquiry  at  the  time  of  Election,  but  as  to  the  identity  of  the  Foter,  the  con^mmnee 
of  his  Qualification,  and  whether  he  has  voted  brfore  mt  same  Election. ....Foter  wuiy  he 

sworn  as  to  these  Points Form  qf  Oath No  Scrutiny  by  Returning'  OJicer."]    And 

be  it  Enacted,  That  in  all  Elections  whatever  of  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Pto^Uament, 
no  inquiry  shall  be  permitted  at  the  time  of  Polling,  as  to  the  Right  of  any  person  to  vote, 
except  only  whether  the  person  claiming  to  vote  be  the  same  whose  name  appears  in  the 
Register  of  Voters  for  the  current  year,  and  whether  such  person's  Qualification  for  Voting 
still  continues,  and  whether  such  person  has  previously  voted  at  the  same  Election,  all 
which  inquiries  the  Returning  Officer  or  his  Deputy  or  Deputies  shall,  if  required  on 
behalf  of  any  Candidate,  make  from  each  Voter  at  the  time  of  his  tendering  his  Vote»  and 
not  after,  and  shall  also,  if  so  required  as  aforesaid,  then  and  there  administelr  an  Oath, 
(or  in  case  of  a  Quaker. or  Moravian,  an  Affirmation,)  to  such  Voter,  in  the  following 
form ;  (that  is  to  say) 

"YOU,  A.  B.  do  swear,  [or,  being  a  Quaker  or  Moravian,  do  affirm,]  That 
"  you  are  the  same  A.  B.  whose  name  appears  on  the  Register  of  Voters  for 
"  this  year  for  the  County  of  [or,  the  Riding,  F%xU  or 

"  Division  of  the  County  of  or  the  City  or  Borough  of 

"  as  the  case  may  be,]  and  that  you  still  have  the  same  Qualification  for 
"  which  your  Name  was  inserted  in  the  said  Register,  that  is  to  say,  [spedfy- 
ing  in  each  case  the  nature  of  the  Qualification  as  described  in  the  Register,] 
and  that  you  have  not  before  voted  either  here  or  elsewhere  at  the  present 
"  Election  for  the  said  County,  [or,  for  the  said  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of 
"  the  said  County,  or  for  the  said  City  or  Borough,  as  the  case  may  be.] 

'•  So  help  you  GOD." 

And*no  Elector  shall  hereafter,  at  any  such  Election,  be  required  to  take  any  oath  or 
affirmation,  except  as  aforesaid,  in  proof  of  his  Freehold,  Residence,  Age  or  other  his 
Qualification  or  Right  to  vote,  any  law  or  statute,  local  or  genen),  to  the  contrary  notwitii- 
(p.  20.) 
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standing;  and  no  person  claiminf^  to  vote  at  any  such  Election  shall  be  excluded  from 
Totin^if  thereat,  except  by  reason  of  its  appearing  to  the  Returning  Officer  or  his  respective 
Deputy  that  the  parson  so  claiming  to  vote  is  not  the  same  person  whose  name  appears  in 
such  Register,  or  that  such  person's  Qualification  for  Voting  does  not  still  continue,  or 
that  such  person  has  previously  polled  at  the  same  Election,  or  by  reason  of  such  person 
refusing  to  take  the  said  oath  or  make  the  said  affirmation,  or  to  take  any  other  oath  or 
make  any  other  affirmation  required  by  any  other  Act,  and  not  hereby  dispensed  mth ;  and 
no  Scrutiny  shall  hereafter  be  allowed  by  or  before  any  Returning  Officer  with  regurd  to 
any  Votes  ^ven  or  tendered  at  any  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament ;  any  law,  statute  or  usage  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

68,— Person*  excluded  from  the  Register  bt/  tfie  Barrister  mcy  tender  their  Votes. Tender 

to  he  recorded,"^  Provided  always,  and  be  it  Enacted,  That  any  person,  whose  name  shall  have 
been  omitted  from  any  Register  of  A^oters  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  the  Barrister  who 
shall  have  revised  the  Lists  from  which  such  Register  shall  have  been  formed,  may  tender  bis 
Vote  at  any  Election  at  which  such  Register  shall  be  in  force,  stating,  at  the  time,  the  name  or 
names  of  the  Candidate  or  Candidates  for  whom  he  tenders  such  Vote ;  and  the  Returning 
Officer,  or  his  Deputy,  shall  enter  upon  the  Poll-book  every  Vote  so  tendered,  distinguishing 
the  same  from  the  Votes  admitted  and  allowed  at  such  Election. 

59. — Correctness  of  the  Register  to  be  questionable  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,] 
Provided  also,  and  be  it  Enacted,  That  upon  Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons,  complaining 
of  an  undue  Election  or  Return  of  any  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  any 
Petitioner  shall  be  at  liberty  to  impeach  the  correctness  of  the  Register  of  Voters  in  force  at 
the  time  of  such  Election,  by  proving  that,  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  the  Barrister 
who  shall  have  revised  the  Lists  of  \'cters  from  which  such  Register  shall  have  been  formed, 
the  name  of  any  person  who  voted  at  such  Election  was  improperly  inserted  or  retained  in  such 
Register,  or  the  name  of  any  person  who  tendered  his  Vote  at  such  Election,  improperly 
omitted  from  such  Register ;  and  the  Select  Committee  appointed  for  the  trial  of  such  Petition 
shall  alter  the  Poll  taken  at  such  Election  according  to  the  truth  of  the  case,  and  shall  report 
their  Determination  thereupon  to  The  House,  and  The  House  shall  thereupon  carry  such  Deter- 
mination into  effect,  and  the  Return  shall  be  amended,  or  the  Election  declared  void,  as  the 
case  may  be,  and  the  Register  corrected  accordingly,  or  such  other  order  shall  be  made  as  to 
The  House  shall  seem  proper;  and,  in  case  of  corruption,  partiality,  or  wilful  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  such  Barrister,  the  said  Committee  may  order  such  sum  to  be  paid  by  him  to  the 
Petitioner  as  such  Cotimittee  shall  think  reasonable. 

60. — Sheriffs  of  the  divided  Counties  to  preside  at  Elections  by  themselves  or  Deputies,  and  fix  the 
time.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Sheriffs  of  Yorkshire  and  Lincolnshire,  and  the  Sheriffs 
of  the  Counties  divided  by  this  Act  shall  duly  cause  proclamation  to  be  made  of  the  several 
days  fixed  for  the  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  several  Ridings,  Parts 
and  Divisions  of  their  respective  Counties,  and  shall  preside  at  the  same  by  themselves  or  their 
lawful  Deputies. 

61. — Commencemtnt  and  Continuance  of  Polls  at  County  ElectionsJ]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That 
at  every  contested  Election  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  any 
County,  or  for  any  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a  County,  the  Polling  shall  commence  at  Nine 
o'clock  in  the  Forenoon  of  the  next  day  but  two  after  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election,  unless 
sach  next  day  but  two  shall  be  Saturday  or  Sunday,  and  then  on  tlie  Monday  following,  at  the 
principal  place  of  Election,  and  also  at  the  several  places  to  be  appointed  as  hereinafter  directed 
for  taking  Polls ;  and  such  Polling  shall  continue  for  Trro  Days  only,  such  Two  Days  being 
successive  days;  (that  is  to  say)  for  Seven  hours  on  the  first  day  of  Polling,  and  for  Eight  hours 
on  the  second  day  of  Polling ;  and  no  Poll  shall  be  kept  open  later  than  Four  of  the  clock  in 
the  Afternoon  of  the  second  day,  any  statute  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

e2^—CwiUkt  to  be  diviitd  into  Dktrktt  for  Pigling  ly  Ju$ticct  in  S€moH$.  •  •  •  •  JicKicei  to  hnt 
(p.  21.) 
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|4wa  >f|BMl«J  far  tikiaK  ik«  PoB  &>  nek  Camatf,  K^dug,  Parti,  a  Din 
JlJMi  tt  At  PaM  far  c*My  OmMf  m  CafiMi  Md  Wri«  u  Ik*  Qnnv  S 
bM,*ilbM«  >o<wriDipp»^Ci<ifc«y*rilwaMfcfa)  whwa-daJwumrt^ 
ftaoM  far  P«l6ii(  tt  *«  Mi  of  «««7  Tm  Tmh  fam  *•  TOfNEM*  praccdiBs  a^MXii 
teaa^  farikaip«fpM«;  aai  ■kalalindf  the  DiohaiaBii  Place*  far  fSilliit,i— 
*»  faw  aaJ  «Mh  wwaefcf  fp  iwlMtM  M*if  ^  Ad,  AalL  be  h>Jiad  wiih  *«  Ckdji 
hMiW  «MhC«n(/,wWalaUfa«ib«itkeaaMCof>(9«/MckLiMtaW  pmudtW^; 
ini  M  MMw  Iht  doM*  vf  tfc*  Cka^M  Md  Ckiipeb  wJika  Mck  CoiMf,  cm  Ika  li| 
Pull  or  DiTMM*  of  CKk  C««»ty,  Mwtdif  U  Ike  iMt  appoiaiMMt ;  and  tfas  PaB*  ^ 
EfactiMi  ikaB  b«  takm  ihtkia  Mck  DMnet*  Hd  al  mcb  places  b  ikalt  ka*c  Imm  Mtj 


ka*c  Imm  Mil 
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«4m  M  i»<fB«y  fa.]  Aad  ka  it  Enacted,  TVat  at  tiverj  conteHad  SlMUOk  fe 
or  mdwg,  I^n*  or  DiTukm  of  ■  Conalif,  Ike  Slwiiff,  L  odcr-f 
ifl^fdrtd  Iherela  by  or  am  behalf  of  an;  Caoduittc  on  ihe  day  fixed  foe  Ike  EImIM^ 
■M  M  rcqairad,  nay,  if  it  ihall  appear  to  kin  etpedienl,  cause  U  be  crcelwl  ■  iMlH 
BBnber  of  Boollu  for  taking  the  Poll  at  the  ptincipa]  pUce  of  Elactkin,  and  abo  at  ewj^ 
P«iliag-ldaoe«  m  to  be  tppointed  as  afoitaaid,  uid  thall  crum  to  be  afltied  on  ifcc  a0t 
•pwwHn  pan  of  each  of  the  Mid  Booibi  the  Danes  of  the  sereral  Pvttbea,  T<nradi|| 
placci  lot  which  mch  Booth  a  reipecticel}  allolled ;  aod  do  penon  Aail  be  adBiIUil 
at  any  mch  EJeution  in  rtipecl  of  any  propeiiy  tjiuale  in  any  Parish,  Townaliip  or  |m 
whidi  any  Booth  i)  allotted,  except  at  the  Booth  fo  alloiled ;  and  in  ca^a  any  PaxiAj 
•hip,  ot  place  tliall  happen  not  lo  be  included  in  any  of  the  diiliicts  lo  be  appoiatedj 
Jnitice*  of  ibe  Peace  u  aforeieid,  the  Vote*  io  reipect  of  propeity  situate  in  nf  $j 
TowDBhip  or  place  so  omitleil,  shall  be  taken  al  the  principal  place  of  Electtoa  for  Uw  Oi 
or  RiJing,  Partt  or  DiTiiion  of  the  County,  as  the  case  may  be. 

64— Pmiuion  oi  to  S/irrtfi  DqmtieM,  the  Cat'ody  of  PoU  Booki,  aad  Jlnal  Vtvlantiim\ 
yollfor  Coimliu.]  And  be  il  Enacted,  Tlial  the  Sheriff  shall  have  power  to  appoint  Dq 
10  preside  and  Clerks  to  take  llie  Poll  at  the  principal  place  of  Election,  and  also  at  tba^ 
plicM  appointed  for  taking  the  Poll  for  any  County,  or  any  Riding,  Paris  or  DifiaiM' 
County ;  and  that  the  Poll  Clerks  employed  at  Ibose  several  places  shall  at  the  ciMe  t^ 
day's  Poll,  inclose  and  seal  llieir  several  Book;,  and  stiall  publicly  deliver  them,  n  itm 
and  fraled,  to  the  Sheriff,  Uoder-Slieriff,  or  Sheriff's  Deputy,  preiiding  at  such  Poll,  ntn  I 
give  a  receipt  for  ihe  same,  and  shall,  on  the  conimeflceinenl  of  the  Poll  on  the  ucooi 
deliver  (hem  back,  so  inclosed  and  sealed,  lo  the  personi  from  whom  he  shall  hAVe  n<l 
them  1  and  on  Ibc  final  close  of  the  Poll  every  such  Deputy  who  shall  have  received  anf 
Pon-booki  ahull  forlhwilh  deliver  or  Irynsmit  the  same,  so  inclosed  and  sealed,  lo  the  3^ 
or  his  Under- She  riff,  who  shall  receive  and  keep  all  the  Poll-books  unopened  until  ll 
lUHfflbling  of  the  Courl  on  the  day  next  but  one  after  the  close  of  the  Poll,  unless  li 
day  but  one  shall  be  Sunday,  and  then  on  the  Monday  following,  when  he  shall  a 
the  Deal!  iherenn,  and  cnst  up  the  number  of  Votes  as  they  appear  on  the  said  screralfl 
and  shall  openly  declare  the  slate  of  the  Poll,  and  shall  make  proclamaiioD  of  the  & 
Members  chosen  not  later  ihaD  I'un  of  the  clock  in  ihe  Aneinoon  of  the  said  day. 
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SS.-^Commencetnehi  ahd  continuance  of  Polls  at  Borough  El»Dfhhi,']  AM  M  ii  BhacbM 
that  at  erery  coniiBsted  Electioii  of  a  Meiflber  or  Metnbeni  td  iehk  iit  (my  ftiturt  fttUir 
ment  for  any  City  or  Borough  in  Enf^Khii,  except  the  Bol-ough  ot  Mdnttioiitb^  this  Pbll  ithnl 
cofnmehce  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election^  or  on  the  day  iieit  following;  tff  At  tite  Urtlit 
on  the  Third  day,  unless  ally  of  the  said  days  shdl  be  Saturday  or  Simdny,  ahd  ilieii  oii  ffik 
Monday  followifa|r,  the  particular  day  for  the  coiiiiiieneeuieht  6f  the  Pdll  to  j^  fixed  Vf  fM 
Returning:  Officer^  and  such  Polling  shall  contihue  fbr  Two  days  ohly^  suelt  Twb  dkjfi 
successive  diiys ;  (that  is  to  say)  foi*  Seven  hours  on  the  fitst  day  oi  Pdltttt^^  and  fdr 
hours  on  the  secbnd  day  of  Polling ;  and  that  the  Poll  thai!  on  no  acbount  be  kept 
later  than  fbar  of  the  clock  iii  the  Afternoon  of  such  second  da^ ;  Atiy  statute  to  the  contrtff^ 
notwithstandinsr- 


66. — Polling  for  Borough*  to  be  at  several  Booths,  not  more  than  800  vo^g  at  Mf 
pariment  in  a  Booth, . . .  Bach  person  to  vote  at  the  Booth  appdlnt^for  his  ParUh  ^  Dlsifki 
..,,//  the  Booths  are  in  different  places,  a  Deputy  to  prifside  at  each  plaoe.. .  ..PrMiM 
And  be  it  Enacted,  That  at  eyfery  contested  Election  df  a  Memb^  or  Member^  td  wM  nt 
any  future  Parliament  for  any  City  or  Borough  in  England,  exc^t  the  Bdrdngh  of  Mott^ 
mouth,  the  Returning  Officer  shall,  if  required  thereto  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  Candidate* 
on  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election,  and  if  not  so  required,  may,  if  it  shall  wp^peMt  to  Um 
expedient,  cHusfe  to  be  erected  for  takihg  the  Poll  at  such  ^^etion  diffietfent  BootM  tit 
different  Parishes,  Districts  or  Parts  of  su^h  Oty  of  Borough,  whibli  BbdCfif  htPf  M 
situated  either  in  one  place  or  in  several  places,  and  shall  be  so  divided  add  dlott^d  failb 
Compfkrtinents  «s  to  the  Returning  Officer  ihall  seetli  mbilt  cdhvetiietit,  sd  lliat  M  gtiMtt 
number  than  Si»  Hundfed  shall  be  reqtiired  to  poll  at  sby  one  eompKartment  $  nhi  iMl 
Returning  Officer  shall  appoint  a  Cltek  to  tikt  the  PdtL  at  e*ch  eomflitftititet,  ittd  sifitfl 
caude  to  be  affixed  on  the  most  conspicuous  pan  of  each  of  iUt  Mfi  BdotM,  tH^  hutak  df 
the  several  Parishes,  DiAtrictft  and  Parts  fbr  iifhich  ducli  Bdoth  is  fetpeedvely  idklftM  i  ill 
ho  person  shall  be  admitted  to  vot6  at  any  such  Elation,  ez^cfpt  at  the  Bod'tit  tJldttdi  tit 
the  Parish,  District  Or  Part  whei^n  the  Property  may  be  iititate  in  relpedt  df  Whlek  tk^ 
claims  to  vote,  or  wherein  his  place  of  abode  as  dMeribed  in  the  Raster  tkky  be|  btft  ik 
case  no  Bootli  shall  happen  to  be  provided  for  any  pafti^lar  Parish,  IHstrict  tf  Pift  is 
aforesaid,  the  Votes  of  persons  voting  in  respect  of  property  situate  in  any  Parish,  Dis- 
trict or  Part  so  omitted,  or  having  their  place  of  abdde  therein,  may  be  tak^  at  «ny  of 
the  said  Booths ;  and  the  Votes  of  Freemen  residing  out  of  the  limits  of  the  City  <ir 
Boroup;h,  but  within  Seven  statute  miles  thereof,  may  be  taken  at  siny  of  the  said  Booths] 
and  Public  Notice  of  the  situation.  Division  and  Allotment  of  the  different  Booths  sluA 
be  given  Two  Dat/s  before  the  commencement  of  the  Poll,  by  the  Returning  Officer  |  mA 
in  case  the  Booths  shall  be  situated  in  different  places,  the  Returning  Officer  may  sppoint'ft 
Deputy  to  preside  at  each  place ;  and  at  every  such  Elation  the  Poll  Clerks  at  the  ctoA 
of  each  day's  Poll  shall  enclose  and  seal  their  several  Poll  Books,  and  shall  pUbBdy 
deliver  them  so  enclosed  and  sealed  to  the  Returning  Officer  or  his  Deputy,  Who  shall  gM« 
receipt  for  the  same,  and  shall,  on  the  commencement  of  the  Poll  on  the  second  day,  MMt 
them  back  so  enclosed  and  sealed  to  the  persons  from  whom  he  shall  have  received  the  maHi^ 
and  every  Deputy  so  receiving  any  such  Poll-books,  oh  the  final  dose  of  the  Poll,  shalifortli^ 
with  deliver  or  transmit  the  same  so  enclosed  and  sealed  to  the  Returning  Officer,  Who  sltsft 
receive  and  keep  all  the  Poll  Books  Unopened  until  the  following  day,  utol^ss  sueh  day  b» 
Sunday,  and  then  till  the  MoftdHy  following,  when  he  shall  openly  break  thcTseals  therMo^ 
and  cast  up  the  number  of  Votes  tm  they  $j^f^T  on  the  sSid  ^tttttit  Books>  and  shall  ojpealf 
declare  the  state  of  the  Poll,  and  make  pro^lamatiotf  of  the  Hfettibier  or  Members ditosenacjt 
later  than  Two  o'clock  in  the  Afternoon  of  the  said  day :  Provided  always.  That  the  Returning 
Officer,  or  his  lawful  Deputy,  may,  if  he  think  fit,  declare  thd  final  state  df  the  Poll,  and 
proceed  to  make  the  Return  immediately  after  the  Poll  shall  have  been  lawfully  closedi 
Provided  also.  That  no  Nomination  shall  be  made,  or  Electidn  holden,  of  amy  Member  finr 
any  City  or  Borough,  in  any  Chu^,  Chapel  or  other  place  of  PubHc  Worship. 

67. --Polling  DistrioU  for  Shorehm^  Crhhkdc,  ^fkiiuff,  oniJBMlUtfMi  if  be  tfm 

Q).  23,) 


R^arm  BUI.  {COMMONS}  (&amd.) 

Power  to  aUet  the  Polling  Ditlrkti  ai  the  end  <f  two  Yean,']  And  Im  it  Enacttd,  Tbtt  the 
JtttticM  of  the  Peace  for  erery  County  in  England  and  Wales,  assembled  at  the  Qotrter 
Sessions  to  be  holden  next  af\er  the  poiting  of  thii  Act^  or  at  sone  S|ycial  Stssiona  to  be 
appointed  by  them  so  assembled  as  aforesaid,  (and  of  which  there  shall  be  given  al  letst  Ten 
Days  public  notice,)  shall  divide  their  respective  Counties,  and  Ridings,  Parts  and  Dirisioos  of 
Counties,  into  convenient  Districts  for  Polling,  and  shall  appoint  in  each  District  a  conreniant 
place  for  taking  the  Poll  at  all  Elections  of  a  Knight  or  Knights  of  the  Shire  to  serve  in  any 
future  Parliament,  in  such  manner  that  no  person  shall  have  to  travel  more  than  lykm  miles 
from  the  property  in  respect  of  which  he  claims  to  vote ;  provided  that  no  County,  nor  any 
Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a  County,  shall  have  more  than  Fifteen  Districts  and  respective 
places  appointed  for  taking  the  Poll  for  such  County,  Riding,  Parts,  or  Division ;  and  that  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  for  e? ery  County  in  England  and  Wales  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  assem- 
bled, shall  have  power  to  appoint  (if  they  shall  so  think  fit)  other  and  diffei<ent  Diatricts  and 
Places  for  Polling  at  the  end  of  every  Two  Years  from  the  respective  preceding  appointment  to 
be  made  for  that  purpose ;  and  that  a  List  of  the  Districts  and  Places  for  Polling,  named  in 
the  first  and  each  succeeding  appointment  under  this  Act,  shall  be  lodged  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  of  each  County,  who  shall  forthwith  cause  Copies  of  such  list  to  be  printed,  and  to  be 
fixed  on  or  near  the  doors  of  the  Churches  and  Chapels  within  each  County,  or  the  Ridings, 
Parts  or  Divisions  of  each  County,  according  to  the  last  appointment ;  and  the  Polls  ai  evtiy 
Election  shall  be  taken  within  such  Districts  and  at  such  places  as  shall  have  been  named  for 
that  purpose  in  the  appointment  in  force  at  the  time  of  such  Election. 

Sd.-^At  to  Booths  at  the  Polling  places  for  Counties No  Voter  to  Poll  aid  of  iki  Diitricl 

where  his  Property  liesJ]  And  be  it  Enacted,  Tliat  at  every  contested  Eleotion  for  any  County 
or  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a  County,  the  Sherifi;  Under-Sherifi;  or  Sheriff's  Deputy  shall, 
if  required  thereto  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  Candidate  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election,  and  if 
not  so  required,  may,  if  it  shall  appear  to  him  expedient,  cause  to  be  erected  a  reasonable 
number  of  Booths  for  taking  the  Poll  at  the  principal  place  of  Election,  and  also  ai  each  of  the 
Polling-places  so  to  be  appointed  as  aforesaid,  and  shall  cause  to  be  affixed  on  the  most  con« 
spicuous  part  of  each  of  the  said  Booths  the  names  of  the  several  Parishes,  Townships,  and 
places  for  which  such  Booth  is  respectively  allotted ;  and  no  person  shall  be  admitted  to  vote 
at  any  such  Election  in  respect  of  any  property  situate  in  any  Parish,  Township  or  place  for 
which  any  Booth  is  allotted,  except  at  the  Booth  so  allotted ;  and  in  case  any  Parish,  Town- 
ship, or  place  shall  happen  not  to  be  included  in  any  of  the  districts  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  as  aforesaid,  the  Votes  in  respect  of  property  situate  in  any  Parish, 
Township  or  place  so  omitted,  shall  be  taken  at  the  principal  place  of  Election  for  the  County 
or  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  the  County,  as  the  case  may  be. 

^.-^Provision  as  to  Sheriffs  Dqmties,  the  Custody  of  Poll  Books,  and  f ml  Deckfotkm  qfthe 
Poll  for  Counties.]  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  the  Sheriff  shall  have  power  to  appoint  Deputiti 
to  preside  and  Clerks  to  take  the  Poll  at  the  principal  place  of  Election,  and  also  ai  theaevend 
places  appointed  for  taking  the  Poll  for  any  County,  or  any  Riding,  Paris  or  Divtskm  of  a 
County;  and  that  the  Poll  Clerks  employed  at  those  several  places  shall  at  the  doso  of  oach 
day*s  Poll,  inclose  and  seal  their  several  Books,  and  shall  publicly  deliver  them,  so  inclosed 
and  sealed,  to  the  Sheriff,  Under-Sheriff,  or  Sheriff's  Deputy,  presiding  ai  such  PoU,  who  shall 
give  a  receipt  for  the  same,  and  shall,  on  the  commencement  of  the  Poll  on  the  second  day, 
deliver  them  back,  so  inclosed  and  sealed,  to  the  persons  from  whom  he  shall  have  received 
them ;  and  on  the  final  close  of  the  Poll  every  such  Deputy  who  shall  have  received  any  such 
Pofl-books  shall  forthwith  deliver  or  transmit  the  same,  so  inclosed  and  sealed,  to  the  Sheriff, 
or  his  Under-sheriff,  who  shall  receive  and  keep  all  the  Poll-books  unopened  until  the  re- 
assembling of  the  Court  on  the  day  next  but  one  after  the  close  of  the  Poll,  unless  such  nezi 
day  but  one  shall  be  Sunday,  and  then  on  the  Monday  following,  when  he  shall  openly  break 
the  seals  thereon,  and  cast  up  the  number  of  Votes  as  they  appear  on  the  said  several  Books* 
and  shall  openly  declare  the  state  of  the  Poll,  and  shall  make  proclamation  of  the  Member  or 
Members  chosen  not  later  than  Two  of  the  clock  in  the  AAernoon  of  the  said  day. 
(p.  32.) 
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66. — Commencement  and  continuance  of  Polls  at  Borough  Elections.']  And  bfe  it  Efaacted; 
I'hat  at  erery  contested  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Parlia- 
ment  for  any  City  or  Borough  in  Enp^land,  except  the  Borough  of  Monmouth,  the  Poll  shall 
cotnmeiice  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election,  or  on  the  day  next  following,  or  at  the  latest 
on  the  Third  day,  unless  any  of  the  said  days  shall  be  Saturday  or  Sunday,  and  then  on  the 
Monday  following,  the  particular  day  for  the  commencement  of  the  Poll  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Returning  Officer,  and  such  Polling  shall  continue  for  Two  days  only,  such  Two  days  bcinj 
Successive  days ;  (that  is  to  say)  for  Seven  hours  on  the  first  day  of  Polling,  and  for  Eight 
hours  on  the  second  day  of  Polling ;  and  that  the  Poll  shall  on  no  account  be  kept  open 
later  than  Four  of  the  clock  in  the  Afternoon  of  such  second  day  ;  any  statute  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding. 

66. — Polling  for  Boroughs  to  be  at  several  Booths,  not  more  than  600  voting  at  ofie  com* 

pariment  in  a  Booth Each  person  to  vote  at  the  Booth  appointed  for  his  Parish  or  District 

,,,,Ifthe  Booths  are  in  different  places,  a  Deputy  to  preside  at  each  plase Proviso,"] 

And  be  it  Enacted,  That  at  every  contested  Election  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in 
any  future  Parliament  for  any  City  or  Borough  in  England,  except  the  Borough  of  Mon- 
mouth, the  Returning  Officer  shall,  if  required  thereto  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  Candidate^ 
on  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election,  and  if  not  so  required,  may,  if  it  shall  appear  to  him 
expedient,  cause  to  be  erected  for  taking  the  Poll  at  such  Election  different  Booths  for 
different  Parishes,  Districts  or  Parts  of  such  City  or  Borough,  which  Booths  may  be 
sitoated  either  in  one  place  or  in  several  places,  and  shall  be  so  divided  and  allotted  into 
Compartments  as  to  the  Returning  Officer  shall  seem  most  convenient,  so  that  no  greater 
liitmber  than  Six  Hundired  shall  be  required  to  pull  at  any  one  compartment ;  and  the 
Returning  Officer  shall  appoint  a  Clerk  to  take  the  Poll  at  each  compartment,  and  shall 
cau^e  to  be  affixed  on  the  most  conspicuous  part  of  each  of  the  said  Booths,  the  names  of 
the  several  Parishes,  Districts  and  Parts  for  which  such  Booth  is  respectively  allotted  ;  and 
fio  person  shall  be  admitted  to  vote  at  any  such  Election,  except  at  the  Booth  allotted  for 
the  Parish,  District  or  Part  wherein  the  Property  may  be  situate  in  respect  of  which  he 
claims  to  vote,  or  wherein  his  place  of  abode  as  described  in  the  Register  may  be;  but  in 
case  no  Booth  shall  happen  to  be  provided  for  any  particular  Parish,  District  or  Part  as 
aforesaid,  the  Votes  of  persons  voting  in  respect  of  property  situate  in  any  Parish,  Dis- 
trict or  Part  so  omitted,  or  having  their  place  of  abode  therein,  may  be  taken  at  any  of 
the  said  Booths ;  and  the  Votes  of  Freemen  residing  out  of  the  limits  of  the  City  or 
Borough,  but  within  Seven  statute  miles  thereof,  may  be  taken  at  any  of  the  said  Booths ; 
and  Public  Notice  of  the  situation.  Division  and  Allotment  of  the  different  Booths  shall 
be  given  Tteo  Days  before  the  commencement  of  the  Poll,  by  the  Returning  Officer }  and 
in  case  the  Booths  shall  be  situated  in  different  places,  the  Returning  Officer  may  appoint  a 
Deputy  to  preside  at  each  place ;  and  at  every  such  Election  the  Poll  Clerks  at  the  dose 
of  each  day's  Poll  shall  enclose  and  seal  their  several  Poll  Books,  and  shall  publicly 
deliver  them  so  enclosed  and  scaled  to  the  Returning  Officer  or  his  Deputy,  who  shall  give  a 
receipt  for  the  same,  and  shall,  on  the  commencement  of  the  Poll  on  the  second  day,  deliver 
them  back  so  enclosed  and  sealed  to  the  persons  from  whom  he  shall  have  received  the  same, 
and  every  Deputy  so  receiving  any  such  Poll-books,  on  the  final  close  of  the  Poll,  shall  forth- 
with deliver  or  transmit  the  same  so  enclosed  and  sealed  to  the  Returning  Officer,  who  shall 
receive  and  keep  all  the  Poll  Books  unopened  until  the  following  day,  unless  sach  day  be 
Sunday,  and  then  till  the  Monday  following,  when  he  shall  openly  break  thcT^seals  thereon, 
and  cast  up  the  number  of  Votes  as  they  appear  on  the  said  several  Books,  and  shall  openly 
declare  the  state  of  the  Poll,  and  make  proclamation  of  the  Member  or  Members  chosen  not 
later  than  Tu^o  o'clock  in  the  Afternoon  of  the  said  day :  Provided  always.  That  the  Returning 
Officer,  or  his  la\vful  Deputy,  may,  if  he  think  fit,  declare  the  final  state  of  the  Poll,  and 
proceed  to  make  the  Return  immediately  after  the  Poll  shall  have  been  lawfully  closed: 
Provided  also,  That  no  Nomination  shall  be  made,  or  Election  holden,  of  any  Member  for 
any  City  or  Borough,  in  any  Church,  Chapel  or  other  place  of  Public  Worship. 

67 .-^Poiling  Districts  for  Shoreham,  Crickladet  ^ifMurf,  and  EmU  Bei/M,  t9  be  ^pm 
(p.  23.) 
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pointed  by  the  Justices  in  Sessions,']  Provided  always,  and  be  it  Enacted,  That  so  far  as 
relates  to  the  several  Boroughs  of  New  Shoreham,  Cricklade,  Aylesbury,  and  East  Ret* 
ford,  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  of  the  several  Counties  in  which  the  said  Boroughs  are 
respectively  situate  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  be  holden  next  after  the  passing'  of  this  Act 
shall  divide  the  said  several  Boroughs  into  convenient  Districts  for  Polling,  and  shall 
appoint  in  each  District  a  convenient  place  for  taking  the  Poll  at  all  Elections  of  Members 
to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for  each  of  the  said  Boroughs ;  and  that  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace  of  each  of  the  said  Counties,  assembled  at  the  Quarter  Sessions,  shall  have 
power  to  appoint  (if  they  shall  so  think  fit)  other  and  different  Districts  and  Places  for 
Polling  at  the  end  of  every  Two  years  from  the  respective  preceding  appointment  to  be 
made  for  that  purpose ;  and  that  a  List  of  the  Districts  and  Places  for  Polling  named  in 
the  first  and  in  each  succeeding  appointment  shall  be  lodged  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
of  the  respective  County,  who  shall  forthwith  cause  Copies  of  such  List  to  be  printed, 
and  to  be  fixed  on  the  doors  of  the  several  Churches  and  Chapels  within  the  respective 
Borough ;  and  the  Polls  at  every  Election  for  each  of  the  said  Boroughs  shall  be  taken 
within  such  Districts  and  at  such  places  respectively  as  shall  be  named  in  the  i^pointment 
in  force  at  the  time  of  such  Election. 

68. — fFhen  the  Reluming  Officer  map  close  the  Poll. ....  Adjournment  of  Poll  in  csue  of 
Riot.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  prevent  any  SherifiT  or 
other  Returning  Officer,  or  the  la\vful  Deputy  of  any  Returning  Officer,  from  closing  the 
Poll  previous  to  the  expiration  of  the  time  fixed  by  this  Act,  in  any  case  where  the  same 
might  have  been  lawfully  closed  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  \  and  that  where  tke  pro- 
ceedings at  any  Election  shall  be  interrupted  or  obstructed  by  any  riot  or  open  violence, 
the  Sheriflf  or  other  Returning  Officer,  or  tbe  lawful  Deputy  of  any  Returning  Officer, 
shall  not  for  such  cause  finally  close  the  Poll,  but  shall  adjourn  the  same  until  the  following 
day,  or  for  some  other  convenient  time  as  the  occasion  may  require,  and  if  necessary,  shall 
further  adjourn  the  same  until  such  interruption  or  obstruction  shall  liave  ceased,  when 
the  Returning  Officer  or  his  Deputy  shall  again  proceed  to  take  the  Poll ;  and  any  day 
whereon  the  Poll  shall  have  been  so  adjourned,  shall  not  be  reckoned  one  of  the  two  days 
of  Polling  at  such  Election  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act. 

69. — Candidates  or  persons  proposing  a  Candidate  without  his,  consent,  to  be  ai  tke  estpeme 

of  Booths  and  Poll  Clerks Proviso,]    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  from  and  after  the  end 

of  this  present  Parliament,  all  Booths  erected  for  the  convenience  of  taking  Polls  shall 
be  erected  at  the  joint  and  equal  expense  of  the  several  Candidates,  and  the  same  shall  be 
erected  by  contract  with  the  Candidates,  if  they  shall  think  fit  to  make  such  contract,  or 
if  they  shall  not  make  such  contract,  then  the  same  shall  be  erected  by  the  Sheriff  or  other 
Returning  Officer,  at  the  expense  of  the  several  Candidates  as  aforesaid ;  and  that  all 
Deputies  appointed  by  the  Sheriff  or  other  Returning  Officer  shall  be  paid  each  T\eo 
Guineas  by  the  day,  and  all  Clerks  employed  in  taking  the  Poll  shall  be  paid  each  One 
Guinea  by  the  day,  at  the  expense  of  the  Candidates  at  such  Election  :  Provided  always, 
Thatjf  any  Person  shall  be  proposed  without  his  consent,  then  the  Person  so  proposing 
him  shall  be  liable  to  defray  his  share  of  the  said  expenses  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had 
been  a  Candidate :  Provided  also.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  prevent  the  Candi* 
dates  or  any  Sheriff  or  other  Returning  Officer  from  using  or  hiring  any  one  or  more 
Houses  or  other  Buildings  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  Poll  therein,  subject  always  to 
the  same  regulations,  provisions  and  liabilities  in  every  respect  as  are  hereinbefSore  men- 
tioned with  regard  to  Booths  for  taking  the  Poll. 

JO.-^Certified  Copies  of  the  Register  of  Voters  for  each  Booth,]  And  be  it  Enacted, 
that  the  Sheriff  or  other  Returning  Officer  shall,  before  the  day  fixed  for  the  Election, 
cause  to  be  made  for  the  use  of  each  Booth  or  other  Polling  Place  at  such  Election,  a  true 
Copy  of  the  Register  of  Voters,  and  shall  under  his  hand  certify  every  such  copy  to  be  true. 

7 1  .^Poweri  ^  Deputies  if  Returning  Officers,]    And  be  it  Enacted^  Thttt  erenr  Dapaty 
(p.  84.)  *^  ' 
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of  a  SheiiiF  or  other  Returning  Officer  shall  have  the  same  power  of  administering  the 
Oaths  and  Affirmations  required  by  Law,  and  of  appointing  Commissioners  for  adminii* 
taring  such  Oaths  and  Affirmations  as  may  by  Law  be  administered  by  Commissioners,  at 
the  Sheriff  or  other  Returning  Officer  has  by  virtue  of  this  or  any  other  Act,  and  subject  to  the 
same  regulations  and  provisions  in  every  respect  as  such  Sheriff  or  other  Returning  Officer. 


72.^»Regulati9ni  respecting  Polling,  fyc.  for  the  Borough  of  Monmouth^  and  for  the 
tributory  Boroughs  in  fTales.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  from  and  after  the  end  of  this 
present  Parliament,  every  person  who  shall  have  a  Right  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a 
Member  for  the  Borough  of  Monmouth,  in  respect  of  the  Towns  of  Newport  or  Usk, 
shall  give  his  Vote  at  Newport  or  Usk  respectively,  before  the  Deputy  for  each  of  such 
Towns,  whom  the  Returning  Officer  of  the  Borough  of  Monmouth  is  hereby  authorised 
and  required  to  appoint ;  and  every  person  who  shall  have  a  Right  to  vote  in  the  Election 
of  a  Member  for  any  Shire  Town  or  Borough,  in  respect  of  any  place  named  in  the  first 
column  of  the  Schedule  marked  (F.)  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall  give  his  Vote  at  such 
place  before  the  Deputy  for  such  place,  whom  the  Returning  Officer  of  the  Shire  Town  or 
Borough  is  hereby  authorized  and  required  to  appoint ;  and  every  person  who  shall  have  a 
Right  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  a  Member  for  the  Borough  composed  of  the  Towns  of 
Swansea,  Ix)ughcr,  Neath,  Aberaven  and  Ken^fig,  shall  give  his  Vote  at  the  Town  in 
respect  of  which  he  shall  be  entitled  to  vote ;  (that  is  to  say),  at  Swansea  before  the 
Portreeve  of  Swansea,  and  at  each  of  the  other  Towns  before  the  Deputy  for  such  Town, 
whom  the  said  Portreeve  is  hereby  authorized  and  required  to  appoint ;  and  at  every  con- 
tested Election  for  the  Borough  of  Monmouth,  or  for  any  Shire  Town  or  Borough  named 
in  the  second  column  of  the  said  Schedule  (F.)»  or  for  the  Borough  composed  of  the  said 
fixt  Towns,  the  Polling  shall  commence  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  respective  Election,  at 
well  at  Monmouth  as  at  Newport  and  Usk  respectively,  and  as  well  at  the  Shire  Town  or 
Borough  as  at  each  of  the  places  sharing  in  the  Election  therewith  respectively,  and  as 
well  at  Swansea  as  at  each  of  the  four  other  Towns  respectively ;  and  such  Polling  shall 
continue  for  Two  days  only,  such  two  days  being  successive  days,  except  where  Sunday 
shall  intervene ;  (that  is  to  say,)  for  Seven  hours  on  the  First  day  of  Polling,  and  for 
Eight  hours  on  the  Second  day  of  Polling,  and  that  the  Poll  shall  on  no  account  be  kept 
open  later  than  Four  o'clock  in  the  Afternoon  of  such  second  day ;  and  the  Returning 
Officer  of  the  Borough  of  Monmouth  shall  give  to  the  Deputies  for  Newport  and  Usk 
respectively,  and  the  Returning  Officer  of  every  Shire  Town  or  Borough  named  in  the 
second  column  of  the  said  Schedule  (F.)  shall  give  to  the  Deputy  for  each  of  the  places 
sharing  in  the  Election  for  such  Shire  Town  or  Borough,  Notice  of  the  day  fixed  for  such 
respective  Election,  and  shall  before  the  day  fixed  for  such  respective  Election  cause  to  be 
made,  and  to  be  delivered  to  every  such  Deputy,  a  true  Copy  of  the  Register  of  Voters 
for  the  Borough  of  Monmouth,  or  for  such  Shire  Town  or  Borough,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and  shall  under  his  hand  certify  every  snch  copy  to  be  true ;  and  the  Portreeve  of  the 
Town  of  Swansea  shall  give  Notice  of  the  day  of  Election  to  the  Deputy  for  each  of  the 
Towns  of  Lougher,  Neath,  Aberaven,  and  Ken-fig,  and  shall  in  like  manner  cause  to  be 
made,  and  to  be  delivered  to  every  such  Deputy  a  true  and  certified  Copy  of  the  Regitler 
of  Voters  for  the  Borough  composed  of  the  said  five  Towns ;  and  the  respective  Deputiea 
for  Newport  and  Usk,  and  for  the  respective  places  named  in  the  first  column  of  the  said 
Schedule  (F.)  as  well  as  for  the  Towns  of  Lougher,  Neath,  Aberaven,  and  Ken*fig,  shall 
respectively  take,  and  conduct  the  Poll,  and  deliver  or  transmit  the  PolUbooks  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  Deputies  of  the  Returning  Officers  of  the  Cities  and  Boroughs  in  England 
are  hereinbefore  directed  to  do,  and  shall  have  the  same  powers,  and  perform  the  same 
duties  in  every  respect,  as  are  respectively  conferred  and  imposed  on  the  said  Deputies 
by  this  Act. 

73.  All  Election  Tmws  to  remain  in  furcc^  except  where  tupeneded  hjf  this  Act."]  And  be  it 
Enacted,  That  all  Laws,  Statutes,  and  Usages  now  in  force  respecting  the  Election  of  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament  for  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  called  England  and  Wales, 
•hall  be  and  remain,  and  are  hereby  dadared  to  be  and  remain  in  (id|  foroe^  and  shall  apply 
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to  the  Election  of  Members  to  terre  io  Parlitnent  for  all  the  places  hereby  empov 
return  Members,  at  fully  and  effectually  as  if  those  places  had  heretofore  returned  1 
except  so  far  as  any  of  the  said  laws,  statutes  or  usages  are  repealed  or  altered  by  tfau 
are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  thereof. 

7-1.  Penaiiies  on  Officers  for  breach  of  duty.']  And  be  it  Enacted,  That  if  any  She 
turning  Officer,  Barrister,  Overseer,  or  any  person  whatsoever,  shall  wilfblly  eontr 
disobey  the  Provisions  of  this  Act,  or  any  of  them,  with  respect  to  any  matter  or  thl 
such  Sheriff',  Returning  Officer,  Barrister,  Overseer  or  other  person  is  hereby  requir 
he  shall  for  such  his  ofi*ence  be  liable  to  be  sued  in  an  action  of  debt  in  any  of  His  J 
Courts  of  Record  at  Westminster  for  the  penal  sum  of  Fke  hundred  Pounds,  and  ^ 
Iwfbre  whom  such  action  shall  be  tried  may  find  their  verdict  for  the  full  sum  of  Fhx 
Pounds,  or  for  any  less  sum  which  the  said  Jury  shall  think  it  just  that  he  should  pay 
his  offence ;  and  the  defendant  in  such  action  being  convicted  shall  pay  snch  penal 
awarded,  with  full  costs  of  suit,  to  any  party  who  may  sue  for  the  same;  without  { 
however,  to  the  right  of  any  party  grieved  by  the  same  misconduct  of  each  Sheriff^,  1 
Officer,  Barrister,  Overseer  or  other  person,  to  recover  such  damages  in  an  action  on 
for  a  false  Return  or  any  other  grievance,  as  he  may  be  entitled  to  at  common  law  or 
of  any  statute  now  in  force. 

75.— Pffsont  ditqualified  voting  nbject  to  Penalties,  and  UabU  to  Cmtt  on  Petitkm  te . 
Commons,]  And  be  it  Enacted,  Tliat  if  any  person  named  in  any  Register  req[oif 
made  under  this  Act,  but  who  at  the  time  of  any  Election  shall  be  in  the  enjoymen 
office  by  law  disqualifying  him  from  giving  his  Vote  in  the  Election  of  Members  to 
Parliament,  shall  presume  to  vole  iu  such  Election,  he  shall  be  liable  to  all  penalties 
feitures  to  which  he  would  be  subject  for  the  said  offence  by  any  law  In  force  at  die 
siich  Election,  in  case  this  Act  had  not  been  passed ;  and  in  case  of  a  Petition  to  tl 
of  Commons  for  altering  the  Return  or  setting  aside  the  Election  in  which  soch  pei 
have  voted,  his  Vote  shall  be  struck  off  by  the  Committee,  and  sudi  sum  shall  be  by 
to  any  Petitioner  as  to  such  Committee  shall  seem  just. 

JS.'^Penalty  for  personating  an  Elector,  and  for  voting  twice  at  the  same  JEieetuni!] 
it  Enacted,  That  if  any  person  shall  falsely  and  deceitfully  assume  the  name  or  chs 
any  other  person  whose  name  shall  be  inserted  in  any  Register  required  to  be  made  u 
Act,  and  shall  thereby  vote  or  attempt  to  vote  as  and  for  such  other  person  in  tlie  Eli 
any  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament;  or  if  any  person,  after  having  voted  at  any  Elect 
again  vote  or  attempt  again  to  vote  at  the  same  Election,  every  person  so  offending 
guilty  of  a  Misdemeanor,  and  being  convicted  thereof,  shall  be  for  ever  afterwards  dis 
from  voting  iu  any  Election  whatever  of  any  Member  to  serve  in  Parliaraenty  and 
liable  to  such  fine,  not  exceeding  Fifty  Pounds,  or  to  such  imprisonment,  not  excee 
Months,  as  tlie  Court  before  whom  he  shall  be  convicted  shall  think  fit ;  and  in  < 
Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  altering  the  Return  or  setting  aside  the  El< 
which  such  person  shall  have  voted,  his  Vote  shall  be  struck  off  by  the  Committee^  i 
sum  shall  be  by  him  paid  to  any  Petitioner  as  to  such  Committee  shall  seem  just. 

77.— Cortt  awarded  under  this  Act,  how  to  he  recovered 9  0. 4.  c.  M.}    And  be  it  1 

That  where  the  Committee  appointed  to  try  the  merits  of  any  Petition  complainii 
undue  Election  or  Return  of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  shall  ai 
sum  to  be  paid  in  any  of  the  cases  mentioned  in  this  Act,  such  sum  shall  be  reoovere 
same  manner  as  costs  are  directed  to  be  recovered  by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  I 
year  of  the  reign  of  King  George  the  Fourth,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  consolidate  an 
"  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Trial  of  Controverted  Elections,  or  Returns  of  Members 
"  in  Parliament.'' 

7^.— Writs,  4pc.  to  6e  made  conformtdfle  to  this  Act.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  all  Wr 
iisued  for  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  all  fotute  Pailianents,  and  ail  nmndat 
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cepU,  iDStnimeotSy  proceedings  and  notices  consequent  upon  such  WriU,  shall  be  and  the 
same  are  hereliy  authorized  to  be  framed  and  expressed  in  such  manner  and  form  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  Act  into  effect ;  any  law,  statute  or  usage  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

79.— Jc*  not  to  extend  to  UniversUies  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.']  Provided  always,  and  be 
it  Enacted,  That  nothing  in  this  Act  cOnUined  shall  extend  to  or  in  anywise  affect  the  Election 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Universities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  or  shall 
entitle  any  person  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  or  Town  of  Cambridge  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  any  Chambers  or  [Premises  in 
any  of  the  Colleges  or  Halls  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge. 

80.— (y  the  seme  in  which  words  in  this  Act  are  to  be  understood,    "  City  or  Borough.^. . .  • 

«  Betwning  Officer r . . . . "  Parish  or  Township:* . . . . "  Overseers  of  the  Poor:* «*  Justices  ^ 

the  Peace  for  Counties^'  SfC Misnomer  not  to  vitiate.']    And  be  it  Enacted,  That  througboat 

this  Act,  wherever  the  words  ''  City  or  Borough/'  "  Cities  or  Boroughs,"  may  occur,  those 
words  shall  be  construed  to  include,  except  there  be  something  in  the  subject  or  context  ma- 
nifestly repugnant  to  such  construction,  all  Towns  Corporate,  Cinque  Ports,  Districts  or 
Places  within  England  and  Wales  which  shall  be  entitled  after  this  Act  shall  have  passed  to 
return  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  other  than  Counties  at  large,  and 
Ridings,  Parts  and  Divisions  of  Counties  at  large,  and  shall  also  include  the  Town  of  Berwick- 
upon-Tweed  ;  and  the  words  ''  Returning  Officer  '*  shall  apply  to  every  person  or  persons  to 
whom,  by  virtue  of  his  or  their  office,  either  under  the  present  Act,  or  under  any  former  law, 
custom  or  statute,  the  execution  of  any  Writ  or  Precept  doth  or  shall  belong  for  the  Election 
of  a  Member  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  by  whatever  name  or  title  such  person  or 
persons  may  be  called ;  and  the  words  "  Parish  or  Township*'  shall  extend  to  every  Parish, 
Township,  Vill,  Hamlet,  District  or  Place  maintaining  its  own  poor ;  and  the  words  "  Overseers 
of  the  Poor  **  shall  extend  to  all  persons  who  by  virtue  of  any  office  or  appointment  shall 
execute  the  duties  of  Overseers  of  the  Poor,  by  whatever  name  or  title  such  persons  may  be 
called,  and  in  whatsoever  manner  they 'may  be  appointed ;  and  that  all  provisions  in  this  Act 
relative  to  any  matters  to  be  done  by  or  with  regard  to  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  Counties,  or 
Sessions  of  the  Peace  for  Counties,  or  Clerks  of  the  Peace  for  Counties,  or  Treasurers  oC 
Counties,  shall  extend  to  the  Justices,  Sessions,  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  Treasurers  of  the 
several  Ridings  of  Yorkshire  and  Parts  of  Lincolnshire ;  and  that  all  the  said  respective  Jus- 
tices, Sessions  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  shall  have  power  to  do  the  several  matters  required  by 
this  Act,  as  well  within  places  of  exclusive  jurisdiction  as  without;  and  that  no  Misnomer  or 
inaccurate  description  of  any  person  or  place  named  or  described  in  any  Schedule  to  this  Act 
annexed,  or  in  any  List  or  Register  of  Voters,  or  in  any  Notice  required  by  this  Act,  shall  in 
anywise  prevent  or  abridge  the  operation  of  this  Act  with  respect  to  such  person  or  placo, 
provided  that  such  person  or  place  shall  be  so  designated  in  such  Schedule,  List,  Register  or 
Notice  as  to  be  commonly  understood. 

68<?)— In  etaeofa  Dissoiution  of  Parliament  before  Registration,  the  new  Righte  of  Votmg  $UU 
take  effect  without  Registration.]    Provided  always,  and  be  it  Enacted,  That  if  a  Dissolution  of 
the  present  Parliament  shall  take  place  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  before  the 
day  of  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Thirty-two,  in  such  case  such  persons  only 

shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  a  new  Parliament  for  any 
County,  or  for  any  Riding,  Parts  or  Division  of  a  County,  or  for  any  City  or  Borough,  tf 
WDold  be  entitled  to  be  inserted  in  the  respective  Lisu  of  Voters  for  the  same,  directed  to  bo 
made  under  this  Act,  if  the  day  of  Election  had  been  the  day  for  making  out  such  rtspectivo 
Lists ;  and  sucli  persons  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  such  Election,  although  they  may  not  bt 
registered  according  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  anything  herein  contained  notwithstanding; 
and  the  Polling  at  such  Election  for  any  County,  or  for  any  Riding,  ParU  or  Division  of  t 
County,  may  be  continued  for  Fi/ieen  Days,  and  the  Polling  at  such  Election  for  any  City  or 
Borough  may  be  continued  for  Eight  Days,  any  thing  herein  contained  notwithstanding. 
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TO   WHICH   THE    FOREGOING   ACT   REFERS. 


SCHEDULE  (A.) 

Aldborouffli,  Yorkshire. 
Aldeburgh,  Suffolk. 
Amersham,  Buckinghamshire. 
Appleby,  Westmoreland. 
Beawin  (Great),  Wiltshire. 
Beeralston,  Devonshire. 
Bishop's  Castle,  Shropshire. 
Blechmgley,  Surrey. 
Boroughbridge,  Yorkshire. 
Bossiney,  Cornwall. 
Brackley,  Northamptonshire. 
Bramber,  Sussex. 
Callington,  Cornwall. 
Camelford,  Cornwall. 
Castle  Rising,  Norfolk. 
Corfe  Castle,  Dorsetshire. 
Downton,  Wiltshire. 
Dunwich,  Suffolk. 
Fowey,  Cornwall. 
Gatton,  Surrey. 
Grinstead,  East,  Sussex. 
Haslemere,  Surrey. 
Hedon,  Yorkshire. 
Heyteslniry,  Wiltshire. 
Higham  Ferrers,  Northamptonshire. 
Hindon,  Wiltshire. 
Ilchester,  Somfiersetshirc. 
East  Looe,  Cornwall. 
West  Looe,  Cornwall. 
Lostwithiel,  Cornwall. 
Ludgershall,  WUltshire. 
Milhorne  Port,  Somersetshire. 
Minehead,  Sonfersetshire. 
Newport,  Cornwall. 
Newton,  Lanca»hire. 
Newtown,  Isle  of  Wight,  Hampshire* 
Okehampton,  Devonshire. 
Orford,  Suffolk. 
Plympton,  Devonshire. 
Queenborough,  Kent. 
Romney  (New),  Kent. 
St.  Germain's,  Cornwall. 
St.  Mawc's,  Cornwall. 
St.  Michael's,  or  Midshall,  Cornwall. 
Saltash,  Cornwall. 
Old  Sarum,  Wiltshire. 
Seaford,  Sussex. 
Steynin^,  Sussex. 
Stockbndge,  Hampshire. 
Tregony,  Cornwall. 
Wendover,  Buckinghamshire. 
Weobly,  Herefordsnire. 
Whitchurch,  Hampshire. 
.  Winchelsea,  Sussex* 
Wootton  Bassett,  WllUhire. 
Yarooatb,  Isle  of  WIghti  Hamp8hir«< 


SCHEDULE  (B.) 

Arundel,  Sussex. 
Ashburton,  Devonslure. 
Calne,  Wiltshire. 
Christchurch,  Hampshire. 
Clitheroe,  Lancashire. 
Dartmouth,  Devonshire. 
Droit wich,  Worcestershire. 
Eye,  Suffolk. 

Grimsby  ^reat),  Lincolnshire. 
Helston,  Comwadl. 
Horsham,  Sussex. 
Hythe,  Kent. 
Launccston,  Cornwall. 
Liskeard,  Cornwall. 
Lvme  Regis,  Dorsetshire. 
Malmesburv,  Wiltshire. 
Midhurst,  Sussex.  ^ 

Morpeth,  Northumberland. 
North  Allerton,  Yorkshire. 
Petersfield,  Hampshire.       ^ 
Reigate,  Surrey. 
Rye,  Sussex. 
St.  Ives,  Cornwall. 
Shaftesbury,  Dorsetshire. 
Thirsk,  Yorkshire. 
Totness,  Devonshire. 
Wareham,  Dorsetshire.  ^ 
Westbury,  Wiltshire. 
Wilton,  Wiltshire. 
Woodstock,  Oxfordshire.  « 


SCHEDULE  (CO 

Principal  places  to  he  Boroughs^  with  the 
Returning  Officers, 

Manchester,  Lancashire. — ^Ret.  Off.   The 

Boroughreeve  and   Constables  of  Mmn- 

chester. 
Birmingham,   Warwickshire.— Rbt.   Off. 

The  Two  BailifiB  of  Birmingbun. 
Leeds,  Yorkshire.— Rkt.  Off.  The  Mayor 

of  Ijceds. 
Greenwich,  Kent. 
Sheffield,  YorksUre.— Rit.  Off.  The  Master 

Cutler. 
Sunderland,  Durham. 
Devonport,  Devonshire. 
Wolverhampton,  Staffordshire.— RiT.  Off. 

The    Constable    of  the   Manor   of  the 

Deanery  of  Wolverhampton. 
Tower  Hamlets,  Middlesex, 
Finsbury,  Middlesex. 
Marjr^le^bonei  Middlesex, 
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Lambeth,  Surrev. 

Bolton,  Lancashire. — Rkt.  0pp.   The  Bo- 

roughreeves  of  Great  and  Little  Bolton. 
Bradford,  Yorkshire. 
Blackburn,  Lancashire. 
Brighton,  Sussex. 
Halifax,  Yorkshire. 
Macclesfield,    Cheshire. — Ret.   Off.    The 

Mayor  of  Macclesfield. 
Oldham,  Lancashire. 
Stockport,  Cheshire. — Ret.  Off.  The  Mayor 

of  btockport. 
Stoke-upon  Trent,  Staffordshire. 
Stroud,  Gloucestershire. 


SCHEDULE  (D.) 

Principal  Places  to  be  Boroughs — With 
the  Returning  Officers. 

Ashton-under-Lyne,  Lancashire. 

Bury,  Lancashire. 

Chatham,  Kent. 

Cheltenham,  Gloucestershire. 

Dudley,  Worcestershire. 

Frome,  Somersetshire. 

Gateshead,  Durham. 

Huddersfield,  Yorkshire. 

Kidderminster,  Worcestershire. — Rkt.  Off. 

The  HiKh  Bailiff  of  Kidderminster. 
Kendal,    Westmoreland.  —  Rkt.  Off.   The 

Mavor  of  KendaL 
Rochaale,  Lancashire. 
Salford,  Lancashire.— Ret.  Off.    The  Bo- 

roughreeve  of  Salford. 
South  Shidds,  Durham. 
Tynemouth,  Northumberland. 
^Wakefield,  Yorkshire. 
Walsall,   Staffordshire.  —  Ret.  Off.    The 

Ma^or  of  Walsall. 
Warrington,  Lancashire. 
Whitbv,  Yorkshire. 
Whitenaven,  Cumberland. 


SCHEDULE  (E.) 

Places  sharing  in  the  Election  of  Members, 
with  Shire  Toums  or  Principal  Boroughs. 

Amlwch,    Holyhead,   and   Jilangefhi — ^with 

Beaumaris,  Anglesey. 
Aberystwith,    Lampeter,  and  Adpar— with 

Cardigan,  Cardiganshire. 
Llanelly — ^with  Caermarthen,  Caermarthen- 

ihire. 
Pwllheli,  Nevin,  Conway,  Bangor,  Cricceith, 

— with  Caernarvon,  Caernarvonshire. 
Ruthin,   Holt,   Town   of  Wrexham— with 

Denbigh,  Denbighshire. 


Rhyddlan,  Overton,    Caerwis,  Caergwrley, 

St.  Asaph,  Holywell>  Mold,— with  Flint, 

Flintshire. 
Cowbridge,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  Aberdare,  Llan. 

trissent — with  Cardiff,  Glamorganshire. 
Llanidloes,  Welsh  Pool,  Machynlleth,  Llan- 

fyllin,     Newtown  —  with     Montgomery, 

Montgomeryshire. 

Narberth,  Fishguard— with  Haverfordwest, 

Pembrokeshire. 
Tenby,  Wiston,  Town  of   Milford— with 

Pembroke,  Pembrokeshire. 
Knighton,  Rhayder,  Kevinleece,  Knucklas, 

Town  of  Presteigne — with  Radnor.  Rad- 

norshire.  ' 


SCHEDULE  (F.) 

Counties  to  be  divided. 
Cheshire. 
Cornwall. 
Cumberland. 
Derbyshire. 
Devonshire. 
Durham. 
Essex. 

Gloucestershire. 
Kent. 

Hampshire. 
Lancashire. 
Leicestershire^. 
Norfolk. 

Northumberland. 
Northamptonshire. 
Nottinghamshire. 
Shropshire. 
Somersetshire. 
Staffordshire. 
Suffolk. 
Surrey. 
Sussex. 
Wanvickshire. 
Wiltshire. 
Worcestershire 


SCHEDULE  (G.) 

Citiis  and  Toums,  and  Counties  tkereqf^ 
and  the  Counties  at  large,  in  which  Citiei 
and  Toums,  and  Counties  thereof  are 
to  be  included. 

Caermarthen,  Caermarthenthire. 
Chester,  Cheshire. 
Coventry,  Warwickshire. 
Gloucester,  Gloucestershire. 
Kingston-upon-Hull,  East  Riding,  Yorkshire. 
Lincoln,  the  ParU  of  Lindsey,  LUicolnshira, 
London,  Middlesex. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Northumberland. 
Worcester,  Worcestershire. 
York  and  Ainsty,  North  Riding,  Yorkshire. 


[The  remaining  Schedules,  being  merely  Forms  qf  Lists  and  Notices,  have  nai 

been  thought  necessary  to  be  given  here.] 
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PARLIAMENTARY  REPRESENTATION. 


Copies  of  luaruvCTtoss  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dtpt 
with  reference  to  Parliamentarj/  RepresentalioH :  liketuiae.  Copies  of  Lai 
Reports  received  by  tke  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Department  m  j 
to  tuch  IntlTuctiom.  ] 


erffom  Lord  MELuorRNB  to  LieuUnant  DsrHMOND,  H.  E. 


SIR, 


Whitehall,  2*th  Nov.  II] 

Tub  <JovernmeTit  having  determined  to  found  Ilie  Rerorm  Bill  upon  ■  nevrl 
request  your  asxiiitaQce,  to  enable  them  to  Bscertain  the  relative  importuice  of  t^  i 
Borou|;ha  in  England  and  Wales. 

It  ia  proponed  to  take  the  Number  of  Houaes,  and  the  amoanl  of  Assessed  TaxM. 
year  ending;;'  April  1831  tog-eliier,  as  the  test  of  diaf ranch isement.  The  inquiriea  o^ 
you  have  had  the  direction,  and  the  inforiutitian  ohtaioed  in  ananers  to  OircolwJ 
sent  from  this  Office,  trill  put  you  in  possession  of  the  liata,  from  which  cuch  a  caki 
can  be  made. 

Vou  will  have  the  goodness  therefore  to  make  a  Scale,  oontainin^in  addition  tol 
seven  Borou^ha,  (the  Number  comprised  in  Schedules  (A.)  and  (B.)  of  the  fonat 
the  ten  or  fifteen  immediately  above  them  in  size  and  importance.  I'ou  will  arretM" 
Borouglia  in  such  u  manner  tiiul  the  lowest  may  be  itie  first,  and  the  highest  the  lu 
List.  I  shall  be  obliged  to  you  to  eend  me,  at  the  aatne  lime,  an  account  of  tl 
which  the  calculation  has  been  made. 

1  have  the  hunour  to  he.  Sir, 

^'our  obedient  Semnt, 

Mnuftin 


niig 


Letter  from  Lieutenant  Drumhond  to  the  Right  Hon.  Fitcouni  MiLBOrmtl. 

MY  LORD,  Comci!  Office,  I2/A  Dee.  183j 

In  eonformily  with  the  directions  contained  iu  vour  Lordship's  Letter  of  the  S4th. 
Liat  of  the  smaller  Borouirha  of  England,  arrangea  in  a  manner  about  to  be  descril 
nan  tranaroitted  to  your  Lordship,  for  the  purpose  of  bein^  laid  before  Hia  IkfaJ 
Govenuneot. 

The  moat  anxioua  consideration  haa  been  beatowed  on  the  method  adopted  in  th«  | 
tion  of  the  List ;  a  eousideralion  due,  however,  to  the  importance  of  the  subject  ndfal 
the  difficulty  of  the  task  ;  of  which  hy  far  the  moat  arduous  part  has  consisted  in  obl| 
correct  data,  on  which  to  proceeil  with  certainty  and  with  justice. 

The  principle  on  which  the  Liat  is  founded,  L-onsists  in  allowing  equal  weight,  | 
estimaiiDU  of  the  relative  importance  of  a  Borough,  to  the  number  of  Housei  which  I 
tain*,  and  amount  of  Assessed  Tuxes  which  it  payi ;  aud  the  method  adopted  fot  <M 
this  principle  into  effect  may  be  stated  in  the  following  words  : 

Ut.  Take  the  arera^  number  of  Houses  contained  in  the  Boroughs  to  \te  am 
divide  the  number  of  Houses  in  each  Borough  by  this  average  number,  and  a  Mf 
numbers  will  be  obtained,  denoting  the  relative  importance  of  the  different  Bofl 
with  respect  to  HoiiBEa. 

3nd.  Take  flic  averaj^e  amount  of  the  Assessed  Taxes  paid  by  the  same  Bor( 
and  proceed  precisely  in  the  same  manner  as  described  with  respect  to  the  HoM 
aeries  of  numbers  will  result,  showing  the  relative  importBuee  of  the  diffismUBov 
with  regard  to  Aascsscd  Taxes.  i 
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drd.  Add  together  the  numbers  in  these  two  Lists  which  relate  to  the  same  Boroitf  hs, 
and  a  series  of  Numbers  will  be  produced  denoting  the  relative  impartanee,  of  the 
different  Boroughs  with  respect  to  nouses  and  Assess^  Tames  combined. 

4th.  With  a  Tiew  to  explain  this  statement,  suppose  that  the  number  of  Boroughs 
to  be  arranged  in  the  manner  prescribed  is  5  instead  of  110.  The  principle  not  bemg 
affected  by  the  number,  the  explanation  will  be  rendered  more  simple  hy  using  the 
smaller  number.    Let  the  5  Boroughs  be  as  follows : 

Awcited  Taxes.  Uooact. 

Borough  (A.)  ...  ^07  352 

~^  (B*/  •••  c3o  ••.         .••         ...         ...  218 

^~**  w**)  •*•  wta  •••       ...       •••       •••  ouo 

—  (D.)  ...  692  254 

—  (E»)  •••  329  ...        •••        ,,,        •••  165 


5)1,956  5)1,282 

5        A^ 

Houses. 


«o  I  5  Average  Amount  of  ^khS        Average 

^^^i    ABse««jd  Taxes.  ^^^J   N*  of  House 


Ph>ceeding  in  the  manner  described,  there  will  result  for. 


J«t  List.  8nd  List. 

RdatiT*  Vatat  with  RaUUv*  ValM  wMk 

to  AsssM>dTa«s.  respect  lo  Ik 


(A.)  ...  ||{  s=  '529  ...  and  ...  }{}  ss  1*375 

(B.)  ...  )|f  =  -857  ^.  and  ...  \\%  s-  '851 

(C.)  ...  lif  =:  1005  ...  and  ...  }||  ss  1-184 

(D.)  ...  .    in  =  1  -770  ...  and  ...  |t|  =  991 

(E.)  ...  lif  =3  -841  ...  and  ..  HI  =  '^^ 

Adding  together  the  numbers  of  the  Ist  and  2nd  List,  and  arranging  the  places  according 
to  their  values ; 

1.  ...  (E.)  ^    o  ,  ,.       .         ,  .  r  1  '^6  1   or  multiplying   r  1466 

2.  ...  (BO       Relative  importance  of  y  .jqq  by  1000,  1708 

3.  ...  (A.)    >    Boroughj,  with  regpect  J  ,  .904  I  to  i  1904 

4.  ...  (C.)         to  No.  of  Houses  and  ]  2-189  f  avoid  fractional  2189 

5.  ...  (D.)  J     Assessed  Taxes.  [  g  761  J  parts  I  2761 

In  the  manner  now  described  the  List  in  ouestion  has  been  formed.  The  average  has 
been  taken  for  100  Boroughs,  commencing  with  the  first,  which  exhibits  the  slightest  pre- 
tension to  be  considered  as  a  Town ;  vig.  Beeralston,  and  the  numbers  will  be  found  to  he, 

Aversgt  N«  of  Houses.— 452.  Average  of  Assessed  Taxes.— 545. 

By  means  of  the  two  average  numbers,  the  number  in  the  3rd  column  representing  each 
particular  Borough  is  readily  found. 

no..  A.«,o«c /«-•*•"•        -     »'      =      1  165  I  or  producing     f     1165 

\  Assessed  Taxes  ...     Sff      as      1  *6ll  J       as  above       \    1611 

The  Amount  will  furnish t 2776    the 

number  denoting  the  relative  importance  of  Arundel  with  respect  to  Houses  and  Assened 
Taxes  combined. 

That  the  method  now  described  is  just  in  principle  will  probably  be  admitted ;  and  it  is 
satisfactory  to  observe,  that  the  description  of  the  general  appearance  and  condition  of  the 
Towns  riven  in  the  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  correspond  with  the  position  which  they 
occupy  in  the  inclosed  List, — a  result,  however,  which  is  also  partly  due  to  the  prindfrn 
of  allowing  to  the  old  Borough  all  the  advantage  of  the  modem  Town  which  may  hate 
stretched  beyond  the  ancient  limits  of  the  Borough. 

From  this  equitable  and  apparently  simple  regulation,  the  chief  difficulty  experienced  In 
arranging  the  following  List  has  arisen.  All  Returns  of  Population,  number  of  IIouaet» 
and  Assessed  Taxes  being  made  out  with  reference  to  Boroughs,  Townships  and  Piirishei, 
it  follows,  that  where  the  streets  have  extended  beyond  the  Borough  into  adjacent  Parishif» 
such  Returns  for  the  Town  can  only  be  obtained  by  compounding  together  parts  ^ 
Parishes. 
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{COMMONS} 


(Second.) 


The  position  of  many  Boroughs  depending  on  the  estimate  of  the  Town  be3rond  the 
limits.  It  liecomes  necessary  to  mention  the  manner  in  which  this  estimation  has  been  made, 
and  the  sources  from  whicn  information  has  been  obtained : 

1st.  From  the  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  produced '  by  the  communication 
addressed  to  them  by  Your  Lordship's  directions  on  the  21st  October,  requesting  them 
to  direct  their  attention  to  those  places  where  the  Town  extended  beyond  the  Borough, 
the  most  valuable  data  have  been  derived.  To  the  great  exertion  made  by  these  gen- 
tlemen much  is  due,  the  reports  alluded  to  having  been  prepared  at  a  time  when  they 
were  engaged  in  the  laborious  and  anluous  task  of  reporting  upon  appropriate  Boun- 
daries for  the  Towns  and  Boroughs  of  England  and  Wales  : 

2nd.  From  the  information  communicated  by  the  Returning  Officers  in  reply  to  the 
Circular  from  the  Home  Office  of  the  24th  November : 

drd.  From  Returns  procured  through  the  Tax  Office  ;  and, 

4th.  From  a  List  of  the  Number  of  Houses  contained  in  the  diffisrent  Borooghs  in 
England  in  1831,  furnished  by  Mr.  Rickman,  the  value  of  which  is,  however,  unforta« 
nately  restricted  to  those  cases  where  Boroughs  and  Parishes  arc  co-extensiye. 

The  Numbers  contained  in  the  2nd  and  drd  Columns  have  been  taken  from  the  docii« 
mcnts  enumerated ;  and  in  an  Appendix  to  this  Letter  the  case  of  eac;h  individual  Borough 
has  been  examined,  and  the  reasons  stated  for  preferring  the  numbers  which  hare  been 
adopted  where  discrepancies  exist.  It  is  but  just  to  add,  that  the  answers  of  the  Returning 
Officers  appear  in  general  to  have  been  given  with  candour  and  fidmesis.  In  several  in- 
stances, the  Returns  of  the  Commissioners  are  more  favourable  to  the  Borooghs  Uian  those 
of  the  Returning  Officer,  while  perhaps  in  a  few,  the  presence  of  the  Commissionert  has 

bife  been 
explained 
which  the 

data  have  been  taken,  it  only  remains  for  me  to  add,  that  it  is  now  submitted  to  your  Lord- 
ship's consideration,  if  not  without  solicitude,  at  least  with  the  consciousness  that  no  exer- 
tion which  the  time  admitted  has  been  spared  to  render  it  fit  for  the  purpose  intended^  and 
worthy  of  the  confidence  of  His  Majesty's  Government. 

I  have,  &c.  &c. 

THOS.  DRUMMOND. 


LIST    OF    BOROUGHS 

Arranged  according  to  the  Number  of  Houses  and  the  Amount  of  AssxsssD  Taxis. 


NUMBERS 

VT— . 

KAMES 

NUMBER 
of 

ASSESSED  TAXES, 
for  the  Year 

dcBoCing 
Uie  rdMive  InpotiUKC 

Ko. 

Ol 

BOROUGHS. 

HOUSES, 
in  lail. 

coding  5th  April, 
1&31. 

of  ibe 

.BO  ROUGHS. 

acoordingto 

1. 

OldSarum  ... 

..• 

V 

2. 

Newton,  I.  of  Wight... 

. 

3. 

St.  Michael  ... 

... 

4. 

Gatton 

... 

b. 

Bramber   ... 

... 

• 

*  It  baa  not 

6. 

Boiiiney 

... 

been  IhoQifit  ne- 

7. 

Dunwich   ... 

... 

ceMary  la  give 
tberentivtBnm- 

8. 

Ludgcrsball  ... 

... 

9. 

St.  Mawes 

... 

- 

benlbrthe  fsnX 

10. 

Newport,  Cornwall 

. .. 

/ 

Ten  Bocougbt. 

11. 

BeeralstoB    ... 

. .. 

139 

14 

333 

■ 

13. 

West  Looe 

..« 

132 

£3 

389 

13. 

St.  Germaia'a 

... 

124 

63 

390 

14. 

BletchiDgley    •.• 

... 

9Q 

120 

483 

U. 

Aldborouffh    ._*» 
Camelford  ... 

... 

106 

113 

449 

16. 

... 

110 

HI 

447 

17. 

Hindon 

».. 

185 

44 

490 

18. 

East  Looe     ••• 

... 

167 

79 

£1£ 

19. 

Corfe  Cattle     ••• 

... 

lir6 

104 

£36 
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rSmmdJ. 

DUMBER 

ASSESSED  TAXES, 

*D«iU( 

lor  [he  Yui 

'*'""'«i;i»'"™ 

BORouum. 

II  O  U  H  F  S, 

wUnt  S«h  Apd(, 

lIsuH  ud  run. 

20. 

(Ireat  BpdMin 

171 

, 

SI. 

Vuntoiilh,  l.orwiKliI 

ll-t 

17i 

568 

•22. 

571 
607 

83. 

CuUcRuine 

127 

24. 

M. 

Higham  FcrrrrK       ... 

198 

l.^'S 

665 

36. 

Wendover     

124 

066 

97. 

•VfWr 

lS-2 

516 

666 

M. 

WiMhtiinl    

148 

3IW 

6S4 

39. 

Trepny 

23* 

103 

707 

;». 

Haj|pin*rP     

as 

733 

31. 

SsllMli    ... 

344 

T36 

771 

38. 

Orfonl 

346 

i:t5 

732 

33. 

C«Ui"g»n    

33.^ 

197 

877 

34. 

374 

l£l 

8S3 

3S. 

Ilcboater         

348 

313 

940 

3e. 

ISi 

339 

947 

37. 

!3U 

3S3 

949 

38. 

N«  Romwy  ...      ... 

320 

9fi2 

39. 

Hedon ... 

317 

271 

«T7 

4(1. 

3-iJ 

tM 

41. 

SnTord          

301 

3t}B 

1006 

4B. 

Stains   ... 

318 

a:a 

1097 

43. 

Whitchurch      

Mil 

3I.'> 

1155 

44. 

WootUn  BuMtt      ... 

Mi 

307 

1159 

45. 

•Fomj 

325 

a.w 

1194 

46. 

Heytdbury 

279 

:{3o 

1304 

47. 

Damiton       

.■(36 

37a 

1323 

48. 

Milboume  IV>n 

M.I 

311 

1335 

49. 

AldebBrRh      ...       ... 

.^^ 

397 

12G4 

<o. 

Mlnehfid   ... 

3iri 

.109 

138a 

Bithap'i  CmiIp 

:iei 

270 

1>»4 

is! 

;ti8 

:i34 

1398 

B3. 

ffild ":.. 

310 

47l{ 

1338 

H. 

:m 

;t73 

1353 

^■ 

B»«l<l.j-        

:i78 

:wi 

1390 

SB. 

.-((iU 

439 

It84 

S7 

Pel*nili<-!il     

273 

54tt 

1593 

S8 

A.hhurtoD       

436 

.15.1 

1616 

1!9 
BO. 

i^Mbury  ■■'  ... 

4tt4 

&a8 

•til 
373 

1648 
1685 

61' 

Wartbim 

.164 

ii±i 

1763 

6!- 

Wilton 

406 

493 

1801 

63. 

Mldhom 

3ri4 

WO 

I8S8 

64- 

Wood.toek      

388 

fi44 

1843 

65. 

Chriitehurcb    

4.S9 

518 

1966 

66. 

HaloiMbury 

637 

346 

3044 

67- 

Llriiewd        

474 

SOU 

8150 

68. 

R«iK»ti>        

356 

910 

8836 

69. 

"Tlh 

499 

040 

3878 

70. 

DniUmcb       

5641 

576 

3309 

71. 
73. 

[iBrtmo^    ... 

45.1 

s:i7 

7*9 

8.144 

3361 

73. 

I^uncnton      

543 

B.'tS 

3361 

74. 

Tbirtk    

638 

590 

3473 

7S. 

Harih.m 

48H 

770 

3493 

78. 

SbaflMbury 

83S 

B40 

3588 

77- 

Rrwt  (!rim.by 

7U 

461 

3606 

78. 

Arandel        ... 

«T 

878 

2777 

79. 

it.  rwi    

1003 

.1311 

3822 

80. 

Rye 

661 

78:t 

3899 

81. 

Notlbairerton 

&Kt 

867 

390.1 

83. 

Cilne...         

Hi) 

740 

3939 

83. 

HfLione 

6iH 

841 

asxi 

84. 

Cllthfw        

9W 

40l> 

3938 
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11  O  D  a  E  S 
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BOROUGHS. 

Sfi 

Morpeth 

694 

853 

9946 

hS 

493 

1073 

3U60 

H7 

TotDeEH     ... 

473 

1107 

3078 

88 

G48 

919 

3190 

89 

Bodmnl 

£9S 

984 

SI94 

*f 

Tllftlbrd        

683 

895 

3151 

m. 

Bucllinffbiim 

740 

843 

31B4 

93. 

1000 

£40 

3203 

ii.'i 

Great  Mario* 

67S 

962 

3858 

M 

Hunrich 

743 

904 

3303 

9i 

HonltoQ        

70B 

1068 

359S 

96 

Tavlttock- 

690 

1114 

3584 

M7 

Bridsnorth      

1071 

S80 

3617 

98 

580 

1J78 

3894 

99 

THinwoith      

846 

974 

3659 

100 

Maldon 

733 

IIU 

3664 

101 

Bridport       

944 

948 

3898 

103 

Huntingdon 

6B7 

1300 

3861 

103, 

Lymlngwn 

716 

1J79 

3931 

104. 

[i>n.;.^ter    ...         .. 

906 

io:;i 

3933 

105. 

Ev^ham 

847 

1S3G 

4143 

106. 

Hichmond 

sat 

1399 

43U 

107. 

Poniefmcl 

1033 

l£25 

4533 

108. 

Newport,  Isle  otWisht, 

498 

1894 

4577 

in9 

Sudbury     

1189 

1157 

4753 

110 

1079 

1301 

4774 

The  Ten  following  Boro.igh«  would  be  nearly  in 

thefoll«ria|Hdtr 

lis 

linntham      

11.1 
IM 

Andorer 

11.^ 

^oll*            

litk 
117 

nuildford 

Kip*"  

118. 
iin 

Dorchnter 

jt.  AlbHM 

■■JO 

Hertford 
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TO 


VOLUME  IX  (THIRD  SERIES)  SESSION  1831-2, 
(  ifitit  Volume  tit  ti)(  Ibrwion  ) 


OF 


HANSARD'S  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


(A.)— S  UBJECTS    OF     DEBATES 


N°  I.  HOUSE  or  LORDS.— N°  II.  HOUSE  or  COMMONS. 


»»»»»»  »0»^mmait«m»»»*»»  mmt*»m»»  »»*»»» 


N**I.  DEBATES— LORDS. 


A  DDRESSESinanswertotheKing'sSpeech 
•^  vol.  ix.   1.     ADtwers  to,  127.  ' 

On  the  policy  pursued  towards  Belgium,  ix. 
834 

Anatomical  science,  petitions  concerning,  ix. 
132, 1148 

Arbitration  Bill,  ix.  972, 1226 

Belgic  Negotiations,  ix.  131,  228,  586, 834 

Canton,  British  Factory  at,  ix.  207 

Emigration,  ix.  1146 

Fees  on  renewing  Commissions,  ix.  768 
Foreign  Enlistnfent  Act,  ix.  316 

Holland  and  Belgium,  ix.  228,  586 

India,  Affairs  of,  ix.  127.— Laws  relating  to 
Property,  ix.  585 


I  Magistracy,  Irish,  ix.  768, 

Parliamentary  Reform,  Petitions,  ix.  207,  829 

Pedro,  Don,  ix.  316 

Perth,  language  held  at,  ix.  829 

Police,  Municipal,  ix.  973 

Political  Unions,  ix.  133,  834 

Poor  Laws,  ix.  130, 1144 

Portugal,  Expedition  against,  ix.  316 

Reciprocity  Treaties,  ix.  974,  1226 
Russian  Dutdi  Loan,  ix*  1152 

Slave  Trade,  ix.  587. — ConveDtion  conceroiug, 

ix.  772 

Tithes  (Ireland)  Petitions,  ix.  13i,  822.— Cora« 
roittee  to  inquire  into,  ix.  229,  973 


N^II.   DEBATES— COMMONS. 

Address  in  answer  to  the  Kinff'sSpMlyix.  37, 
Answer  thereto,  134.  Report . thereupon, 
105 

Anatomy  Schools  of,  bill  to  regulate,  ix.  300, 
578,  702,  825.--Pelitions,  ix.  780,  1185, 
1276 


Appleby,  case  of,  ix.  648 

Assessed  Taxes,  intention  of  Minister!  coti- 
ceming,  ix.  645 


Bank  Charter,  is.  37 
Peer,  sale  of|  Act,  ix.  1233 


INDEX. 


Belgium,  ix.  1268, 1282 

Brazilian  Claims,  ijK.  1274 

Bricks,  duty  on,  ix.  649 

Bristol,  riots  at,  discussed  in  the  Motion  on  Ad- 
dress, ix.  37 

Buckingham  Palace,  ix.  144,  574,  646 

Building,  Public,  bill  to  consolidate  offices  of, 
ix.  147 

Barkers,  ix.  154 

Business,  arrangement  of,  ix.  126, 150 

Chancery,  costs  in,  ix.  251.— Contempt  of  the 
Court  of,  649 

Children,  labour  of,  in  factories,  bill  to  regu- 
late, ix.  255.— Petition,  1092 

Cholera  Morbus,  motion  for  Papers,  ix.  308 

Christmas,  adjournment  for,  ix.  330 

Coleraioe,  Borough  of,  ix.  705 

Commercial  Treaties,  ix.  227 

Commissions,  Special,  ix.  1049 

Corporation  Reform,  (Ireland)  ix.  1332 

J)eccan  Prize  Ifoney,ix.  165 
Distress,  Public,  ix.  154 
Dorsetshire  Election,  ix.  560 
Drainage,  General,  ix.  1 184 

Kast-India  Affairs,  Committee,  ix.  1020 

Education  (Ireland)  Ministerial  System  ol^  ix. 

893 
Estimates,  why  not  laid  on  the  Table,  ix.  1097 

Exchequer,  Court  of,  Scotland,  Bill  to  regulate 

it,  ix.  297,  1194 

Exports,  returns,  ix.  779    ' 

Factories,  labour  of  children  in,— Petitions,  ix. 
1092.— Bill  to  regulate,  ix.  Q55 

Fast,  motion  for  a  General,  ix.  895 

Fees,  on  renewing  Commissions  (Ireland),  ix. 
557 

Fines  and  Recoveries,  ix.  138,  701 
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Political  Unions,  Petitions  from,  ix.  594, 1278 
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